





COMMENT ANALYSIS REPORT

ALCATRAZ FERRY EMBARKATION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENT

GOLDEN GATE NATIONAL RECREATION AREA
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

January 2017






CONTENTS

CONTENTSV

Appendixes vi

INTRODUCTION AND GUIDE 1

Background 1

Comment Process 1
Definition of Terms 2
Comment Analysis Process 2
Guide to This Report 3

PEPC CONTENT ANALYSIS REPORT 5

QUALITATIVE ANALYSIS 8

Recreation 8

Traffic and Circulation 9
Land Use 9
Socioeconomics 9
Other 9

SUMMARY OF PUBLIC COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 11

Public Concerns and Responses Report 11
PN100 - Purpose and Need 11
PD100 - Project Description 11
AD100 - Alternatives Development 15
AD200 - Alternatives Development Process 15
CC100 - Consultation and Coordination 16
GC100 - General Comment 18
SM100 - Sustainable and Long-term Management 18
RTAB100 - Resource Topic: Aquatic Biological Resources 19
RTAQ100 - Resource Topic: Air Quality 20
RTCR100 - Resource Topic: Cultural Resources 22
RTGS100 - Resource Topic: Geology, Soils, and Seismicity 23
RTHS100 — Resource Topic: Public Health and Safety 24
RTHM100 - Resource Topic: Hazardous Materials 25
RTLU100 - Land Use 25
RTNV100 - Noise and Vibration 27
RTPS100 - Public Services and Utilities 27
RTRV100 - Recreation 28
RTSO100 - Socioeconomics 30
RTTB100 - Terrestrial Biological Resources 31
RTTC100 - Transportation and Circulation 31
RTVRI100 - Visual Resources 33

RTWQ100 — Water Quality and Hydrology 34
v



CONTENTS

Q%>

APPENDIXES

Summary of Concern Statements and Public Comments
Correspondence Submitted Electronically
Correspondence Submitted in Person or by Physical Mail

Vi



INTRODUCTION AND GUIDE

The National Park Service (NPS; Park Service) prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) to analyze the establishment of a
long-term embarkation site for the Alcatraz Island ferry service, as well as the potential for long-
term ferry service between the selected Alcatraz ferry embarkation location and Fort Baker, Fort
Mason, and other park destinations in the San Francisco Bay. The four alternatives analyzed in
the Draft EIS include the No Action Alternative, Pier 31%2 Alternative along the Embarcadero,
Pier 41 Alternative in Fisherman’s Wharf, and Pier 3 Alternative at Fort Mason.

This Comment Response Report presents a summary of comments received during the public
comment period, highlights representative quotes and identifies concern statements developed
from public comments received, and presents the Park Service’s responses to the concern
statements.

BACKGROUND

The Park Service currently operates a visitor contact station and ferry service for visitors to
Alcatraz Island at Pier 31% in San Francisco under a short-term (10-year) lease with the Port of
San Francisco (Port). Under the proposed Project, the Park Service seeks to establish a new long-
term (50 years or more) ferry embarkation site for passenger service between the northern San
Francisco waterfront and Alcatraz Island. The embarkation site would be designed to better
welcome and serve existing and future Alcatraz Island visitors, as well as to connect visitors to the
history of Alcatraz Island, Golden Gate National Recreation Area (GGNRA), and the national
park system in general. The proposed Project would also establish a new, long-term ferry service
between the selected Alcatraz ferry embarkation site and the existing Fort Baker pier, as well as
between Fort Mason and other park destinations in the San Francisco Bay.

The need for the Project is driven by several factors. The Alcatraz ferry embarkation site and
associated connections should be a consistent feature for visitors to GGNRA that reflects the
Park Service’s identity and provides a quality experience for recreational visitors. As such, the site
should provide the space, circulation, and interpretive materials to appropriately and effectively
orient recreational visitors to the island and GGNRA. The site should allow for efficiency in
making site improvements when necessary and for the ability to project facility costs.
Additionally, the site should provide a valuable opportunity for cross-bay recreational ferry
service to other GGNRA parklands.

COMMENT PROCESS

The Park Service released the Draft EIS for public review and comment on March 20, 2015. The
Draft EIS was originally available for public review and comment until May 20, 2015; however, an
extension was granted to extend the review and comment period through June 4, 2015.

During the comment period, one public meeting was held. This meeting occurred on March 31,
2015, from 3:30 to 7:00 pm, at the Port’s Pier 1 building in San Francisco, California. The meeting
was advertised through several outlets, including the Federal Register, the Project newsletter, the
Project website, direct emails, and various media publications and broadcasts. During the
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meeting, multiple stations were set up allowing the public to review proposed Project elements
and alternatives presented in the Draft EIS. NPS staff and the consultant team were available to
answer questions and provide additional information to meeting participants.

Comments on the Draft EIS could be submitted using any of the following methods:

e Electronically through the NPS Planning, Environment, and Public Comment (PEPC)
website

e Inperson at the public meeting

e By physical mail

DEFINITION OF TERMS

Primary terms used in this report are defined below.

Correspondence - A correspondence is the document received from a commenter in the form of
a letter or as a written or online comment form. Each correspondence received was entered into
the PEPC system and assigned a unique correspondence number.

Comment - A comment is a portion of text within a correspondence that addresses a single
subject. It could include such information as an expression of support or opposition for a
potential alternative, additional data regarding the existing condition, or an opinion debating the
adequacy of the analysis.

Code - A code is a unique number and letter sequence that represents a common comment
subject. Thirty-two codes were developed by the Project team for the public scoping process.
Each comment was classified under at least one of the 32 codes.

Concern - A concern is a written summary of all comments received under a particular code.
Some codes were further separated into several concern statements to focus on the content of the
comments. All comments were considered to be useful guidance for the public scoping process,
but only substantive comments were included directly in this document.

Substantive Comment - Substantive comments are those that question, with reasonable basis,
the accuracy of the information in the NEPA document; question, with reasonable basis, the
adequacy of the environmental analysis; present reasonable alternatives other than those
presented in the NEPA document; or cause changes or revisions in the proposal. In other words,
substantive comments raise, debate, or question a point of fact or analysis. Comments that merely
support or oppose a proposal or that merely agree or disagree with NPS policy are not considered
substantive and do not require a formal response.

COMMENT ANALYSIS PROCESS

Comment analysis is a process used to compile and correlate similar public comments into a
format that can be used by the Project team to make decisions. Comment analysis assists the team
in organizing, clarifying, and addressing technical information pursuant to NEPA regulations. It
also aids in identifying topics and issues to be evaluated and considered throughout the planning
process.



The process includes the following five main components:

e Developing a coding structure

e Employing a comment database for comment management

¢ Reading and coding of public comments

e Interpreting and analyzing comments to identify issues and themes
e Preparing a comment summary

A coding structure was developed to sort comments into logical groups by topics and issues,
including EIS issues. The coding structure was derived from an analysis of the range of topics
discussed during internal NPS scoping and in past planning documents, as well as topics specific
to the EIS structure and the comments themselves. The coding structure was designed to capture
a comment’s core content without restricting or excluding any ideas; the coding structure evolved
as new comments were received.

The NPS PEPC system was used to manage the comments. All comments were read and analyzed,
including those of a technical nature; those related to opinions, feelings, and preferences for a
potential alternative; and those of a personal or philosophical nature. Analysis of the public
correspondence involved assigning codes to individual comments within the correspondence and
developing concern statements to summarize similar comments between correspondences. This
process allowed for the ability to generate reports through the PEPC system that tallied the total
number of correspondences and comments received and organized comments by particular
topics, issues, and demographic information regarding the sources of the comments. The
database stored the full text of all correspondence to ensure the analyst could access the entire
comment.

Although the analysis process attempts to capture the full range of concerns, it is important to
remember that this content analysis report is only a summary of the comments from those who
chose to respond, rather than a statistical analysis of general public opinion. In addition, the
commenting process should not be viewed as a vote-counting process; the emphasis in the NEPA
process is on content of comments rather than the number of times any comment was received.

GUIDE TO THIS REPORT

This report is organized as follows:

PEPC Content Analysis Report. This section consists of the basic report produced from PEPC
that provides information on the quantity of comments received (distributed by code); types of
correspondence received (i.e., letters or web forms); types of organizations that submitted
correspondence (e.g., business or recreational groups); and the states from which
correspondence was submitted.

Qualitative Analysis. This section discusses key comments and concerns to provide additional
information to the reader that may have been missed in the technical reports. By its nature, this
section is qualitative and includes more direct analysis than provided in the PEPC Content
Analysis Report.

Public Comment and Response Summary. This section organizes the substantive comments
received during the scoping process by code and concern statements. Representative quotes from
public comments follow each concern statement. Comment responses and recommendations for
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how the concern will be integrated into the Final EIS follow the representative quotes. Note that
when page numbers are cited in comments or responses, they refer to pages in the Draft EIS.

Appendixes. The following three appendixes are attached to this report:

e Appendix A: Summary of Concern Statements and Public Comments. This appendix
presents detail on the representative quotes (and associated correspondence ID,
comment ID, and commenting organization) for each concern statement.

e Appendix B: Correspondence Submitted Electronically. This appendix presents detail
on all of the correspondence submitted electronically through PEPC.

e Appendix C: Correspondence Submitted in Person or by Physical Mail. This appendix
presents detail on all correspondence submitted in person or by physical mail.



PEPC CONTENT ANALYSIS REPORT

COMMENT DISTRIBUTION BY CODE

Code Description Number of Comments
AD100 Alternatives Development: General 2
AD200 Alternatives Development: Process 1
CC100 Consultation and Coordination 14
GC100 General Comment: Planning Process 11
PD100 Project Description 13
PN100 Purpose and Need 1
RTAB100 Resource Topic: Aquatic Biological Resources 9
RTAQ100 Resource Topic: Air Quality 5
RTCR100 Resource Topic: Cultural and Historic Resources 6
RTGS100 Resource Topic: Geology, Soils, and Seismicity 3
RTHM100 Resource Topic: Hazardous Materials 1
RTHS100 Resource Topic: Public Health and Safety 14
RTLU100 Resource Topic: Land Use 70
RTNV100 Resource Topic: Noise and Vibration 9
RTPS100 Resource Topic: Public Services and Utilities 1
RTRV100 Resource Topic: Recreation 200
RTSO100 Resource Topic: Socioeconomics 68
RTTB100 Resource Topic: Terrestrial Biological Resources 8
RTTC100 Resource Topic: Transportation and Circulation 92
RTVR100 Resource Topic: Visual Resources 4
RTWQ100 Resource Topic: Water Quality and Hydrology 80
SM100 Sustainable and Long-term Management 5
Total 617
Note:

Depending on its nature, multiple codes may be applied to a single comment.

CORRESPONDENCE DISTRIBUTION BY CORRESPONDENCE TYPE

Type Number of Correspondences
Web Form 244

Letter 33

Total 277




PEPC CONTENT ANALYSIS REPORT

CORRESPONDENCE DISTRIBUTION BY STATE

State

Number of
Correspondences

Alaska

1

California

257

Colorado

Indiana

Maryland

Michigan

New York

Oregon

Pennsylvania

Texas

Washington

Unknown

NN N R R R R R R

CORRESPONDENCE DISTRIBUTION BY ORGANIZATION TYPE

Number of
Organization Type Correspondences

Business 5
Federal Government 1
Recreational Groups 30
State Government 1
Town or City Government 2
Tribal Government 1

Unaffiliated Individuals 233
University/Professional Society 4




PEPC Content Analysis Report

AGENCIES AND ORGANIZATIONS THAT SUBMITTED CORRESPONDENCE

Agencies and Organizations

Adventure Cat Sailing Charters
American Institute of Certified Planners
Assembly California Legislature
Assaociation of Bay Area Governments —
San Francisco Bay Trail

Baltimore Area Triathlon Club

City of Sausalito

Dolphin Club

Environmental Protection Agency
Federated Indians of Graton Rancheria
Fisherman’s Wharf Restaurant Association
Fort Mason Center

Frog Mom

Golden Gate Pedicab

The Guardsmen

International Organization of Masters,
Mates & Pilots

J105 Class Fleet |

Keith’s San Francisco Pedicab

Lane Lines to Shore Lines LLC

Law & Mediation Office of Sandra J.
Bushmaker

Major Productions

Marina Community Association

Oakland Triathalon Club

Patterson Dental

Paul Hastings LLC

People for a GGNRA

Port of San Francisco

Santa Cruz Masters Aquatics

San Francisco Marina Harbor Association
San Francisco Recreation and Parks
Department

San Francisco Tour Guide Guild

St. Francis Yacht Club

South End Rowing Club

Swim Across America

Swim Art

SwimTrek

Transportation Solutions Defense and
Education Fund

University of San Francisco
Vancouver Open Water Swim Association
Wahine Outrigger Canoe Club LLC
Walnut Creek Master Swimmers
World Water Swim




QUALITATIVE ANALYSIS

The Park Service received 277 correspondences during the public review and comment period, the
majority of which were submitted by California residents and members of organizations in the San
Francisco Bay Area. Five correspondences were received from federal, state, and local government
offices; five correspondences were received from businesses; and 30 correspondences were received
from organizations.

The topics most frequently mentioned were support for or opposition to the locations of the
embarkation site alternatives; recreation concerns; health and safety concerns; socioeconomic
concerns; and concerns regarding the character and use of Fort Mason, Aquatic Park, and
surrounding areas. Most comments expressed strong opposition to the Pier 3 Alternative at Fort
Mason. Some commenters also expressed opposition to occasional special ferry service to Fort
Mason should the Pier 3172 Alternative or Pier 41 Alternative be selected. Comments regarding
support for the Pier 3172 Alternative and Pier 41 Alternative locations were mainly concerned with
the potential loss of commercial revenue should the embarkation facility move to Fort Mason. There
were also several comments opposing limited ferry service to Fort Baker.

Additional consultation and coordination was requested from various commenters, including the
Federated Indians of Graton Rancheria and South End Rowing Club.

