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Regional Growth Projections (2010 — 2040)

Expected Regional Growth

+ 2.1 million people
(+660K housing units)

+1.1 million jobs

San Francisco’s Share

Maintain 15% share of reg. growth:
+ 92,000 housing units (3,000/year)
+190,000 jobs (6,000/year)




Recent Planning Efforts
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Plan Area or Project Projected Housing Projected Jobs

5M 750 4,000

Balboa Park 1,780 725

Candlestick/Hunters Point Shipyard 10,500 10,000

Centra| soMa S niendpperi ). eS| S—— 12400 - I 50600

Downtown (C-3 & other non Trahéif Center) 3,000 5,000

EasternNe|ghborhoods b= aeesiorn | SE—— 9000 - I 9500

Executive Park 1,600 75

HOPE SF (Sunnydale & Potrero) 1800 7B

Market and Octavia 5,500 3,000

Mission Bay 3,000 10,000

Mission Rock (SWL 337) 1,000 5,000

Parkmerced 5,700 900

Pier 70 2,000 12,000” ”

Rincon Hill 3,500 75
WTﬂransbay Redevelopmeﬁ{%ﬁTransit Center 4,500 25,000i P I an n e d V.
Treasure Island 7,000 2,750 .
Visitacion Valley 1,600 500 fo re Ca-St .
Western SoMa 2,900 3,200

e TOTAL PLANNED 1ot + 5 OOO
\___/ housing units
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Plan Area or Project Projected Housing Projected Jobs

5M 750 4,000

Balboa Park 1,780 725

Candlestick/Hunters Point Shipyard 10,500 10,000

Centra| soMa Saiesnissondiperiy ). SR SR 12400 - SE— 50600

Downtown (C-3 & other non Trahéif Center) 3,000 5,000

EasternNe|ghborhoods el wersiar . SE— 9000 9500

Executive Park 1,600 75

HOPE SF (Sunnydale & Potrero) 1800 7B

Market and Octavia 5,500 3,000

Mission Bay 3,000 10,000

Mission Rock (SWL 337) 1,000 5,000

Parkmerced 5,700 900

Pier 70 N 2,000 12,0007””

Rincon Hill 3,500 75

Transbay Redevelopmeﬁg& Transit Center 4,500 25000 P I an n e d V.
Treasure Island 7,000 2,750 .
Visitacion Valley 1,600 500 fo re Ca-St .
Western SoMa 2,900 3,200

REST OF CITY 20,000

TOTAL PLANNED 97,650 143,050 | _ 50 OOO JObS
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Housing — 2010-2040

Households

2010 Housholds +



Jobs — 2010-2040

Total Jobs
<150 I 1501 - 3,000

151-500 [N > 3.000
B 501 - 1500 AN S S

All Maps

2010 Total Jobs e Growth = 2040 Total Jobs




Districts Permitting Offices

ApPpProx.
10.5%

of non-
public land




San Francisco Planning Challenges
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Placemaking

Resilience Preserving Transportation
Diversity & Streets
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San Francisco Planning Challenges

Resilience

Downtown, SoMa, Mission
Bay vulnerable to inundation
by 2100.

Seawall protecting
downtown needs seismic
upgrade.

Local sources of water and
energy to protect from
uncertain availability and
pressures over time
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Sea Level Rise

AOCU3 - Embarcadero
This area from the Agricultural Building to the north
along Rincon Park ending at Pier 22 1/2 to the south
is a water-entry point for inundation at year 2050.

AOCO7 - Pier 52 Boat Launch
Low area here is a water-entry point
for inundarion at year 2050

San Francisco s
Bay -

AOCO02 - Pier 5
Low point here is a water-entry point for
Embarcadero inundation atyear 2050.

Ferr
Tem\‘[r;\,al

AOC04 - Mission Creek Outfall Structure

Water entry at this pointin years 2010 and 2050 results from
backflow through the outfall structure along Mission Creek.
Additional analysis beyond the scope of this study is needed
here to better understand this scenario.

P I o
S
i,\ AOCO6 - Mission Creek, South Bank
£ Low area along the creek here is
EVNIEIN M a water-entry point for moderate
J inundation at year 2010 and
extensive inundation at year 2050

AOCO8 -Entire Waterfront

The entire Port of San Francisco waterfront
along with many inland areas are inundated
atyear 2100.

