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Ballot Simplification Committee Members
c/o San Francisco Department of Elections
City Hall, Room 48 )

1 Dr. Carlton B Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102-4635

Re:  Proposed Changes to the Digest for the Mission Rock Measure

Dear Commiftee Members Packard, Fasick,
Fraps, Jorgensen and Unruh: -

On behalf of Kate Sofis and Sunny Schwartz, the proponents of the Mission Rock
measure, and the committee primarily formed to support the measure, we respectfully request
that the Committee reconsider portions of the digest describing the measure. Pursuant to San
Francisco Municipal Elections Code section 610, we have included a redlined version of the
digest that identifies the specific language we believe should be changed, alternate language, and
the reasons why those changes should be made.

The current draft digest is well written and thorough, but it should be amended in several
places to ensure that voters will not be confused or misled about specific aspects of current
conditions or the proposal. Our proposed changes are focused primarily on three critical points.

First, the digest describes the current Mission Rock site in several places as consisting of
or designated as “open space.” (See, e.g., second, sixth and seventh paragraphs.)} The current
site is not open space as most people understand that term; it is primarily a paved parking lot.
The same is true of Pier 48, because the apron is unsafe and closed to the public. Therefore,
referring to the current site as including open space could mislead voters into believing the site
consists of parks or undeveloped green space open to the public. The reference to open space
actually comes from the site’s current zoning designation, but that, too, could be misleading.
The open space zoning is a relic of an earlier failed plan for the development of Mission Bay.
The State has adopted legislation encouraging development of the site to provide increased
revenues to the Port. The City, in its Waterfront Land Use Plan, recognized that the prior
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Mission Bay plan has been "rescinded" and designated the Mission Rock site for further planning .
study coordinated with Mission Bay. Consistent with Measure B, the focus of this measure is on
the modification of the height limit, not on zoning designations. Implementation of the project
will require later action by the City to modify the permitted uses and other land use designations.
Thus, references to the current zoning designation could cause voter confusion and does not
accurately describe how the measure will change existing law.

Second, when describing the proposal, we believe the digest should distinguish and
highlight the two requirements on which the policy encouraging development of the project is
conditioned, as compared to other policies. Section 6(a) of the measure specifically lists two
conditions attached to the proposed City policy encouraging development of Mission Rock.
First, the development must include 8 acres of open space and second, at least 33% of new
housing must be affordable for low and middle income households. These two requirements
should be included in any summary of the proposal and should come before any other policies,
including those set forth in section 6(b) that have more flexibility and are not required
conditions. The second paragraph of Section 7 of the measure highlights the important
distinction between the requirements of Section 6(a) and the policies of Section 6(b). The
proposed changes in the seventh, eighth and tenth paragraphs address this concern.

Third, although we believe the “°Yes® Vote Means” portion of the digest is accurate as
written, we suggest that it be substantially revised so that it can act as the template for the ballot
question. The City Attorney’s ballot question usually tracks this portion of the digest. Because

the purpose of this measure is to comply with Measure B, we believe the ballot question — and
 therefore the “*Yes® Vote Means” section - should contain a clear description of the existing and
proposed height limits, which is required by Measure B. Therefore, we suggest the following:

A "YES" Vote Means: If you vote “yes,” you want to increase the height limiton a
portion of the Mission Rock site, on which building heights are now generally limited to a
single story, to various heights ranging from 40 to 240 feet; and make it City poficy fo
encourage development of Mission Rock provided that at least 33% of new housing units
developed will be affordable fo low and middle-income households and 8 acres of the site
will be devoted to open space.

We also propose to change the first sentence of “The Proposal” section to track this
language, so that the brief summary of the proposal, the yes vote means, and ballot question will
all be consistent. We believe this will add clarity to the digest.

On behalf of the proponents, thank you for this opportunity to participate in the important
process of making sure the voters receive clear and accurate information about the Mission Rock
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measure. We look forward to discussing these proposed changes with you on Monday.

Sincerely,

Robin B. Johansen

- Thomas A. Willis
Representatives of Proponents

TAW:NL

Enclosure .

ce: John Arntz, Director of Elections (w/enclosure)
Joshua White, Deputy City Attorney (w/enclosure)
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Mission Rock®

Digest by the Balot Simplification Commiltee

Status; I_Jratt' fd{ Corisirieration
On: Monday,Ju_ty_:z?,'zms ST '
Members: . Packard; Fasick, Fraps, Jorgensen, Unruh _ '

Word count:  (suggested 300-word fimil)

Deadline to Request Fleconsideration:r TBD

The Way It Is Now: The Cily, through its Port Commission (Port}, owns a 28-acre waterfront area located south of
ATAT Park across McCovey Cove. The site known as Mission Rock consists mostly of Pier 48 and Seawall Lot 337
(SWL 337), bounded to the norih by China Basin Channel, west by Third Street, east by Piers 48 and 50, and south by
Mission Rock Street.