RECREATION

The majority of comments received were concerned with impacts to recreation as a result of Fort
Mason ferry and/or shuttle service; summaries of key concerns include the following:

e Existing Recreational Uses. Many commenters noted that existing recreational uses in
the water (i.e., swimming, rowing, and kayaking) are not limited to Aquatic Park. Various
swim and other water-based recreational organizations that could be affected by ferry
service at Fort Mason may include the Dolphin Club, South End Rowing Club, Water
World Swim, Swim Art, Saint Francis Yacht Club, San Francisco Marina Harbor
Association, and Wahine Outrigger Canoe Club, among others.

e Health and Safety. Concerns were expressed regarding the impact of additional ferries
on swimmers nearby Fort Mason and Aquatic Park, especially in terms of right of way
conflicts, additional exhaust from ferry engines, and increased potential for oil and fuel
spills and other hazardous waste in the water (including potential contaminants from
nearby sediment at Fort Mason). Visual identification of swimmers in the open water can
also be difficult, and several commenters expressed concerns regarding the potential for
dismemberment and/or death. Wake from large vessels was also noted as a challenge for
even the most experienced open water swimmers. As a result, several commenters
expressed the likely need to discontinue various water-based recreation activities should
ferry service occur at Fort Mason.



QUALITATIVE ANALYSIS

TRAFFIC AND CIRCULATION

The second most common concern was in regards to traffic and circulation impacts as a result of
Fort Mason ferry and/or shuttle service, specifically vehicle congestion, limited parking, and lack of
public transit in the area. Many commenters also expressed safety concerns resulting from the
impacts of increased of traffic on bicyclists and pedestrians in the area, including students of nearby
schools. The City of Sausalito expressed traffic safety concerns associated with limited ferry service
at Fort Baker. Further analysis of the F-line streetcar service extension from Fisherman’s Wharf to
the Fort Mason Center was also requested.

LAND USE

The third most common concern focused on potential impacts to the character and general sense of
calm/peacefulness of Fort Mason and Aquatic Park as a result of Fort Mason ferry and/or shuttle
service. Maintaining Fort Mason as a platform for local art and culture is also a key concern. As
stated by the Fort Mason Center (FMC), “while the words cultural, educational, and recreation
center might be used to describe a heavily used tourist site such as any Alcatraz embarkation site, the
way that the Park Service and the FMC have interpreted cultural, educational, and recreation center
up to now is quite different in character from such sites as Pier 31 or Pier 41.” Concerns were also
expressed regarding the potential land use impacts to the surrounding Marina neighborhood of San
Francisco.

SOCIOECONOMICS

Commenters noted that businesses that currently serve the tourist industry at Fisherman’s Wharf
and along the Embarcadero would be greatly affected should the ferry embarkation site be relocated
outside of the Embarcadero or Fisherman’s Wharf. Ferry service at Fort Mason may also negatively
impact and possibly displace existing Fort Mason Center tenants and nearby businesses in the
Marina neighborhood.

OTHER

Other key comments focused on the following:

e Hydrology. Some comments focused on the potential for new ferry wake-generated wave
action that may accelerate the deterioration of the Municipal Pier, San Francisco Marina
dock infrastructure, and the existing seawall located near the East Harbor and Fort
Mason Pier 1.

e Biological Resources. Some comments were submitted regarding impacts to biological
resources (i.e., sea mammals, rare birds, and the Mission Blue Butterfly) and the vitality of
Black Point.

e Geology and Soils. Some comments noted the potential for additional impacts from soil
disturbing activities, as well as swell and erosion at Gashouse Cover and Black Point.

e Aesthetics. Some comments noted the potential for significant impacts to aesthetics as a
result of the shuttle, layout, circulation patterns, and signage, traffic controls, and the like.



Qualitative Analysis

Additional public meetings were also requested, specifically one more meeting in the evening and at
least one more meeting on the weekend. One comment noted that the U.S. Coast Guard should be
included as a cooperating agency. Reexamination of the lease between the Park Service and the Fort
Mason Center is requested by the Fort Mason Center, should the Pier 3 Alternative be selected.
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SUMMARY OF PUBLIC COMMENTS AND

RESPONSES

PUBLIC CONCERNS AND RESPONSES REPORT

PN100 - PURPOSE AND NEED

Concern
Statement 54515:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Modifications should be made to the Fort Mason Lease should ferry service
at Fort Mason be included as part of the chosen alternative.

We believe the Park Service and the Fort Mason Center will want to reconsider some
provisions of the current lease should Pier 3 be the chosen alternative. Introduction
of 7,400 touristic visitors/day will fundamentally change the character of at least a
portion of Lower Fort Mason.

Please review the new preferred alternative section in the Final EIS, which
presents Pier 31% as the preferred alternative. No modifications to the EIS are
required.

PD100 - PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Concern
Statement 54514:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Sausalito is currently in the midst of a resident backlash against the large
influx of tourists on bicycle, and concerns regarding impacts on the town
should be resolved by adding language to the Project description.

Sausalito is currently in the midst of a resident backlash against the large influx of
tourists on bicycles. Sausalito's concerns about the possibility of impacts on the town
should be resolved by adding the following language to the project description: "The
purpose of the ferry landing at Fort Baker is to deliver visitors to events there. No
ground transportation to take ferry passengers beyond Fort Baker is currently being
contemplated. No all-day commuter parking will be provided there. Should NPS
later decide to expand the use of the ferry to serve commuters or propose ground
transportation from Fort Baker, it will conduct environmental review under NEPA."

The suggested text is inconsistent with the purpose of the proposed limited ferry
service at Fort Baker, and the description has been clarified in the Final EIS (refer
to the Fort Baker limited ferry service description in the Final EIS). Because this
limited ferry service is not intended to serve commuters, no new parking would
be provided. Furthermore, as described in the Transportation and Circulation
section of the Environmental Consequences chapter, bicycle and pedestrian
impacts associated with the Fort Baker pier and special event ferry service are
likely to be beneficial due to the improved connection between the pier and the
more active uses at Fort Baker. The number of bicycles and pedestrians on a
typical day is not likely to increase, so the improvements to Fort Baker are likely
to reduce conflicts, if anything. Therefore, no modifications to the EIS are
required.
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SUMMARY OF PUBLIC COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

Concern

Statement 58720:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 58721:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Additional steps should be taken to limit impacts to the Bay Trail should the
Project be implemented at Pier 41, Pier 3, and/or Fort Baker.

If embarkation is moved to Pier 41, queuing should be carefully studied [and the]
National Park Service should work with the City of San Francisco to expedite
construction of the Jefferson Street redesign [...]. If Pier 3 at Fort Mason is selected,
[a 12- to 15-foot clearance should be retained for the Bay Trail at the “Fort Mason
Squeeze” it is important that the National Park Service recognize that the "Fort
Mason Squeeze"]. Alternatively, if the F Line Historic Streetcar Project has still not
advanced, serious consideration should be given to opening the Fort Mason tunnel to
cyclists and pedestrians. In the event that service is expanded to Fort Baker, it is
important the National Park Service complete the unfinished segment of Bay Trail at
Horseshoe Cove.

The conceptual designs for each of the alternatives evaluated in the Draft EIS
were developed to integrate public access with the adjacent Bay Trail. The
transportation analysis presented in the Draft EIS evaluates the potential impacts
for each alternative to affect pedestrian facilities, including those at Fort Mason.
The development at Fort Baker conceptually involves constructing a new
concrete pathway to the fishing pier and ferry embarkation site. The cumulative
impacts of other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions are also
considered as part of each alternative. Therefore, no modifications to the EIS are
required.

Commenters requested that additional text be added to better describe the
urban areas of each alternative location.

All three alternative sites are located in San Francisco, and as such can correctly be
characterized as dense urban locations. However, thinking more deeply about this
density characterization, it does not usefully differentiate among the three sites. [...]
Pier 31 and Pier 41 are located in the active retail-tourist area that may be broadly
described as the greater Fisherman's Wharf area. These sites are characterized by
high tourist visitation rates, high pedestrian and automobile traffic, and intense
recreational and commercial use during the daytime. The Pier 31 area especially is
further characterized by high tourist pedestrian and pedicab traffic during the 80 /-
days when a cruise ship is in port at Pier 27. The Pier 41 area is further enlivened
evenings by the presence of numerous tourist hotels in the area.

Pier 3 is quite isolated from the intense tourist visitation and pedestrian and
automobile traffic experienced in the other two sites, because it is located in national
parklands, and separated from urban uses by both 1500 aerial feet distance and a
large change in elevation. Pier 3 can be either empty or intensely visited depending on
the programming managed by the Fort Mason Center. The visitation of Pier 3 is
normally quite different from the tourist visitation of the other two piers, as most
events held there are not general tourist events but rather specific uses such as
exhibitions or conferences geared to the general public rather than tourists.

While not word for word the same, the descriptions of the primary embarkation
site alternatives are conceptually consistent with the text presented by the
commenter. Therefore, no modifications to the EIS are required.
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Concern
Statement 58722:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 58061.:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 58045:

Representative
Quote:

Summary of Public Comments and Responses

Itis unclear if the Project involves dredging.

It is unclear whether or not the project may involve dredging. The Draft EIS mentions
the Port of San Francisco's ongoing maintenance dredging between Fisherman's
Wharf and Pier 96 (page 240); but, otherwise, does not discuss dredging or dredged
material.

The Project does not include dredging. As stated in the Introduction chapter on
Page 240, the Port of San Francisco conducts regular maintenance dredging of its
piers between Fisherman’s Wharf and Pier 96. The existing maintenance dredging
contract (Contract No. 2776) includes dredging of over 800,000 cubic yards of
sediment from various sites along the San Francisco waterfront between 2016 and
2020. The purpose of this dredging is to maintain the depths required by vessels
that support the Port's maritime business, which would include NPS ferry service
provided under the Pier 31%2 and Pier 41 alternatives.

In regards to Fort Baker, dredging is not anticipated. A structural assessment,
bathymetric surveys, and a wind and wave environment analysis were conducted
at and around Fort Baker. The wind and wave analysis determined that no
significant issues exist, and based on a bathymetric survey performed in January
2012, it appears that the proposed berth could be located in deep enough water to
prevent the need for dredging. However, should dredging be required, permit
applications would be submitted to the appropriate agencies, and sediment
testing and disposal or reuse would be coordinated with the Dredged Material
Management Office and conducted in accordance with the San Francisco Bay
Long Term Management Strategy for Dredging and Dredged Material
Management.

Analysis of the Project’s impacts should span the 50-year lease term because
the lease is listed as a key Project component.

The operation for the length of the lease has been listed as one of the key project
components, therefore it should be considered part of the stable project description.
Analysis timeframes should be the life of the project as described, fifty years. Please
list the impacts for this project over the course of the lease (50 years).

The impact analyses presented in the Environmental Consequences chapter
considers the ferry embarkation site operations for a period of 50 years. Potential
cumulative impacts associated with Project alternatives were analyzed at the end
of each resource topic in the Environmental Consequences chapter. Consistent
with the requirements of NEPA, cumulative impacts were adequately analyzed in
consideration of past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions
identified in Table 34 (page 239). Therefore, modifications to the EIS are not
required.

The EIS does not fully explain growth impacts associated with ferry service
at Fort Mason.

The DEIR states no growth impacts are expected. Taxi traffic, souvenir shops, tourist
facilities, bike rentals, increased visitors to Ft. Mason and Marina Green are all
assumed to not increase. This is deceptive and unrealistic, and frankly insulting to
neighbors.
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SUMMARY OF PUBLIC COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

Response:

Concern

Statement 58052:

Representative
Quote:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 58038:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

The Draft EIS adequately analyzed growth associated with Project
implementation. As described in the Sustainable and Long-term Management
chapter, while the Project would accommodate growth in visitor levels to Alcatraz
Island, the Project itself is not growth-inducing. Projected visitor growth is based
on general increases in City tourism levels and population growth, as well as on-
island improvements. Additionally, as described in the Socioeconomics section of
the Environmental Consequences chapter, it is expected that all jobs required to
implement the Project would be filled from the local labor pool, and changes in
population would not be expected. The Draft EIS determined there would be
some short-term, minor, adverse impacts related to traffic in the area of Fort
Mason. Therefore, modifications to the EIS are not required.

The EIS does not fully explain growth and cumulative impacts associated
with ferry service at Fort Baker.

At the core of the DEISs inadequacy is its surgical-like attempt to carefully
characterize Project components as undefined when they will occur at Fort Baker
and yet, simultaneously evaluate specific aspects of those same so-called undefined
components when it comes to impacts on the San Francisco waterfront.

[...] the DEIS fails to include major developments in and around Marin County in
its cumulative impact analysis. These omissions must be remedied and the analysis
revised to fully address the cumulative impacts of the Project.

As stated in the Draft EIS, it is anticipated that ferry service at Fort Baker would
remain available for special events such as conferences, occasional excursions, or
special occasional service between other parklands and the primary ferry
embarkation site in San Francisco. There would be no ticketing, shuttle, or
parking for ferry service at Fort Baker. Although the list of likely events that
would be supported by Fort Baker limited ferry service is not fully defined (and
therefore a ferry schedule is unknown), after further refinement, it is anticipated
that Fort Baker limited ferry service would result in a maximum of 4 ferry
landings per weekend, or 208 landings per year. This, in turn, is anticipated to
result in a maximum of 40,000 ferry passengers per year arriving at Fort Baker
during weekends (not 100,000). Potential cumulative impacts associated with this
level of service were analyzed at the end of each resource topic in the
Environmental Consequences chapter. Consistent with the requirements of
NEPA, cumulative impacts were analyzed in consideration of past, present, and
reasonably foreseeable future actions identified in Table 34 (page 239). Therefore,
modifications to the EIS are not required.

The Park Service should commit to energy efficiency and pollution
prevention for all aspects of the Project.

We encourage NPS to commit to energy efficiency and pollution prevention,
including reduction of greenhouse gas emissions, in all aspects of the proposed project,
to the extent possible.