AOCO5 -Mission Creek, North Bank
Low area along the creek here is a water-entry
point for inundation at year 2050

Ry

LEGEND

AOCO1 -Pier 45
Low area between sheds is inundated starting at

{his water entry point at years 2010 and 2050 O Area of concern {AOC) with ID and annotation

100-year still water levels (SWL) and inundation area

% Year 2010 {existing conditions)
Elevation (ft) = 9.2 (NAVD88), -2.1 (City Datum)

§  Year2050
Based on sea level rise scenario of 15 inches

Elevation (ft) = 10.5 (NAVDSS), -0.8 (City Datum
| ) ( ) (City ) i 1000 2. pier/bridge is shown
SCALE IN FEET August 2011
5. SWL inundation contour lines were derived from LIDAR data

Year 2100
Based on sea level rise scenario of 55 inches
Elevation (ft) = 13.8 (NAVDS8S), 2.5 (City Datum)

L_

"1 Port of San Francisco
jurisdictional boundary

-

1INCH = 1,200 FEET
AT 11x17-INCH PAGE SIZE

NOTES

1. For an explanation of the analysis presented here, see "Sea Level
Rise and Adaptation Study - Coastal Inundation Report" (June 2011}

2. The 100-year still water level (SWL}is the flood level that has a 1%
chance of being equaled or exceeded in any given year. FEMA
designates areas subject to inundation at the 100-year water level as
Special Flood Hazard Areas.

3. Each shading color indicates the modeled extent of inundation for
each year. [nundation for each year includes the previous year's
inundation (ie. 2050 includes 2010; 2100 includes 2010 and 2050).

4. Where the deck elevation of a pierbridge is higher than a given
inundation level (i.e. the deck is above water), the perimeter of the

provided by the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) for official

City of San Francisco use under license from DHS. Survey date: May

16-19, 2007

8. Imagery source: USDA NAIP, 2005

Figure 1-1

Areas of concem in relation to
inundation based on modeled
100-year still water levels for
years 2010, 2050, and 2100

Port of San Francisco
Sea Level Rise and Adaptation Study
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San Francisco Planning Challenges
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Preserving
Diversity:

Housing Affordability
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The City’s famous diversity and
eccentricity is at stake. They are not
‘like to haves,” but “must haves” to
retain creative talent and
competitiveness.
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A diverse economy is also more
resilient.




San Francisco Planning Challenges

Preserving
Diversity:

Employment Diversity

The City’s famous diversity and
eccentricity is at stake. They are not
‘like to haves,” but “must haves” to
retain creative talent and
competitiveness.

A diverse economy is also more
resilient.

[TLLLLLL




San Francisco Planning Challenges
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$6 billion through 2030.

More needed to serve

anticiapted growth.



Muni (bus and rail) suffers from congested streets
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Improving mode shift — aggressive goals

2010: 61% auto/39% non-auto 2018 Goal: 50% auto/50% non-auto







BART is rapidly nearing capacity

1,200,000
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Planning the future of BART In SF

Embarcadero & Montgomery Station Copacity Improvements
Downtown SF Additional Platform Elevators and AFC Equipment

Market St & Van Ness Ave
SF Division (Intermodal w/N-Judah branch)

Glen Park 30th & Mission St

Turnbock

Daly City Maintenance Siding Extension ]
Bayshore
Daly City - Colma: Blvd

SB High Speed Crossover



Downtown Raill Extension & Electrification
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Key Corridors

Account for 75-80% of

all outbound/internal
person trips from
Study area

Caltrain

T-Third

Northeast Core




CENTRAL SUBWAY Q
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(® CENTRAL SOMA
SEAWALL LOT 337

(© WARRIORS ARENA

© RAILYARD ALTERNATIVES AND I-280
BOULEVARD FEASIBILITY STUDY

® PIER70

(® POTRERO POWER PLANT

(© POTRERO & SUNNYDALE HOPE SF
& INDIA BASIN

(D BAYSHORE MULTIMODAL FACILITY
LOCATION STUDY



San Francisco Planning Challenges
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Redesign streets to serve new uses and Increase
capacity

PARKING / RIGHT
WESTBOUND | EASTBOUND | RN




San Francisco Planning Challenges

Place-making
City of neighborhoods:

« Infill development

Complete neighborhoods

Pavement to Parks

Urban forest

Streetscape design

Resilence

» Cultural character

* Building social capacity



Bridging the Bay

Opportunities for
regional cooperation:

« Transportation

COUNTY

Ry ol 4y AR planning/funding

San Leandro

 Housing development
\ and affordability

SAN
FRANCISCO

\ = 2  Planning for sea level

B SAN FRANCISCO

‘ INTERNATIONAL Kn 1
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SAN MATEO N

Y - Sharing experiences with
~ ) place-making

\ Fremont

SANTA CLARA COUNTY






How can ABAG/MTC help?

Commit to prioritizing and leading efforts to fund major
transit iInvestments In the core to serve new growtn
...especially Transbay capacity and CalTrain corridor
optimization

Encourage and s
(with BCDC)

*Photo by Flickr: 2composers