SWL 337 memda&&paved-&e{—u&ed-ferfunglggé gg@gnig asa ggggg ggg ng 1gt§ mg aggrog@ggelg 2,000 public
parking Spaces, instudingfor San Francisco Giants basebal] games-an&spee;a#events Pier 48 includes epen- .-
space-and-two historic buildings used for parkmg, special events and ivareh gﬂ e -fee

The Port holds Mission Rock subject to the Sfate’s public trust. The tru_st're‘slﬁ‘cis' allowable uses and usually

prohibits residential and general office uses. State legislation authorizes lifting the trust's use restrictions on SWL
337 to allow the Port to generate revenues from development and spend them Iork&st—p&;#peseéaan-ét&mher—
pfepe#yres rvatio istoric piers and struciures and for th truction and maintenance of w.

" Working title, for identification only. The Director of Efections determines the fitle of each local baflot measure;
measure liles are not considered during Balfot Srmp!:ﬁca!ron Commmittee meetings.
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The Port adopted a vision statement for mixed-use development of Mission Rock after engaging in a mulli-year
community planning process. Through a competitive solicitation the Port selected a developer to create a project
consistent with that statement. '

In June 2014, San Francisco voters adopted Proposition B, preventing the City from allowing any development on Port
property to exceed the height limits In effect as of January 1, 2014 unless the City's voters approved the height limit
increase.

As of January 1, 2014, and currently, {1} the buitding hsight fimit on Pier 48 and on a portion of the Mission Rock site
near the Channel is 40 feet—The, and (2) the height limit on most of {he rest of the Mission Rock is-designated-as-
epen-spase-with-buiiding-heights limited-as ot January-1-2014,-and-cumently;sile limits buildings to no more than
one SO, . e

The Proposal: This measure would increase the height fimit on up to 10 acres of the 28 acre Mission Rock site
nd mako it Gity poli ncou velopment of Misston vided that ai least 33% of ney; heusing unils™
developed onth site will be aff fs 16 loy d middle-in househalds and 8 acres of the site will be deve

openSpacd. . .. S :

The-Proposak—This measure would retain the 40-foot height lienit on Pier 48, retainwith the Pier 48 apron as open =~ !
space‘and fimit buildings to no more than one-story high-on eightthe required 8 acres of open space elsewhere-in

-....This rﬁeasure would increase the height limil on up to 10 acres in Mission Rock other than Pier 48 so thal:

» buildings along Terry Francois Boulevard would have a 120-foot height limit, with bui!ding frontages of ho - -
more than 40feet h;ghand uses above 90 feet limited fo residential, restaurant orietag_L _____________ - {.Commen

« three buildings would have & 240- fool helght limit, with the portion above 190 feet !lmlted to resndentlal
restaurant or retail uses and to typlcal floors not exceeding 12,600 square feet; and '
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o other buildings en-the-rest of fhe-10-asres would be-allowed-heightsranae up to 3 maximum height of 160 :
1 -

This measura would require all aspeeis-offuture development other than the heightincreaseapprovals 1o continue to

be subject to public approval processes, including environmental review under the California Environmental Quality

This measure would make it Clty policy to ancourage developingdevelopment of Mission Rock provided that (1) at
least 33% of housing units developed in the project: are affordable to fow- and middig-income households, and (2)
approximately 8 acres of the sile vill be deyoted to new and expandad waterfront parks and open’Spaced. | Comment

T Ihi ure would al it City policy 10 encoura ission Roc
o includes aﬁﬁm**maiei‘f-woo ;&?,950 rosidential units, mosineatly ali of which are (enlaland-atioast33% |
ofwhish-aro-affordable-to-low-and-middle-nsome-househelds; ' .

s rehabilitates and renovates Pier 48 to historic standard's;'

» creates space for restaurants, retail, commercial, production, manufacturing, arist studio, small business- . - ' ;

and non-profit uses; and

» createsincludes approximately 3,100 parking spaces, including an above-ground structure with up to 2,300

spaces.

This measure would adopt other Cily policies relating tb planning for the project’é design, transportation, and RS ST
infrastructure financing. )

A “YES* Vote Means: If you vote *yes,” you want to increase the height fimit mmmmof ' SR . -. ) ’

the Mission Rock; site, on which building heights are now generally limited to a sincle story, to various heights
ranging from 40 1o 240 feot; did make it Gity policy to encourage 33%afferdable housing o this site;as wellas-
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is-cito-development of Mission Rock provided that at

flordable o low iddie-income houssholds and 8 acres of the

least 33% of new housing units developed will b

A "NO" Vote Means: It you vole “no,” you do not want to increase the height limit or adopt this City policy.

Iy
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