The Park Service is committed to energy efficiency and pollution prevention to
the greatest extent feasible. Although the Park Service cannot commit to specific
initiatives at this time, mitigation measures Air-MM-1, Air-MM-2, and Air-MM-3
have been included as part of the Project to reduce NOx emissions and other
criteria pollutants generated from construction.

14



Summary of Public Comments and Responses

AD100 - ALTERNATIVES DEVELOPMENT

Concern
Statement 58026:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Additional alternatives should be considered, such as additional routes
connecting Pier 41 to Pier 3 via a gondola or moving walkway.

Get creative. How about a moving sidewalk all the way from pier 39 to fort mason.
How about an overhead gondola from the ferry building all the way from AT&T
park with stops st [sic] Ferry Building and Pier 39 and Hyde Street cable car turn
around. Fabulous views all around. Charge them a lot. Doesn't matter. People will
loveit.

Neither the moving walkway nor the overhead gondola were suggested as
additional alternatives by the public or agencies during the planning and design
process. As such, these alternatives were not analyzed. The Fort Mason Pier 3-4
Alternative (as described beginning on Page 81) was somewhat similar to this
concept, and included the construction of an overwater walkway connecting
Lower Fort Mason with Pier 4 and Aquatic Park. However, this alternative would
potentially result in adverse environmental effects to the rocky shoreline habitat
at Black Point that could be avoided by the alternatives carried forward for
analysis in the Draft EIS. Furthermore, early scoping with BCDC suggested that
permitting the overwater walkway would likely face substantial hurdles. For these
reasons, the Fort Mason Pier 3-4 Alternative was eliminated from further study.

AD200 - ALTERNATIVES DEVELOPMENT PROCESS

Concern
Statement 58024:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

The EIS should analyze an alternative that does not include Fort Baker
limited ferry service.

Here, the DEISs Alternative analysis fails in its attempt to address NEPA
requirements because it makes no attempt to analyze a Project alternative that does
not include the proposed Fort Baker Ferry Service. Because such an alternative
would eliminate at least some of the environmental impacts of the Project while still
fulfilling NPSs primary Project objective for a landing along the San Francisco
waterfront, the DEISs mandated embrace of the Fort Baker Ferry Service component
for every alternative is improper and deprives the public and decision-makers of vital
information required for an informed analysis.

The No Action Alternative includes an analysis of future conditions without Fort
Baker limited ferry service. As stated on Pages 6 and 7 of the Draft EIS, one of the
needs for the Project is driven by the provision of cross-Bay recreational ferry
service to other GGNRA parklands, such as Fort Baker. Convenient transit
connections to other GGNRA parklands are currently unavailable from the
existing ferry embarkation site. Park Service policy promotes alternative
transportation access that is energy conserving and convenient, and that provides
multiple travel options for visitors. Increasing numbers of park visitors choose to
use public transit, do not have an automobile, and perceive travel by ferry as an
enjoyable experience. The potential to add another (third) berth to the ferry
embarkation site would further enhance this opportunity. Project objectives, as
listed on Page 8 of the Draft EIS, were identified based on this need. Therefore, an
alternative that does not include the provision of cross-Bay recreational ferry
service to other GGNRA parklands such as Fort Baker would not meet the basic
Project needs or objectives.
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CC100 - CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION

Concern

Statement 54468:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 58739:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 58741:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

The Federated Indians of Graton Rancheria requests a meeting to discuss
soil disturbing activities.

FIGR provides comments regarding sacred lands and other cultural sites to protect
and/or avoid our cultural resources that might be adversely impacted by the scope of
work of the project. The Sacred Sites Protection Committee (SSPC) is authorized by
the Tribal Council to work with agencies to develop the specific plans and procedures
to avoid any potential adverse impacts. We request a meeting to discuss soil
disturbing activities. Once we have met and reviewed all information, we will
provide specific comments.

The Park Service recognizes the Federated Indians of Graton Rancheria’s right to
government-to-government consultation. Though the Project is not expected to
include any ground-disturbing activities, NPS representatives would coordinate
with the Federated Indians of Graton Rancheria as the Project design advances to
identify construction activities and understand tribal concerns.

Consultation is requested with mentally- and physically-impaired
communities to ensure design elements are safe and accommodating.

I went to a seminar on people with cognitive differences including autism, stroke,
traumatic brain injury, and so on, that focused on their experiences with design. |
encourage you to seek out input from these communities to make sure their are [sic]
appropriate safe spaces. The same goes for the mobility impaired as well.

The Draft EIS specifies that all design components would be compliant with the
Architectural Barriers Act Accessibility Standard (ABAAS) code. In addition, the
Park Service completed extensive public outreach for the Project. Public and
agency scoping, including a 60-day scoping period, was conducted in the
spring/summer of 2012. The Park Service announced the release of the Draft EIS
on February 20, 2015, through a Notice of Availability posting in the Federal
Register, updates to the Project website, and via an email update to addresses on
the Project's email distribution list. The Park Service also conducted a March 31,
2015, public meeting on the Draft EIS. Further, NPS representatives would
coordinate with key stakeholder groups through the upcoming California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review and future regulatory processes.

Golden Gate Pedicab can provide unique insight on traffic patterns and
utilization of space, and can relay general feedback from tourists.

If NPS wishes to meet with myself and other managers of the local pedicab industry,
let me know and | can help coordinate such a meeting. Collectively, we can provide
unique insight on traffic patterns, utilization of space, and relay general feedback
from tourists.

The Park Service appreciates your interest in the Project. Public scoping was
conducted in 2012 in advance of preparing the Draft EIS. The public will have
additional opportunities for input through the upcoming CEQA review and
future regulatory processes.
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Concern

Statement 58742:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 58744:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 58035:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Summary of Public Comments and Responses

The U.S. Coast Guard (USCG) should participate as a cooperating agency
with special expertise on the potential impacts to the vessel traffic
management scheme set forth in the RNA for ensuring the safe and efficient
transit of vessels on the Bay.

The NPS would also need to request that the USCG participate as a cooperating
agency with special expertise on the potential impacts to the vessel traffic
management scheme set forth in the RNA for ensuring the safe and efficient transit of
vessels on the Bay.

The Park Service and its concessioner would ensure that a vessel traffic
management scheme is in place for the new service, once a concession contract is
in place for the long-term site. The Park Service and its concessionaire currently
operates a high volume of service from Pier 31}, and would continue to do so in
the safest and most efficient possible manner from the selected site.

Additional consultation is requested with residents, visitors, and recreational
users at and nearby Fort Mason.

The NPS should obtain data from the numerous current user groups that swim and
boat in the vicinity of Fort Mason.

The Park Service appreciates your interest in the Project. Public scoping was
conducted in 2012 in advance of preparing the Draft EIS. The public will have
additional opportunities for input through the upcoming CEQA review and
future regulatory processes.

The Park Service should schedule additional public meetings at times when
working people can reasonably expect to attend.

The paucity of public hearings makes it clear that the NPS intends to disregard the
interest of San Francisco residents. The NPS should schedule several more public
meetings, and they need to be scheduled at times when working people can
reasonably expect to attend. This means at least one more public meeting in the
evening, and at least one more public meeting on the weekend.

The Park Service announced the release of the Draft EIS on February 20, 2015,
through a Notice of Availability posting in the Federal Register, updates to the
Project website, and via an email update to addresses on the Project's email
distribution list. All announcements included information on the March 31 public
meeting, over 30 days in advance. In addition to the public meeting, a tour of
Piers 3,31.5, and 41 was held on April 2. The primary purpose of the meeting was
to solicit public comments on the Project; however, comments were also accepted
via mail and online through the Project's PEPC website. All substantive comments
received throughout the review period were treated equally; therefore,
attendance at the meeting did not play a critical role in the public's ability to
submit comments on the Draft EIS. Additionally, public and agency scoping
occurred in the spring/summer of 2012 and was used to highlight key issues and
concerns; eliminate alternatives from further consideration, if necessary; and
identify any additional feasible alternatives. To ensure that stakeholders had
sufficient time to provide comments, the Park Service elected to conduct a 60-day
public scoping period for the Project from June 1 to July 31, 2012. The Park
Service distributed a Project newsletter announcing the scoping period and public
meeting dates and location through postal and electronic mail to existing
GGNRA mailing lists. Scoping meetings were held on June 26 and 28, 2012, at
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Fort Mason Building 201 in San Francisco and the City Hall in Sausalito,
respectively.

GC100 - GENERAL COMMENT

Concern

Statement 58027:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 58748:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 58749:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

The Project should include plans for expanding the waterfront for open
water swimming.

I propose this project should also include plans for expanding and growing "more"
waterfront for open water swimming.

Although this comment did not warrant any modifications to the Draft EIS, the
Park Service acknowledges the stated benefits of and recommendations for open
water swimming, and considered this information in the decision-making
process.

There are numerous vacant or underutilized structures along the northern
waterfront, particularly around Pier 31, that could serve as a gateway to the
GGNRA. Additionally, the Port has developed a conceptual site plan for
Pier 31 that meets Project objectives.

The Alcatraz Ferry embarkation site and associated facilities should serve as a
gateway to the GGNRA, reflecting the Park Services identity and providing a quality
experience for visitors. [Also, there] are numerous vacant or underutilized structures
along the northern waterfront, particularly around Pier 31 that could be a part of the
designated Alcatraz Ferry embarkation site that again could be taken care of in the
lease negotiations.

Although this comment did not warrant any modifications to the Draft EIS, the
Park Service acknowledges the stated benefits of and recommendations for
utilizing structures along the northern waterfront, and considered this
information in the decision-making process.

It is unclear how the Park Service proposes to integrate an additional
1.5 million visitors at Pier 41.

Itis also unclear how the NPS proposes to integrate an additional 1.5 million visitors
into this site given the limited access of Pier 41 and the over 13 million visitors to
Fisherman's Wharf annually.

The Alternatives section of the Draft EIS presents a description of the site design
and visitor flow. The Park Service conducted visitor surveys in support of the
transportation analysis presented in the Draft EIS. The impact determinations for
relocating the primary ferry embarkation operations to Pier 41 (a past Alcatraz
ferry embarkation site) incorporate this information; therefore, no modification
to the EIS is required.

SM100 - SUSTAINABLE AND LONG-TERM MANAGEMENT

Concern

Statement 54472:

The availability of funds allotted to the Project is unknown, and more funds
for construction of a new embarkation site may be available at a non-NPS
site.
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Summary of Public Comments and Responses

Representative Because is possible that public, Federal Funds, and historic credits could be leveraged

Quote: by the Park Service as well as the Port of San Francisco, to both improve and
maintain historic Pier 31 1/2, financial stability and sustainability appears to be
more promising at Pier 31 1/2 than at Fort Mason Center where the Park Service
might be sole fund raiser for improvements and accommodations, and dependent on
the largesse of an increasingly budget-cutting Congress.

Response: The Draft EIS did not identify the source of federal or non-federal funds for any
of the construction or operational elements associated with the alternatives under
evaluation. The Park Service considered the costs of constructing and operating
the alternatives under evaluation as part of its Value Analysis process completed
in the summer/fall of 2012.

Concern Although more costly, Pier 3 is a long-term and sustainable alternative.
Statement 54580:

Representative The selection of Pier 3 makes the most sense considering that NPS already owns the
Quote: historic pier and can build upon it without concern of third party woes. It does seem

that renovations to Pier 3 may appear costly, however, if the goal is to have a long-
term embarkation site, these costs can be seen as a solid investment while
environmental, socioeconomic, aesthetic, and other concerns should be viewed as
essential short-term costs to ensure the success of the project.

Response: Although this comment did not warrant any modifications to the Draft EIS, the
Park Service considered this information in the decision-making process.

RTAB100 - RESOURCE TOPIC: AQUATIC BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Concern Ferry service at Fort Mason would destroy aquatic biological resources at
Statement 54486: Black Point.

Representative Moving the Ferry service to Fort Mason would destroy Black Point and have a
Quote: negative impact on this small wild space and its visitors, who access it and appreciate

it without the use of motorized boats or vehicles. This is directly contrary to the
Mission of the GGNRA, which I quote here to end my comments.

Response: Please review the new preferred alternative section in the Final EIS, which
presents Pier 31% as the preferred alternative. As described on page 372 of the
Draft EIS, Black Point is located to the east outside of the study area, and was
determined to be outside the scope of potential impacts to wildlife that inhabits or
uses Black Point. Given the distance between Black Point and the anticipated
ferry routes, it is unlikely that Black Point would be affected by vessel wake. In
addition, none of the Project alternatives are anticipated to result in significant
water quality impacts. As described in the Water Quality section of the
Environmental Consequences chapter of the Draft EIS, ferry operations would
proceed in adherence with a site-specific SPCC or equivalent plan(s) that would
address protecting water quality through implementation of BMPs, hazardous
materials storage and handling protocols, and spill prevention and cleanup
procedures. Ferry operations would also occur in compliance with applicable
federal, state, and local regulations, including fueling regulations administered by
USCG, open-water waste management and disposal regulations, and ballast water
regulations.
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Concern
Statement 54487:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Further analysis is needed to evaluate impacts to federal- and state-
endangered wildlife species resulting from ferry service at Fort Baker.

The DEIS section on aquatic and terrestrial biological resources fails because of the
DEISs insistence that the Fort Baker Ferry Service will be intermittent and low level
relative to existing vessel activity in the Bay. Federal and State endangered wildlife
species, which include the Mission Blue Butterfly and host species lupine, among other
species and their habitat, are known to inhabit coastal scrub areas at Fort Baker.

As described in the Draft EIS, Fort Baker limited ferry service operations are
unlikely to adversely affect aquatic and terrestrial wildlife in the study area. While
ferry operations do not currently occur at Fort Baker, the limited ferry service
would have minimal effects on upland habitats and associated terrestrial species
compared to existing upland Fort Baker operations. The study area does not
contain lupine habitat that would support the Mission Blue Butterfly, and impacts
to this species are therefore not anticipated due to construction or operations. As
described in the EIS, the proposed use of the existing Fort Baker Pier is not
anticipated to adversely affect aquatic species due to ferry operations. Aquatic
habitat impacts due to construction would be limited to a very small increase in
fill related to installing the new landing float directly adjacent to the existing pier.
Construction would proceed according to environmental windows and
regulatory requirements. The Park Service has consulted with the National
Marine Fisheries Service and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service regarding the
preferred alternative.

RTAQ100 - RESOURCE TOPIC: AIR QUALITY

Concern
Statement 54471:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern
Statement 58755:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern
Statement 58756:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Proposed shuttles to and from Fort Mason would contribute to gas
consumption and air quality impacts.

The proposed buses would also add to the gas consumption and air pollution that our
electric railcars don't contribute to.

As discussed in the Air Quality section of the Environmental Consequences
chapter of the Draft EIS, vehicle emissions were assessed for each alternative.

Was the distance between Alcatraz Island and each alternative location
calculated?

Was the physical route calculated into the current analysis? While it may seem small
on its face, crunching some initial numbers we see Pier 41 as closest in terms of a ferry
route (1.23mi) as opposed to Ft. Mason (1.37mi) or Pier 31.5 (1.63mi).

Distance was considered in the air quality analysis for each alternative.

Clarification is needed regarding how decision-making will comply with the
March 2015 Executive Order for a 40% reduction in greenhouse gas
emissions.

The federal government just issued an Executive Order in March 2015 requiring
reductions in Greenhouse Gas Emissions by 40% or the next 10 years. We'd like to see
concrete evidence of how this decision is being made using that criteria, such as the
distance we have previously mentioned.

The Air Quality section of the Environmental Consequences chapter discusses
the various regulatory requirements related to GHG emissions. The identified
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Concern

Statement 54500:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 54564:

Representative
Quote:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 58759:

Representative
Quote:

Summary of Public Comments and Responses

Executive Order pertains to supply chain reductions and therefore would not
apply to choosing an embarkation location. However, GHG emissions were
assessed for all alternatives under evaluation and compared to applicable CEQ
Guidance. Results of this analysis were considered in selecting the preferred
alternative.

The EIS should include an updated discussion of CEQ's climate change
guidance, as well as an estimate of potential greenhouse gas emissions from
construction activities.

We recommend that the Final EIS include an updated discussion of CEQ's climate
change guidance. We also recommend that the Final EIS estimate the potential
greenhouse gas emissions from construction activities under the action alternatives. If
quantification is not easily accomplished, a qualitative discussion of these emissions is
recommended.

The Final EIS includes an update on the 2010 CEQ Guidance to reflect the 2014
changes. However, as noted by the USEPA, the GHG analysis in the Draft EIS
accurately used the 25,000 metric tons per year (mty) threshold. With regards to
the construction-related GHG emissions, the Final EIS includes the requested
information.

Specific corrections should be made to the air quality calculations to correct
the National Ambient Air Quality Standard for PM2.5.

The annual National Ambient Air Quality Standard for PM2.5 (particulate matter
less than or equal to 2.5 micrometers in diameter) is 12 g/m3 rather than 15 g/m3.

» The official attainment status for PM2.5 for the San Francisco Bay Area remains
nonattainment until the State submits, and EPA approves, a redesignation request
and maintenance plan. The applicable PM2.5 de minimis threshold, therefore, is 100
tons per year (tpy).

» The San Francisco Bay Area is also a maintenance area for carbon monoxide
(CO); therefore, the applicable CO de minimis threshold is 100 tpy.

» The applicable de minimis threshold for both oxides of nitrogen (NOx) and volatile
organic compounds (VOC) in the San Francisco Bay Area marginal nonattainment
areais 100 tpy

The Final EIS was revised to include updated information, including de minimis
assessments for PM 2.5 and CO. Emissions would be below applicable de minimis
standards.

Regarding limited ferry service at Fort Baker, the analysis should identify
sensitive receptors within and in the vicinity of Horseshoe Bay, and discuss
potential emissions of odors and/or hazardous air pollutants generated by
stationary and area sources in the area.

The DEIS should have included an assessment of ambient air quality conditions as
well as short-term (i.e., construction) air quality impacts and long-term (i.e.,
operational) regional air pollutant emissions from the ferry operation at Fort Baker
that appears poised to include 100,000 annual visitors. The analysis should have
identified sensitive receptors within and in the vicinity of Horseshoe Bay, discuss
potential emissions of odors and/or hazardous air pollutants generated by stationary
and area sources in the area. Instead, the DEIS simply skipped Fort Baker.
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Response:

The air quality analysis considered sensitive receptors and fully analyzed
construction and operations at all sites, including Fort Baker. The Draft EIS's air
quality analysis modeled the potential impacts of each alternative separately in
addition to a combination of the potential impacts of the primary ferry
embarkation site with those resulting from the special ferry service at Fort Mason
and limited ferry service at Fort Baker (this overlapping approach ensured that
the EIS presented the most conservative conclusion possible). The analysis
looked at the ambient emissions and mapped sensitive receptors at each site. As
presented in Table 19 in the Final EIS, the closest sensitive receptors to Fort
Baker would be 450 meters to the north-northwest, which is further than the
152 meters safe siting distance identified in the thresholds. Therefore, the
requested analysis was included in the Draft EIS.

RTCR100 - RESOURCE TOPIC: CULTURAL RESOURCES

Concern

Statement 54494:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 58762:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 58763:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 54496:

Avoid using shuttles to transport visitors to and from Fort Mason.
Don't deprive them of experiencing part of SF's past by throwing them onto buses.

Impacts to cultural resources, including the ability of properties to convey their
historic significance to observers, were appropriately evaluated in the Draft EIS.
Therefore, no modifications to the EIS are required.

Ferry service at Fort Mason would destroy a WWII historical site.

I believe the most rational solution would be to utilize Pier 31 option, the absolutely
worst option would be Fort Mason - you would destroy a vintage WWII historical
site.

Potential impacts to cultural resources at Fort Mason were appropriately
evaluated in the Draft EIS. Therefore, no modifications to the EIS are required.

The northern San Francisco waterfront is viewed by the local, national, and
international communities as historic and culturally important training
waters that are vital to the sports of rowing and open water swimming.

The DEIS fails to adequately identify cultural resources affected by the Pier 3
Alternative and, as a result, fails to properly inform the public of the impacts of the
proposed alternative. The northern San Francisco waterfront is viewed by the local,
national, and international communities as historic and culturally important
training waters that are vital to the sports of rowing and open water swimming.

Waters used for historic swimming and rowing events do not meet the threshold
criteria to be considered cultural resources under relevant current state and
federal laws. Potential impacts to cultural resources at Fort Mason were
appropriately evaluated in the Draft EIS. Therefore, no modifications to the EIS
are required.

Fort Mason could provide a historical connection for the visitor.
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Summary of Public Comments and Responses

Representative Itis historic in nature, being the Fort Mason pier constructed in the early 1900s,
Quote: which provides additional historic value for this attraction.
Response: Please review the new preferred alternative section in the Final EIS, which

presents Pier 31 as the preferred alternative. If the Park Service elects to move
forward with future development at Fort Mason, the promising potential of
providing ferry service that connects Fort Mason to other locations along the San
Francisco waterfront and other parkland destinations would be reexamined at
that time.

RTGS100 - RESOURCE TOPIC: GEOLOGY, SOILS, AND SEISMICITY

Concern Ferry service at Fort Mason could increase erosion and the potential for

Statement 54469: rockslides at Black Point and Gashouse Cove.

Representative The DEIR not address increased swell and erosion to Black Point and Gashouse

Quote: Cove. It does not address increased erosion to base of pre-existing rockslides along the
path at Black Point.

Response: Please review the new preferred alternative section in the Final EIS, which

presents Pier 3172 as the preferred alternative. As described on page 372 of the
Draft EIS, Black Point is located directly to the east (and outside) of the Fort
Mason portion of the study area. The Project would not disturb geology or soils at
Black Point, or create other potential sources of erosion in this area. Given the
distance between Black Point and the anticipated ferry routes, it is unlikely that
Black Point would be affected by vessel wake. Therefore, no modifications to the
EIS are required.

Concern The EIS should include a discussion of potential topographic alteration, land

Statement 54570: capability and coverage, dredging, soil stability, geologic/geomorphologic
hazards, and erosion resulting from Fort Baker limited ferry service, as well
as adequate mitigation measures.

Representative The proposed Fort Baker Ferry Service component includes landside improvements

Quote: that currently include a pedestrian walkway but could ultimately include parking
and transit connections to accommodate the conservative estimate of 14 ferry
landings per day. The EIS should include a discussion of topographic alteration, land
capability and coverage, dredging, soil stability, geologic/geomorphologic hazards
and erosion potential and propose adequate mitigation measures (both temporary
and permanent) for the eventual landside development components necessary to
accommodate peak passenger dissmbarkments of as many as 1,000 passengers on
peak days.

Response: The proposed improvements at Fort Baker would result in very little
topographical alteration. These improvements are consistent with existing uses in
the area. No new parking or shuttle would be provided at Fort Baker. The design
and construction of site improvements would proceed in adherence with
applicable laws and policies related to seismic safety requirements, which would
ensure that design and construction methods are applied as needed to account for
any land constraints. The Project does not involve dredging, and any future
dredging would occur through separate environmental review and permitting, as
required. The Draft EIS conservatively forecast potential impacts; the criteria of
14 landings per day inferred by the commenter significantly over-estimates
anticipated visitation (see description of the Fort Baker limited ferry service in the
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Final EIS). At this time, it is anticipated that ferry service at Fort Baker would
remain available for special events and occasional service. Although the list of
likely events that would be supported by Fort Baker limited ferry service is not
fully defined (and therefore a ferry schedule is unknown), after further
refinement, it is anticipated that Fort Baker limited ferry service would resultin a
maximum of 4 ferry landings per weekend, or 208 landings per year. This in turn
is anticipated to result in a maximum of 40,000 ferry passengers per year arriving
at Fort Baker during weekends. Therefore, no modifications to the EIS are
required and the significance determinations remain the same.

RTHS100 - RESOURCE TOPIC: PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY

Concern

Statement 54492:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 54493:

Representative
Quote:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 58069:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Ferry service and associated shuttle service to Fort Mason could increase
garbage, unwanted debris, and necessary maintenance in the area.

Also, increased tourist traffic would bring in more litter and refuse to our beautiful
Fort Mason park, which is already strained because of locals.

Please review the new preferred alternative section in the Final EIS, which
presents Pier 317 as the preferred alternative. As described in the Draft EIS, trash
management at the embarkation site would continue to proceed in compliance
with all applicable federal, state, and local regulations for waste management and
disposal.

Ferry service and associated shuttle service to Fort Mason could increase
crime and the need for emergency response in the area.

We have seen a rise in crime in this area and this move would just make matters
worse.

Recreational kayakers, paddlers, and SUPers (stand up paddle boarders) also enjoy
the calm waters of Aquatic Park. We leave our belongings on the bleachers while we
enjoy the bay. Turning Aquatic Park into a cable car route threatens the safety of our
belongings while we venture into a safe and sheltered area of the bay to enjoy
recreational sports.

Please review the new preferred alternative section in the Final EIS, which
presents Pier 3172 as the preferred alternative. Potential impacts from the Pier 3
Alternative on police services are described on page 424 of the Draft EIS. As
described, the site would continue to be served by the San Francisco Fire
Department, San Francisco Police Department, and USCG. Implementation of
the Pier 3 Alternative would not result in long-term operational conditions that
exceed the overall capacity of these services. In addition, U.S. Park Police officers
would be available to assist with law enforcement at Pier 3 as needed.

The Pier 41 Alternative would have an adverse impact on its existing use as
an emergency ferry landing.

The Pier 41 site serves as an emergency ferry landing containing a 10,000 gallon fuel
tank which is invaluable in the case of a disaster. NPS selection of the Pier 41
Alternative would displace this important Port maritime tenant and have an adverse
impact on WETA's operations.

Please review the new preferred alternative section in the Final EIS, which
presents Pier 31% as the preferred alternative. If the Park Service elects to move
forward with future development at Pier 41, the Park Service would work with
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WETA and the Port of San Francisco to ensure that an emergency ferry landing is
still available in the greater area. Therefore, no modifications to the EIS are
required.

RTHM100 - RESOURCE TOPIC: HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Concern
Statement 58028:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Risk, safety, and emergency response related to hazardous materials and
ferry operations at Fort Baker should be further analyzed.

The proposed project would involve the transportation of hazardous materials (e.g.,
fuel, paint) to the project site during construction and operation. The potential for
these materials to be released into the environment at Horseshoe Bay should have
been evaluated in the DEIS. The potential for site contamination should have been
documented in the DEIS, and areas of potential soil or water contamination in the
bay should have been described. In addition, the DEIS should have analyzed the
potential effects on emergency response plans and fire hazard risks. The DEIS should
have included a discussion of safety of passengers, crew, and other users of Horseshoe
Bay resulting from the operation of a ferry service at Fort Baker along with proposed
mitigation measures.

Potential operational impacts from transportation or use of hazardous materials
at Fort Baker are adequately addressed in the Draft EIS. Implementing ferry
service to Fort Baker would expand existing operations and would require use of
potentially hazardous materials associated with ferry operation and maintenance.
Operations would occur in adherence with site-specific SWPPP, SPCC, and water
quality and hazardous materials regulations, as applicable. It is expected that
some removal and management of hazardous materials may be required.
Construction would proceed in adherence with all applicable federal, state, and
local regulations addressing these potential hazards, and appropriate tests and
studies would be conducted to identify hazardous materials during construction.
Moreover, improvements to existing facilities may potentially remove or
otherwise address hazardous materials contained in building materials on site,
offering a long-term benefit to public health and safety. Recreational uses
currently associated with the Fort Baker Pier, such as fishing, would be restricted
to areas not affected by ferry and embarkation operations to ensure that safety
impacts to existing users are avoided. Therefore, no modifications to the EIS are
required and the significance determinations remain the same.

RTLU100 - LAND USE

Concern
Statement 54473:

Representative
Quote:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Ferry service and associated shuttle service to Fort Mason could alter the
existing character and/or use of Fort Mason and Aquatic Park.

To turn Fort Mason Center, a non-profit center for the arts, into an tourist
Embarkation Center would overwhelm the quieter nature of the Center and disrupt
established and preferred activities that the small Center serves and would be
contrary to its mission.

Negative impact on Aquatic Park: This area is heavily used by cyclists, runners,
pedestrians, water users and others because it is a park-like environment protected
from vehicular traffic. Re-introducing rail traffic through this area constitutes
urbanization of park land, to the detriment of current use patterns.

Please review the new preferred alternative section in the Final EIS, which
presents Pier 31% as the preferred alternative. The Draft EIS adequately analyzed
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Concern

Statement 58773:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 54474:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 54571

Representative
Quote:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

potential land use impacts. As noted by commenters, the Draft EIS found that
portions of the Pier 3 design program have the potential to conflict with the Fort
Mason Center's long-term public realm strategy, which intends to make the
campus more pedestrian-oriented. However, as discussed in the Draft EIS, it is
unlikely that incompatible businesses would relocate to Lower Fort Mason
because the events and resident programs at the site are controlled by the Park
Service and the Fort Mason Center, which is focused on preserving and fostering
arts and cultural opportunities. While it is likely that some small-scale businesses
intended to complement the tours being offered from Fort Mason would
develop, such as food and sundries, it is unlikely that Fort Mason would convert
from an arts and cultural-focused center to tourism-catering businesses on a large
scale as a result of the Project. Therefore, no modifications to the EIS are required
and the significance determinations remain the same.

Should ferry service occur at Fort Mason, the Fort Mason Lease should be
modified to better reflect the property as a tourist destination.

While the words cultural, educational, and recreation center might be used to
describe a heavily used tourist site such as any Alcatraz embarkation site, the way
that the National Park Service and the Fort Mason Center have interpreted cultural,
educational, and recreation center up to now is quite different in character from such
sites as Pier 31 or Pier 41. This is not to say that Lower Fort Mason, or Pier 3 and its
surrounding areas, could not be used as a tourist site, but that the National Park
Service and the Fort Mason Center would need to jointly reexamine how Fort Mason
Center is used, the kinds of institutions and activities it houses, the types of patrons it
serves, and the ways in which it creates and preserves the center.

Please see the response to Concern Statement No. 54473 above.

Ferry service and associated shuttle service to Fort Mason could alter the
existing character and/or use of nearby residential areas.

New parking structures and new public transportation would need to be introduced
causing a further transformation of an established neighborhood into a tourist zone.

Please see the response to Concern Statement No. 54473 above.

Ferry service at Fort Baker would eliminate the current fishing use and
change the nature of the site to a congested tourist destination.

A massive ferry project inviting throngs of visitors is bad for the successful pastoral
site Fort Baker has become.

The Fort Baker Ferry Landing Project component would, we acknowledge, provide a
new tourist amenity at Fort Baker. However, once fully implemented [...] it will
inevitably push aside the fishing use on the pier that is a notable feature of the current
Fort Baker Plan.

The Draft EIS appropriately characterized the potential land use impacts of
limited ferry service at Fort Baker. The Draft EIS conservatively forecasted
potential impacts; the criteria of 14 landings per day inferred by the commenter
significantly over-estimates anticipated visitation (please refer to the Fort Baker
limited ferry service description in the Final EIS). After further refinement, it is
anticipated that Fort Baker limited ferry service would result in a maximum of 4
ferry landings per weekend, or 208 landings per year. This in turn is anticipated to
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result in a maximum of 40,000 ferry passengers per year arriving at Fort Baker
during weekends. It is further anticipated that the pier would remain open for
fishing, except as required during ferry operations. Therefore, no modifications
to the EIS are required and the significance determinations remain the same.

RTNV100 - NOISE AND VIBRATION

Concern
Statement 54480:

Representative
Quote:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Ferry service and associated shuttle service to Fort Mason could increase
noise in the area.

The move to Pier 3 will create more noise, pollution, congestion, decrease the value of
our property.

The increase in Bay traffic near Aquatic Park and Ft. Mason will degrade the quality
of the view, the natural resources of these areas, and bring noise, pollution, and
congestion to both on the water and on land.

Please review the new preferred alternative section in the Final EIS, which
presents Pier 31% as the preferred alternative. The Draft EIS correctly evaluated
potential noise and vibration impacts for each alternative. Therefore, no
modifications to the EIS are required and the significance determinations remain
the same.

RTPS100 - PUBLIC SERVICES AND UTILITIES

Concern
Statement 58029:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Public services and utilities relating to ferry service at Fort Baker should be
further analyzed.

The public services and utilities section of the DEIS should have evaluated the
potential effects of the Fort Baker Ferry Service component on power, solid waste
collection and disposal, police services, emergency response (including U.S. Coast
Guard) and fire protection services, water treatment and distribution, and
wastewater collection using the proper baseline of 14 ferry landings per day and
100,000 additional visitors via the ferry service.

Potential effects of the proposed Fort Baker activities related to power, solid
waste collection and disposal, water treatment and distribution, wastewater,
police services, and emergency response services are adequately addressed in the
Draft EIS. Any increased demand on utilities and public services associated with
this Project component is expected to be minimal and served by existing services.
The Draft EIS conservatively forecast potential impacts; the criteria of 14 landings
per day inferred by the commenter significantly over-estimates anticipated
visitation (refer to the Fort Baker limited ferry service description in the Final
EIS). Although the list of likely events that would be supported by Fort Baker
limited ferry service is not fully defined (and therefore a ferry schedule is
unknown), after further refinement, it is anticipated that Fort Baker limited ferry
service would result in a maximum of 4 ferry landings per weekend, or 208
landings per year. This in turn is anticipated to result in a maximum of 40,000
ferry passengers per year arriving at Fort Baker during weekends. Therefore, no
modifications to the EIS are required and the significance determinations remain
the same.
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RTRV100 - RECREATION

Concern

Statement 54516:

Representative
Quote:

Representative
Quote:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 54517:

Representative
Quote:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 54523:

Representative
Quote:

Ferry service at Fort Mason could disrupt established water-based
recreational organizations, communities, and events, as well as existing
land-based communities in the surrounding area.

The proposed National Park Service program to move the anchorage for the Bay
cruses ferry boats from its current location to Fort Mason would be hideously
disruptive to the Aquatic Park environment, both long time residents as well as
forcing a life style change for many city residents who daily use boating and aquatic
areas.

The Dolphin and South End Rowing Clubs are two of the few organizations in the
entire Bay Area dedicated to swimming and rowing. Many swimmers and rowers go
to or past Fort Mason daily which would not be possible if the Alcatraz Ferry
Terminal was relocated there.

Also, installing a train to run along the edge of Aquatic park, will overrun the area,
ruin the aesthetics of this beautiful area, and make swimming more difficult and less
desirable.

Please review the new preferred alternative section in the Final EIS, which
presents Pier 31 as the preferred alternative. Potential effects of the Pier 3
Alternative on swimmers are discussed on page 410 of the Draft EIS. As
described, ferries would not enter the Aquatic Park area commonly frequented by
rowers and swimmers, and the existing Aquatic Park Pier jetty and adjacent
breakwaters would mitigate ferry wake-generated wave action. As described in
the Draft EIS, ferry operations would proceed in adherence with a site-specific
SPCC or equivalent plan(s) that would address protecting water quality through
implementation of BMPs, hazardous materials storage and handling protocols,
and spill prevention and cleanup procedures. Ferry operations would also occur
in compliance with applicable federal, state, and local regulations, including
fueling regulations administered by USCG, open-water waste management and
disposal regulations, and ballast water regulations. Extension of the F-Line is a
separate project from this Project.

Ferry service at Fort Mason could endanger water-based recreational users.

Today, swimmers can enjoy one of San Francisco's treasures and train freely, but if
the ferry service location moves, the Bay will no longer be safe for recreational use.
Ferries crossing the channel would cripple our ability to use the area of the Bay that,
for hundreds of years has been used by the South End Rowing Club, the Dolphin Club,
local San Franciscans and international enthusiasts. The change would not only
impact swimmers, but it would also affect all of the paddleboarders, rowers and
kayakers who are constantly in and out of the Bay.

Heavy vessel traffic to and from Fort Mason will greatly increase the risk of death or
dismemberment to current water users, especially swimmers.

Please see the response to Concern Statement No. 54516 above.

Ferry service and associated shuttle service to Fort Mason could resultin a
poor visitor experience.

The historic Port of San Francisco, already home to the Cruise Ship Terminal, is the
natural location for an additional water transport service. The Embarcadero
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Quote:
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Concern

Statement 54524:

Representative
Quote:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 54530:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 54577:

Representative
Quote:

Summary of Public Comments and Responses

currently serves millions of visitors on foot in a wide variety of ways and services,
and presents a higher visibility location for the Park Service in presenting the public
with the opportunity to visit Alcatraz, and beyond, than does Fort Mason Center.

Adding a shuttle bus or forcing them to take the MUNI railcar would increase the cost
of their trips is a bad way to nickel-and-dime tourists who aren't used to the high SF
prices for everything even more not to mention the increased time they would have to
use to get between the wharf area and Fort Mason.

Please review the new preferred alternative section in the Final EIS, which
presents Pier 317 as the preferred alternative. Potential effects of the Pier 3
Alternative on recreation are discussed on pages 415 and 416 of the EIS.
Consistent with this comment, impacts on recreation from increased visitor travel
time to the Pier 3 site from primary parking locations at Fisherman’s Wharf were
determined to be long-term, minor, and adverse.

Ferry service and associated shuttle service to Fort Mason could endanger
land-based recreational users such as pedestrian and cyclists.

I think a plan to push more traffic through the park would endanger the many
pedestrians that walk, bike and jog through the park.

The proposed idea to just add in tour buses to shuttle Alcatraz tourists into the area
would disrupt this flow and like the ferries in the water, introduce large vehicles that
endager [sic] the lives of the numerous pedestrians and cyclists in the area. People
come from all over the world to enjoy cycling and walking in peace.

Please review the new preferred alternative section in the Final EIS, which
presents Pier 317 as the preferred alternative. Potential effects of the Pier 3
Alternative on transportation, including pedestrian and bicycle facilities, are
discussed on pages 287 and 293 of the EIS. Consistent with this comment, impacts
on bicycle facilities were determined to be long-term, moderate, and adverse and
impacts on pedestrian facilities were determined to be long-term, minor, and
adverse.

The existing ferry embarkation location provides convenient access and
positive visitor experience.

The current layout of having them all right next to each other provides them
convenience as they can walk between all 3 of them. They get to spend more time
enjoying the tourist hot spots, especially before or after their Alcatraz tour.

Comments pertaining to this concern statement indicate a preference for
maintaining the Alcatraz embarkation site at the existing location or at Pier 41 in
Fisherman's Wharf. These comments were suggestions only and/or comments on
the benefits of embarkation at Pier 31 and/or Pier 41 already considered in the
Draft EIS. Therefore, no modifications to the EIS are required.

Limited ferry service at Fort Baker would decrease the availability of the Fort
Baker pier for fishing uses.

The Fort Baker Ferry Landing Project component would, we acknowledge, provide a
new tourist amenity at Fort Baker. However, once fully implemented with up to 14
ferry landings during peak days and 100,000 new visitors annually, it will inevitably
push aside the fishing use on the pier that is a notable feature of the current Fort
Baker Plan. This loss should be disclosed and its impacts evaluated.
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Response:

Please see the response to Concern Statement No. 54571 above. The Draft EIS
adequately addressed potential impacts on recreation at Fort Baker. Only a
portion of the pier would be used for ferry service, leaving the majority for other
uses. Additionally, the pier could still be available for fishing or other uses during
times when ferry operations are not occurring. The Draft EIS conservatively
forecasted potential impacts; the criteria of 14 landings per day inferred by the
commenter significantly over-estimates anticipated visitation and associated
recreational impacts (please refer to the Fort Baker limited ferry service
description in the Final EIS). Although the list of likely events that would be
supported by Fort Baker limited ferry service is not fully defined (and therefore a
ferry schedule is unknown), after further refinement, it is anticipated that Fort
Baker limited ferry service would result in a maximum of 4 ferry landings per
weekend, or 208 landings per year. This in turn is anticipated to resultin a
maximum of 40,000 ferry passengers per year arriving at Fort Baker during
weekends. Therefore, no modifications to the EIS are required and the
significance determinations remain the same.

RTSO100 - SOCIOECONOMICS

Concern

Statement 54475:

Representative
Quote:

Representative

Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 54476:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Ferry service and associated shuttle service to Fort Mason could dislocate or
diminish access to existing tenants, events, and activities.

Operation: long-term, moderate adverse impacts on parking for Fort Mason tenants,
and long-term moderate adverse impacts from the loss of Pier 3 event space to the
Fort Mason Center and users.

We cannot envision or afford any other space in San Francisco; the other sites along
the Embarcadero are either too big, or too expensive. Moscone Center or any hotels
downtown are too expensive. The Concourse near the design center is closed - our
options to keep the arts alive in SF are dwindling.

Socioeconomic impacts associated with the Pier 3 Alternative were adequately
addressed in the Draft EIS. As described in the Socioeconomics section of the
Environmental Consequences section, it is unlikely that incompatible businesses
would relocate to Lower Fort Mason because the events and residents at the site
are controlled by the Park Service and the Fort Mason Center, which is focused
on preserving and fostering arts and cultural opportunities. While it is likely that
some small-scale businesses intended to complement the tours being offered
from Fort Mason would develop, such as food and sundries, it is unlikely that
Fort Mason would convert from an arts and cultural-focused center to tourism-
catering businesses on a large scale as a result of the Project.

Ferry service and associated shuttle service to Fort Mason could negatively
impact businesses at the current ferry location and surrounding
Embarcadero and Fisherman's Wharf.

Beyond that, this would cause detrimental consequences for the plethora of shopping,
dining, gallery businesses near the current ferry terminal and result in less sales tax
for the city.

Socioeconomic impacts associated with the Pier 3 Alternative were adequately
addressed in the Draft EIS. As described in the Socioeconomics section of the
Environmental Consequences chapter, the Alcatraz Island ferry embarkation site
has historically been a part of the local economy of Fisherman’s Wharf and The
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Embarcadero since its establishment in the 1970s. Fisherman’s Wharf is a major
tourist attraction with a multitude of lodging, shopping, dining, tours, recreation,
and other opportunities, including parking opportunities, which far exceed the
Fort Mason area. The majority of visitors to Fisherman’s Wharf are not attracted
to the area solely for the Alcatraz Island tour. The majority of Alcatraz Island
visitors would likely continue to visit Fisherman’s Wharf despite relocation of the
primary embarkation site.

RTTB100 - TERRESTRIAL BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Concern
Statement 54488:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Ferry service at Fort Mason could impact Black Point and other terrestrial
biological resources.

The DEIR does not address uniqueness of Black Point as the only undeveloped,
natural part of the entire San Francisco shoreline north of Candlestick Cove. It does
not acknowledge quiet water refuge at Black Point for seals, sea lions, feeding birds. It
does not address the regular presence of rare birds such as Wandering Tattler at the
abandoned pier adjacent to Muni Pier.

Please review the new preferred alternative section in the Final EIS, which
presents Pier 317 as the preferred alternative. The Pier 3 Alternative is anticipated
to result in short-term, minor, adverse impacts to MBTA-protected bird species
during construction. ESA-listed bird species are not expected to occur at the Pier
3 Alternative site. Any effects experienced by marine mammals are anticipated to
be limited to short-term disturbance of normal behavior or temporary
displacement of animals near the noise source. Therefore, no modifications are
required. Please see the response to Concern Statement 54486 for more
information related to Black Point.

RTTC100 - TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION

Concern
Statement 54483:

Representative
Quote:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern
Statement 58802:

Representative
Quote:

Ferry service and associated shuttle service to Fort Mason could decrease
available parking and/or increase traffic congestion in the area.

The area is currently maxed out with parking, a new change of use would only make
the area more congested and difficult.

The Marina area in general, and Ft Mason in particular, does not have the
infrastructure to handle the additional visitor traffic if Fort Mason were used.
Traffic and parking are already difficult even with relatively small events at Fort
Mason.

The Draft EIS adequately analyzed potential traffic impacts. As the comments
noted, the Draft EIS determined that the Pier 3 Alternative would cause both
short- and long-term impacts to transportation resources and that mitigation
measures would not be able reduce impacts to levels considered less than
significant. Therefore, the analysis in the EIS remains accurate and no
modifications are necessary.

Should ferry service occur at Fort Mason, shuttle service will be needed to
reduce parking demand. Shuttle service should include a BART Station stop
and service for nearby employees.

If the Fort Mason embarkation site is selected, SFRPD strongly encourages the
GGNRA to incorporate a shuttle service between Fisherman's Warf and Fort Mason
in order to reduce parking demand in the Fort Mason area. Additionally, this shuttle
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Response:

Concern

Statement 54484:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 54485:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

service will encourage Alcatraz visitors to continue to visit Fisherman's Warf, an
important tourist destination providing local jobs and businesses. SFRPD encourages
GGNRA to consider expanding the shuttle service to include a BART station stop and
offering service to employees of the Fisherman's Warf area in order to reduce overall
vehicle trips to the area and thus increase parking availability for patrons of
Fisherman's Warf and Fort Mason.

The Draft EIS adequately analyzed potential traffic impacts. As the comments
noted, the Draft EIS determined that the Pier 3 Alternative would cause both
short- and long-term impacts to transportation resources and that mitigation
measures would not be able reduce impacts. Therefore, the analysis in the EIS
remains accurate and no modifications are necessary.

Adequate analysis of the historic streetcar extension, which would support
visitor transportation to ferry service at Fort Mason, has not been included
in the report.

The EIS Transportation and Circulation Study does not address the environmental
impacts of the proposed extension of the historic streetcar. Pedestrian foot traffic and
recreational use of the area between Fisherman's Wharf and Lower Fort Mason
increases significantly each year and a Ft. Mason Alcatraz ferry site would add
another 1.5 million annual visitors to that track and surrounding area.

The Draft EIS adequately analyzed potential traffic impacts. As the comments
noted, the Draft EIS determined that the Pier 3 Alternative would cause both
short- and long-term impacts to transportation resources and that mitigation
measures would not be able reduce impacts. Because, as discussed in the Draft
EIS, the F-Line Extension project has been approved but not funded and is a
separate project, it cannot be assumed to be in place for this Project. An analysis
was completed, taking the F-Line Extension into account as a probable project, to
look at how such an extension would affect transportation resources, and it was
determined that the F-Line Extension would not fully alleviate impacts.
Therefore, the analysis in the EIS remains accurate and no modifications are
necessary.

Ferry service at Fort Baker would cause further adverse impacts to existing
congestion on traffic routes, ferries, bicycle paths, and pedestrian walkways.

Sausalito and Fort Baker simply cannot assume an uncapped increase in tourism.
The city and Fort have already seen a considerable increase in development, traffic,
tourism and general use in recent years. These increases are not sustainable for a
small historic community.

The Draft EIS conservatively forecasted potential impacts associated with limited
ferry service at Fort Baker (see description of the Fort Baker limited ferry service
in the Final EIS). Although the list of likely events that would be supported by
Fort Baker limited ferry service is not fully defined (and therefore a ferry schedule
is unknown), after further refinement, it is anticipated that the service would
result in a maximum of 4 ferry landings per weekend, or 208 landings per year.
This in turn is anticipated to result in a maximum of 40,000 ferry passengers per
year arriving at Fort Baker during weekends. The limited ferry service would
primarily be intended to serve visitors from the primary embarkation site. The
service would not be regularly scheduled, and no parking or shuttle would be
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Quote:
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Concern

Statement 58808:

Representative
Quote:

Response:
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provided. Therefore, the service is not expected to result in new traffic or
congestion in the Fort Baker area.

It is unclear how additional traffic safety would be funded.

Sausalito is crowded now with tourist traffic and bikers. This would make it
unacceptable. Also, will the park service pay for what is required to keep all this
traffic safe? Fire, police, increased traffic, street maintenance, etc.

Please see the response to Concern Statement 54485.

The traffic analysis must be revised to account for the 100,000 passenger
visits to Fort Baker.

Because the DEIS has cleverly separated the Fort Baker Ferry Service component of
occasional ferry service from the 100,000 annual ferry passenger traveling on the
circular route of NPS parklands including Fort Baker, the DEIS assures us the Project
will not have substantial traffic and circulation impacts in Marin County. We
disagree. These Project components will generate short-term, construction related
traffic. Long-term traffic effects are also inevitable.

The Draft EIS conservatively forecasted potential impacts; the criteria of 100,000
visitors per year inferred by the commenter significantly over-estimates
anticipated visitation (refer to the Fort Baker limited ferry service description in
the Final EIS). Although the list of likely events that would be supported by Fort
Baker limited ferry service is not fully defined (and therefore a ferry schedule is
unknown), after further refinement, it is anticipated that Fort Baker limited ferry
service would result in a maximum of 4 ferry landings per weekend, or 208
landings per year. This in turn is anticipated to result in a maximum of 40,000
ferry passengers per year arriving at Fort Baker during weekends. The response to
Concern Statement 54485 provides additional information.

RTVR100 - VISUAL RESOURCES

Concern

Statement 54470:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 58810:

Ferry service at Fort Mason would degrade the quality of views.

The increase in Bay traffic near Aquatic Park and Ft. Mason will degrade the quality
of the view, the natural resources of these areas, and bring noise, pollution, and
congestion to both on the water and on land.

Please review the new preferred alternative section in the Final EIS, which
presents Pier 31% as the preferred alternative. The scope of analysis for the visual
resources assessment at Pier 3 did not include the San Francisco streets leading to
Fort Mason. Potential congestion impacts are appropriately assessed in the
Transportation and Circulation section of the Environmental Consequences
section of the EIS. Potential natural resource impacts, noise impacts, or other
impacts are discussed elsewhere in the EIS. Therefore, no modifications to the
EIS are required.

Add further information on adverse impacts to the design of the
infrastructure, circulation patterns, and signage within Fort Mason itself, as
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Representative
Quote:

Response:

well as unknown impacts to surrounding streets due to directional signage,
traffic controls, etc.

The DEIS correctly identifies both beneficial and adverse impacts due to rehabilitated
infrastructure, gangways and lighting, and water views. However, it does not
recognize that there will be additional features needed...

Please review the new preferred alternative section in the Final EIS, which
presents Pier 31% as the preferred alternative. The scope of analysis for the visual
resources assessment at Pier 3 did not include the San Francisco streets leading to
Fort Mason. Potential congestion impacts are appropriately assessed in the
Transportation and Circulation section of the Environmental Consequences
section of the EIS. Therefore, no modifications to the EIS are required.

RTWQ100 - WATER QUALITY AND HYDROLOGY

Concern

Statement 54477:

Representative
Quote:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 54478:

Representative
Quote:

Representative
Quote:

Ferry service at Fort Mason may degrade water quality, increase vessel
generated wake in the area, and further diminish the structural integrity of
structures near Aquatic Park or the East Harbor.

The EIS fails to address the true conditions of currents and water quality in Aquatic
Park by stating that any ferry wake-generated wave action or water quality issues
would be mitigated by the Aquatic Park Pier jetty and adjacent breakwaters. The
Municipal Pier is in an advanced state of decay, but even so its unique design allows
currents (and pollution) to flow through the pier and into Aquatic Park.

Specifically, new ferry wake-generated wave action will accelerate the deterioration
of the San Francisco Marina dock infrastructure and the existing seawall located
near the East Harbor and Fort Mason Pier 1.

Please review the new preferred alternative section in the Final EIS, which
presents Pier 317 as the preferred alternative. The Park Service is aware concerns
about structures, including the Municipal Pier and the East Harbor seawall, and
would evaluate these issues as part of any future development proposed at Fort
Mason. As described in the Water Quality section of the Environmental
Consequences chapter of the Draft EIS, ferry operations would proceed in
adherence with a site-specific SPCC or equivalent plan(s) that would address
protecting water quality through implementation of BMPs, hazardous materials
storage and handling protocols, and spill prevention and cleanup procedures.
Ferry operations would also occur in compliance with applicable federal, state,
and local regulations, including fueling regulations administered by USCG, waste
management and disposal regulations, and ballast water regulations. Therefore,
no modifications to the EIS are required.

Ferry service at Fort Mason could introduce construction-related impacts as
well as a long-term increased potential for fuel, oil, and other discharges,
including leaks and spills.

I believe that operating the ferries from Ft. Mason introduces the potential for fuel
spills which, could disrupt the use of Aquatic Park by the public and wildlife.

Indeed, as | frequently swim outside of Aquatic Park, | am seriously concerned about
the impacts that such construction activities may have on water quality in the areas
where I will be swimming.
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Representative
Quote:

Response:
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Representative
Quote:
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[T]he increase in fuel, oil and other discharges from large vessels docking and
departing many times a day from Fort Mason will render the water quality
unpleasant - - if not downright unsafe

Please review the new preferred alternative section in the Final EIS, which
presents Pier 317 as the preferred alternative. As described in the Water Quality
section of the Environmental Consequences chapter of the Draft EIS, ferry
operations would proceed in adherence with a site-specific SPCC or equivalent
plan(s) that would address protecting water quality through implementation of
BMPs, hazardous materials storage and handling protocols, and spill prevention
and cleanup procedures. Ferry operations would also occur in compliance with
applicable federal, state, and local regulations, including fueling regulations
administered by USCG, waste management and disposal regulations, and ballast
water regulations. The Draft EIS adequately assesses the Project's impacts on
noise, public services, and recreation. Ferries would not enter the Aquatic Park
area commonly frequented by rowers and swimmers, and the existing Aquatic
Park Pier jetty and adjacent breakwaters would mitigate ferry wake generated
wave action.

Confirm how pollution from boats will be avoided during Project operations.

Another thing I was concerned about is the amount of pollution from gas that goes
into the bay. Are there options for more sustainable boats?

Ferries will not be permitted to leak gas or other fluids. As described in the Water
Quality section of the Environmental Consequences chapter of the Draft EIS,
ferry operations would proceed in adherence with a site-specific SPCC or
equivalent plan(s) that would address protecting water quality through
implementation of BMPs, hazardous materials storage and handling protocols,
and spill prevention and cleanup procedures. Ferry operations would also occur
in compliance with applicable federal, state, and local regulations, including
fueling regulations administered by USCG.

The East Harbor next to Fort Mason is contaminated with manufactured gas
plant residues and would require an independent EIS to adequately evaluate
the impact of the sediment that would be disturbed for the construction of a
new pier at Fort Mason. Increased turbidity could also disturb other sources
of existing contaminated sediment.

Fort Mason Pier 3 is very near San Francisco Marina's East Basin (Gashouse Cove)
site, which exhibits highly contaminated sediments that are currently the subject of
cleanup planning; however, this is not discussed in the Draft EIS. It is unknown at this
time whether contaminated sediments may extend into areas that could be subject to
disturbance from construction activities (e.g., pile driving, wharf repair, etc.)
associated with the Pier 3 alternative.

Please review the new preferred alternative section in the Final EIS, which
presents Pier 317 as the preferred alternative. As described in the Water Quality
section of the Environmental Consequences chapter of the Draft EIS, impacts on
water quality from construction activities at Fort Mason (including turbidity and
suspension of contaminated sediments) would be temporary and negligible given
the relatively high natural turbidity of the study area, the localized nature of
impacts, the small amount of fill which would be placed as part of construction,
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Concern

Statement 54579:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

Concern

Statement 58820:

Representative
Quote:

Response:

and the fact that the Park Service would comply with all applicable laws and
regulations. Additionally, no dredging would be required. Therefore, the Draft
EIS adequately assessed the Project's impacts on water quality at Fort Mason.

Fort Baker limited ferry service could impact drainage features in the area,
and could increase the potential for motorized watercraft pollutants within
the Bay.

The Fort Baker Ferry Service component includes re-construction of the pier at the
mouth of Horseshoe Bay and landside facility improvements adjacent to the bay.
These project components could also affect existing drainage features in this area.
Both pre- and post-construction impacts to these features should have been identified
and analyzed in the DEIS. This will include non-point pollution sources from the
component of the Project, potential contaminants, proposed source control methods,
and proposed temporary and permanent BMPs to address potential impacts on
water quality within Horseshoe Bay. The analysis of water-related impacts should
have also considered potential motorized watercraft pollutants (e.g., fuel
constituents, combustion products) within the bay.

Potential impacts on water quality from limited ferry service at Fort Baker are
adequately addressed in the Draft EIS. Construction and operations would occur
in adherence with site-specific SWPPP, SPCC, and water quality regulations, as
applicable. Fort Baker would continue to be served by the existing trunkline
stormwater conveyance and outfall system. Upland impacts associated with
limited ferry service operations would generally be minimal; Fort Baker limited
ferry service would minimally increase demand on trash management, which
would be accommodated by existing service providers. Any increase in sewage
system demand associated with Fort Baker limited ferry service is expected to be
minimal and significantly less than that associated with visitor use during holidays
or other special events, and would not exceed system capacity. Therefore, no
edits to the EIS are required and the significance determinations remain the same.

Itis unclear if a reasonably-sized ferry can operate at Fort Baker due to
strong currents.

Strong currents in the vicinity of Fort Baker make maneuvering difficult there. Please
confirm that a reasonably-sized ferry will actually be able to operate there before
committing to construction of a ferry landing.

The Park Service evaluated potential ferry operations at Fort Baker in the Draft
Feasibility Analysis of Sausalito and Fort Baker Embarkation Sites in 2012. The
report studied ferry operations at Fort Baker by anticipated vessels, and this
information informed the EIS. Therefore, no modifications to the EIS are
required.
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PN100 - Purpose and Need

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

54515

Modifications should be made to the Fort Mason Lease should ferry service at Fort
Mason be included as part of the chosen alternative.

Corr. 1D: 244 Organization: Fort Mason Center
Comment ID: 444373 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Federal law generally limits the maximum term of concession
contracts to 10 years, and requires that a competitive process be used to select new
concessions. For any site at the Port, that selection would also need to be coupled
with the execution of agreements with the Port specifying the long-term availability
of and conditions under which the ferry embarkation sites would be made available
to any ferry services concessioner.

We agree that long term availability and conditions are a requirement for any site
selected. And while Pier 3 is on National Parks property, the site is leased to the Fort
Mason Center. The current lease, dated December 1, 2005, allows for the Park
Service to remove Pier 3 from the lease. The lease states that the uses of Fort Mason
shall be for cultural, recreational or educational purposes; and for no other purpose.
While the embarkation for the Alcatraz ferry can be broadly described as recreational,
it is a very different use than the typical uses at Fort Mason. We believe the Park
Service and the Fort Mason Center will want to reconsider some provisions of the
current lease should Pier 3 be the chosen alternative. Introduction of 7,400 touristic
visitors/day will fundamentally change the character of at least a portion of Lower
Fort Mason. We suggest adding a statement along the lines of:

For Pier 3, that selection would also need to be coupled with a reexamination of the
existing lease between the Park Service and Fort Mason Center, considering uses of
the remainder of Pier 3, parking and access areas, transportation planning, and uses
of other nearby areas such as the Firehouse, developing the long-term land use and

management strategies to best serve the touristic visitors.

Lack of formal authority, in combination with changing adjacent commercial uses
and developments hinders the Park Services ability to create a clear sense of identity
and quality visitor support services at the Alcatraz ferry embarkation site. It is also
important that the embarkation site be compatible with adjacent land uses.

Agree. There are numerous vacant or underutilized structures along the northern
waterfront, particularly around Pier 31, that were either emptied for the Americas
Cup or that have historically been underutilized, that could be a part of the
designated Alcatraz Ferry embarkation site. Any lease for the embarkation site should
include areas and a plan for the complete services the Park Service desires.

PD100 - Project Description

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:

54514

Sausalito is currently in the midst of a resident backlash against the large influx of
tourists on bicycle, and concerns regarding impacts on the town should be resolved
by adding language to the Project description.
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Representative

Quote(s):

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

Corr. ID: 156 Organization: TRANSDEF
Comment ID: 444177 Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual

Representative Quote: Sausalito is currently in the midst of a resident backlash
against the large influx of tourists on bicycles. Sausalito's concerns about the
possibility of impacts on the town should be resolved by adding the following
language to the project description:

The purpose of the ferry landing at Fort Baker is to deliver visitors to events there. No
ground transportation to take ferry passengers beyond Fort Baker is currently being
contemplated. No all-day commuter parking will be provided there. Should NPS later
decide to expand the use of the ferry to serve commuters or propose ground
transportation from Fort Baker, it will conduct environmental review under NEPA.

58720
Additional steps should be taken to limit impacts to the Bay Trail should the project
be implemented at Pier 41, Pier 3, and/or Fort Baker.

Corr. ID: 237 Organization: Association of Bay Area

Comment ID: 444344 Governments- -SF Bay Trail
Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual

Representative Quote: As you are aware, the Bay Trail would be impacted by each of
the three Alcatraz Ferry embarkation sites-Pier 31 %, Pier 41, and Pier 3 in Fort
Mason. The Bay Trail on the northern waterfront in San Francisco is the most
heavily-used segment in our nine-county system. If embarkation is moved to Pier 41,
queing should be carefully studied. This is an area that is already heavily impacted by
large numbers of visitors, and the Bay Trail faces one of the last remaining gaps on the
Northern waterfront in this area. The National Park Service should work with the
City of San Francisco to expedite construction of the Jefferson Street redesign should
Pier 41 be selected for this project.

If Pier 3 at Fort Mason is selected, it is important that the National Park Service
recognize that the "Fort Mason Squeeze" at the intersection of Laguna Street, Marina
Boulevard, and the Fort Mason path, remains substandard despite the improvements
that were made in 2010. Additional widening of this pinch point can be achieved by
further cutting back the train tunnel wall. A twelve to fifteen foot clearance would be
appropriate for this heavily traveled segment of Bay Trail. Alternatively, if the F Line
Historic Streetcar Project has still not advanced, serious consideration should be
given to opening the Fort Mason tunnel to cyclists and pedestrians.

In the event that service is expanded to Fort Baker, it is important the National Park
Service complete the unfinished segment of Bay Trail at Horseshoe Cove.

58721

Commenters requested that additional text be added to better describe the urban
areas of each alternative location.

Corr. 1D: 244 Organization: Fort Mason Center
Comment ID: 444374 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
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Representative Quote: Fort Mason is separated from SF Maritime NHP and
Fishermans Wharf by a steep bluff that forms the eastern edge of Fort Mason and
limits access between SF Maritime NHP and Fort Mason.

We suggest adding something like:

This bluff also serves to isolate Lower Fort Mason from Upper Fort Mason, and from
the city itself, as it blocks both physical access and views of Lower Fort Mason when
approaching from the south or east.

Corr. 1D: 244 Organization: Fort Mason Center
Comment ID: 444363 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: INTRODUCTION, page iii

Each of the alternative sites are in dense urban locations, directly adjacent to high
density residential and commercial districts. These sites are characterized by high
visitation rates, high pedestrian and automobile traffic volumes, and intense
recreational and commercial use.

Response: All three alternative sites are located in San Francisco, and as such can
correctly be characterized as dense urban locations. However, thinking more deeply
about this density characterization, it does not usefully differentiate among the three
sites. Piers 31 and Pier 41 are located in the midst of a very active retail and tourist
strip along the northern waterfront.

" Pier 31 is located near the eastern end of the Fishermans Wharf tourist district, and
the nearby landside uses are predominantly office uses.

" Pier 41 is in the midst of Fishermans Wharf tourist district, and the nearby landside
uses are predominantly tourist-serving retail, restaurants and hotels.

" Pier 3 is located in the Golden Gate National Recreation Area, with parkland and
park facilities to both the east and the west. Rather than being in a dense area, it is
separated from urban development by 1500 aerial feet from the nearest public road,
Bay Street to the South or alternatively the intersection of Marina Boulevard and
Buchanan. With the exception of the commercial Safeway and the smaller retail uses
on Buchanan, the nearest land uses are residential. We would suggest a possible
rewording:

Pier 31 and Pier 41 are located in the active retail-tourist area that may be broadly
described as the greater Fishermans Wharf area. These sites are characterized by high
tourist visitation rates, high pedestrian and automobile traffic, and intense
recreational and commercial use during the daytime. The Pier 31 area especially is
further characterized by high tourist pedestrian and pedicab traffic during the 80 /-
days when a cruise ship is in port at Pier 27. The Pier 41 area is further enlivened
evenings by the presence of numerous tourist hotels in the area.

Pier 3 is quite isolated from the intense tourist visitation and pedestrian and
automobile traffic experienced in the other two sites, because it is located in national
parklands, and separated from urban uses by both 1500 aerial feet distance and a large
change in elevation. Pier 3 can be either empty or intensely visited depending on the
programming managed by the Fort Mason Center. The visitation of Pier 3 is normally
quite different from the tourist visitation of the other two piers, as most events held
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Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

there are not general tourist events but rather specific uses such as exhibitions or
conferences geared to the general public rather than tourists.

58722
Itis unclear if the Project involves dredging.

Corr. ID: 276 Organization: Environmental Protection
Comment ID: 444394 Agency

Organization Type: Federal Government
Representative Quote: Dredged Materials
Itis unclear whether or not the project may involve dredging. The Draft EIS mentions
the Port of San Francisco's ongoing maintenance dredging between Fisherman's
Wharf and Pier 96 (page 240); but, otherwise, does not discuss dredging or dredged
material.

Recommendations: We recommend that the Final EIS address the following
regarding dredging and placement of dredged materials for each of the project
alternatives, including No Action.

« Describe the existing depths at and around each ferry pier under consideration,
whether they are adequate as-is for ferry access and use, and whether initial
construction dredging and/or future maintenance dredging may be needed.

« If any dredging may be needed, specify the dredge locations and amounts of
sediment to be dredged and managed, and describe the potential impacts associated
with these activities.

+ Discuss any existing permits that cover dredging activities at each of the piers,
identify the entity holding the permit (e.g., Port of San Francisco, U.S. Coast Guard)
and indicate whether the permitted entity is actively maintaining the area or would
continue to do so if a new use were established for the proposed project.

« Discuss the reuse and disposal options for dredged material in the bay per the San
Francisco Bay Long Term Management Strategy for Dredging (LTMS). Please see
http://www.epa.gov/region9/water/dredging/Itms/

We are unaware of any existing maintenance dredging permits for either Pier 3 or the
pier proposed for ferry use at Fort Baker (located outside the breakwater). One pier
inside the breakwater at Fort Baker is covered by the U.S. Coast Guard's maintenance
dredging permit.

Recommendation: If the proposed project would involve dredging activities or
locations not covered under existing permits, disclose in the Final EIS that permit
applications would be submitted to the appropriate agencies and that sediment
testing and disposal or reuse would be coordinated with the Dredged Material
Management Office (DMMO) and conducted in accordance with the LTMS.

58061
Analysis of the Project’s impacts should span the 50-year lease term because the lease
is listed as a key Project component.

Corr. ID: 245 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 444379 Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual
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Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

Appendix A: Summary of Concern Statements and Public Comments

Representative Quote: The operation for the length of the lease has been listed as
one of the key project components, therefore it should be considered part of the
stable project description. Analysis timeframes should be the life of the project as
described, fifty years. Please list the impacts for this project over the course of the
lease (50 years).

Corr. 1D: 245 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 444378 Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual

Representative Quote:
Please clarify if a combonation of alternatives has been analzyed. If such
combinations are being considered, please list the cumulative impacts.

When listing impacts, please list the current and projected project impacts over the
life of the project description (50 years).

58045
The EIS does not fully explain growth impacts associated with ferry service at Fort
Mason.

Corr. 1D: 102 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443533 Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual

Representative Quote: The DEIR states no growth impacts are expected. Taxi
traffic, souvenir shops, tourist facilities, bike rentals, increased visitors to Ft. Mason
and Marina Green are all assumed to not increase. This is deceptive and unrealistic,
and frankly insulting to neighbors.

Corr. ID: 104 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443546 anization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Statements that there are minimal growth impacts are not
believable.
http://sf.curbed.com/archives/2013/04/29/before_fort_mason_and_aquatic_park_
there_was_black_point.php

58052
The EIS does not fully explain growth and cumulative impacts associated with ferry
service at Fort Baker.

Corr. ID: 218 Organization: Mayor, City of Sausalito
Comment I1D: 444469 Organization Type: Town or City
Government

Representative Quote: At the core of the DEISs inadequacy is its surgical-like
attempt to carefully characterize Project components as undefined when they will
occur at Fort Baker and yet, simultaneously evaluate specific aspects of those same
so-called undefined components when it comes to impacts on the San Francisco
waterfront. The third berth with its 100,000 annual passengers is fully evaluated for its
environmental impacts on the San Francisco peninsula. But two miles away across the
San Francisco Bay, the DEIS posits that there are virtually no Fort Baker impacts from
these very same ferry operations emanating from the third berth. Indeed, the third
berth component with its 100,000 passengers and circular route impacts in Marin
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Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

County has been piecemealed out of the Project, hiding behind the DEISs
phraseology of occasional and intermittent ferry service at Fort Baker. Does NPS
seriously contend that 100,000 passengers are going someplace other than Fort Baker
as these ferries embark on a circular route of the San Francisco Bay visiting every
other NPS parkland? Simply put, NPS cannot leave analysis of such impacts to future
review.

Corr. ID: 218 Organization: Mayor, City of Sausalito
Comment ID: 444471 Organization Type: Town or City
Government

Representative Quote: Under NEPA, an adequate EIS may not consider a proposed
action in isolation, but must consider its cumulative impacts, including the impact on
the environment which results from the incremental impact of the action when added
to other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions. (40 C.F.R. 1508.7.)

Here, the DEIS purports to follow this approach but utterly fails to tie the new ferry
landing at Fort Baker to the probable but undefined future project identified in the
DEIS as the circular route generating 100,000 additional passenger visits to NPS
parklands, including Fort Baker.

By failing to logically link the Fort Baker Ferry Service component to the circular
route component, the DEIS fails to include major developments in and around Marin
County in its cumulative impact analysis. These omissions must be remedied and the
analysis revised to fully address the cumulative impacts of the Project.

58038
The Park Service should commit to energy efficiency and pollution prevention for all
aspects of the Project.

Corr. ID: 156 Organization: TRANSDEF
Comment ID: 444175 Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual

Representative Quote: Previous studies of ferries have indicated very high diesel PM
emissions as typical of marine propulsion. Please commit to diesel particulate filters
on future vessels.

Organization: University of San Francisco
Organization Type: University/Professional
Society

Representative Quote: Doing energy efficiency retrofits to all government used or
owned properties is essential in ensuring our federal government is doing it's part to
conserve resources while going above environmental regulations.

Corr. ID: 169
Comment ID: 444490

Corr. ID: 276 Organization: Environmental Protection
Comment ID: 444402 Agency

Organization Type: Federal Government
Representative Quote: We encourage NPS to commit to energy efficiency and
pollution prevention. including reduction of greenhouse gas emissions, in all aspects
of the proposed project, to the extent possible. We offer the following
procurement/sourcing, construction, and operation measures for your consideration
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and commitment in the Final EIS.

+ Commit to sustainable building designs and incorporate Green Building/LEED
certification, net zero energy designs, etc.

« Incorporate alternative energy components into the project, such as on-site
distributed generation systems, solar thermal water heating, and combined heat and
power.

« Commit to resource use efficiency, such as water conservation, reduced waste
production, reuse or recycling of materials and construction and demolition debris,
etc.

« Include use of alternative transportation fuels, biodiesel, electric vehicles, etc.
during construction and operation.

+ Adopt procurement policies and specifications for greener procurement of
materials and products such as no or low-toxicity, recycled content, design for end-
of-life, product takeback, etc.

AD100 - Alternatives Development

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

58026
Additional alternatives should be considered, such as additional routes connecting
Pier 41 to Pier 3 via a gondola or moving walkway.

Corr. ID: 96 Organization: San Francisco tour guide
Comment ID: 443513 guild
Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual

Representative Quote: Get creative. How about a moving sidewalk all the way from
pier 39 to fort mason.

How about an overhead gondola from the ferry building all the way from AT&amp;T
park with stops st Ferry Building and Pier 39 and Hyde Street cable car turn around.

Fabulous views all around. Charge them a lot. Doesn't matter. People will love it.

How about a gondola straight over to Alcatraz for that matter?

AD200 - Alternatives Development Process

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

58024
The EIS should analyze an alternative that does not include Fort Baker limited ferry
service.

Corr. ID: 218 Organization: Mayor, City of Sausalito
Comment ID: 444470 Organization Type: Town or City
Government

Representative Quote: The purpose of the alternatives discussion in an EIS is to
identify ways to reduce or avoid significant environmental effects. (42 U.S.C.
4332(C)(iii).) NEPA requires the lead agency to [r]igorously explore and objectively
evaluate all reasonable alternatives, and for alternatives which were eliminated from
detailed study, briefly discuss the reasons for their having been eliminated. (40 C.F.R.
1502.14(a).)

Here, the DEISs Alternative analysis fails in its attempt to address NEPA

requirements because it makes no attempt to analyze a Project alternative that does
not include the proposed Fort Baker Ferry Service. Because such an alternative
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would eliminate at least some of the environmental impacts of the Project while still
fulfilling NPSs primary Project objective for a landing along the San Francisco
waterfront, the DEISs mandated embrace of the Fort Baker Ferry Service component
for every alternative is improper and deprives the public and decision-makers of vital
information required for an informed analysis.

An alternative that eliminates the Fort Baker Ferry Service is a feasible alternative that
would meet the Projects primary objectives, while assuaging the concerns of the City
that Fort Baker is taking a critical (and misguided) first step towards daily commercial
and heightened weekend ferry operations. Yet the DEIS completely ignores this
feasible alternative. The DEIS must be revised to include a reasonable range of
alternatives, not just a binary choice between the Fort Baker Ferry Service or No
Project.

CC100 - Consultation and Coordination

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

Concern ID:

54468
The Federated Indians of Graton Rancheria requests a meeting to discuss soil
disturbing activities.
Corr.1D: 9 Organization: Federated Indians of Graton
Comment ID: 441826 Rancheria

Organization Type: Tribal Government
Representative Quote: The Federated Indians of Graton Rancheria, a federally
recognized Tribe and sovereign government, has received the information you
provided regarding the Alcatraz Ferry Embarkation Project. We provide comments
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA)
requiring federal projects to meet the requirements of 36 CFR 800 for consultation
with federally recognized Tribes.

FIGR provides comments regarding sacred lands and other cultural sites to protect
and/or avoid our cultural resources that might be adversely impacted by the scope of
work of the project. The Sacred Sites Protection Committee (SSPC) is authorized by
the Tribal Council to work with agencies to develop the specific plans and
procedures to avoid any potential adverse impacts. We request a meeting to discuss
soil disturbing activities. Once we have met and reviewed all information, we will
provide specific comments.

58739

Consultation is requested with mentally- and physically-impaired communities to
ensure design elements are safe and accommodating.

Corr.ID: 10 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 441827 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: I went to a seminar on people with cognitive differences
including autism, stroke, traumatic brain injury, and so on, that focused on their
experiences with design. I encourage you to seek out input from these communities
to make sure their are appropriate safe spaces. The same goes for the mobility
impaired as well.

58741
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Concern ID:
Concern
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Representative

Quote(s):
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Golden Gate Pedicab can provide unique insight on traffic patterns and utilization of
space, and can relay general feedback from tourists.

Corr. ID: 126 Organization: Golden Gate Pedicab
Comment ID: 443600 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: If NPS wishes to meet with myself and other managers of the
local pedicab industry, let me know and I can help coordinate such a meeting.
Collectively, we can provide unique insight on traffic patterns, utilization of space,
and relay general feedback from tourists.

58742

The U.S. Coast Guard (USCG) should participate as a cooperating agency with
special expertise on the potential impacts to the vessel traffic management scheme set
forth in the RNA for ensuring the safe and efficient transit of vessels on the Bay.
Corr. ID: 273 Organization: Paul Hastings LL.C
Comment ID: 444420 Organization Type: Business
Representative Quote: The San Francisco Bay constitutes a Regulated Navigation
Area ("RNA") pursuant to USCG regulations. See 33 C.F.R. § 165.1181(c)(1)(i). As a
result, NPS should have included the USCG as a cooperating agency. A "cooperating
agency" is defined to be any federal agency that "has jurisdiction by law or special
expertise with respect to any environmental impact involved In a proposal (or a
reasonable alternative) ....". 40 C.F.R. § 1508.5 (emphasis added). NPS, as the lead
agency, should have requested that the USCG lend its special expertise regarding
maritime activities and vessel traffic management on the Bay. See 40 C.F.R. §
1501.6(a} (indicating that the lead agency should request the participation of
cooperating agencies). The failure to include the USCG as a cooperating agency to
provide expertise on the management of vessels on the Bay is a critical oversight.2

Indeed, the regulations constituting the RNA on San Francisco Bay specify various
vessel traffic lanes, including westbound and eastbound traffic, traffic separation
zones, precautionary areas, and two-way traffic lanes. See 33 C.F.R. § 165.1181(c)(1).
The remaining areas are designated as recreation areas. By establishing different
zones, the USCG's Vessel Traffic Service ("VTS") coordinates the safe, secure, and
efficient transit of vessels in San Francisco Bay.

USCG maps designate the area immediately surrounding Aquatic Park and extending
westward along Crissy Field and the waterfront to the southern footing of the Golden
Gate Bridge as a "recreation area". Attached to this letter as Attachment B is a map of
the various zones within the RNA The USCGl1s Vessel Traffic Service's User Manual
specifies that "chartered recreation areas within the VTS Area shall be avoided by
commercial vessels." USCG Vessel Traffic Service San Francisco User's Manual,
available at: http://www .uscg.mil/d11/Vtssf/vtssfum.asp. Furthermore, the User
Manual states that "the recreational boating public have a legitimate expectation that
ships will adhere to the traffic routing system." Id.

The regular ferry service proposed at Pier 3 conflicts with the recreation area set forth
on USCG maps and the expectations created by the VTS. The Pier 3 Alternative in
Fort Mason would introduce ongoing daily commercial activities directly into a
recreation area that, pursuant to the VTS, is to be avoided by commercial vessels.
Introducing commercial activities into the recreation zone represents a drastic impact
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Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

that alters the character of waters that the USCG has left for recreation activities. The
DEIS does not identify, consider, or evaluate this impact, or consider how locating
the regular ferry service at Pier 3 would ultimately impact and undermine the USCG's
regulatory scheme for safely organizing vessel traffic in San Francisco Bay. Contrary
to the representations in the DEIS, "all ferry operations [ cannot-and will not-] occur
in compliance with all vessel right-of-way regulations designed to avoid boating
accidents and vessel conflicts." DEIS at 410. Supplemental review. including
coordination and collaboration with the USCG, must be conducted to correct these
material oversights in and omissions from the DEIS.

2 We note that the USCG was a co-lead agency alongside NPS in developing the
Environmental Assessment for the 34th America's Cup because activities were to 1ake
place on waters managed by the USCG. While the Alcatraz ferry routes will also
traverse waters managed by USCG, the NPS apparently made no such effort to
Include the USCG here.

Corr. ID: 273 Organization: Paul Hastings LLC
Comment ID: 444421 Organization Type: Business
Representative Quote: The NPS would also need to request that the USCG
participate as a cooperating agency with special expertise on the potential impacts to
the vessel traffic management scheme set forth in the RNA for ensuring the safe and
efficient transit of vessels on the Bay.

58744
Additional consultation is requested with residents, visitors, and recreational users at
and nearby Fort Mason.

Corr. 1D: 44 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443385 Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual

Representative Quote: To my knowledge, no one in your organization has spoken to
any member of the swimming community regarding this impact, which is not
acceptable.

Organization: Not Specified
Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual

Representative Quote: Adopt an even greater focus on achieving agreement on the
unresolved business terms with the Port. Selecting Fort Mason to be developed to
support ferry service, in part because business terms such as rent can not be agreed
upon would be a disservice to the economic and cultural value that this location
currently provides to City residents and visitors.

Corr. ID: 49
Comment ID: 443399

Corr. ID: 108 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443556 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Please contact me or the President of South End Bill Wygant
to discuss before making any firm decisions...this move could well kill most of our
out-of-cove training swims and San Francisco Bay is a world renowned training
grounds for English Channel Swimmers.
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Corr. ID: 275 Organization: Not Specified

Comment I1D: 444406 Organization Type: Business
Representative Quote:

the NPS should obtain data from the numerous current user groups that swim and
boat in the vicinity of Fort Mason. Those groups include but are not limited to:
Dolphin Club

South End Rowing Club

Escape from Alcatraz Triathlon

Alcatraz Escape from the Rock Triathlon Water World Swim

SF Team in Training SF Tri Club

Golden Gate Tri Club Tri California Events Swim Art

World Open Water Swimming Association Suzie Dods Swim Coaching

Lane Lines to Shore Lines

San Francisco Marina East Basin - Gas House Cove/West Basin San Francisco Marina
Harbor Association

Sea Scouts

Wahine Outrigger Canoe Club St. Francis Yacht Club

Golden Gate Yacht Club

58035

The Park Service should schedule additional public meetings at times when working
people can reasonably expect to attend.

Corr. ID: 34 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443340 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The paucity of public hearings makes it clear that the NPS
intends to disregard the interest of San Francisco residents. The NPS should schedule
several more public meetings, and they need to be scheduled at times when working
people can reasonably expect to attend. This means at least one more public meeting
in the evening, and at least one more public meeting on the weekend.

Corr. ID: 37 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443348 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The lack of easily accessible public hearings makes it clear
that the NPS intends to disregard the interest of San Francisco residents. The NPS
should schedule several more public meetings, and they need to be scheduled at times
when working people can reasonably expect to attend.

Corr. ID: 50 Organization: North Beach Resident
Comment ID: 443407 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The paucity of public hearings makes it clear that the NPS
intends to disregard the interest of San Francisco residents. The NPS should schedule
several more public meetings, and they need to be scheduled at times when working
people can reasonably expect to attend. This means at least one more public meeting
in the evening, and at least one more public meeting on the weekend.

Corr. ID: 52 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443415 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
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Representative Quote: Please plan another public meeting during a time when 9-5
working people can show up. We want our voices heard, too.

Corr. ID: 52 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment I1D: 443416 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The paucity of public hearings makes it clear that the NPS
intends to disregard the interest of San Francisco residents. The NPS should schedule
several more public meetings, and they need to be scheduled at times when working
people can reasonably expect to attend. This means at least one more public meeting
in the evening, and at least one more public meeting on the weekend.

Corr. I1D: 95 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443507 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The paucity of public hearings makes it clear that the NPS
intends to disregard the interest of San Francisco residents. The NPS should schedule
several more public meetings, and they need to be scheduled at times when working
people can reasonably expect to attend. This means at least one more public meeting
in the evening, and at least one more public meeting on the weekend.

Corr. ID: 97 Organization: Not Specified

Comment I1D: 443514 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The paucity of public hearings makes it clear that the NPS
intends to disregard the interest of San Francisco residents. The NPS should schedule
several more public meetings, and they need to be scheduled at times when working
people can reasonably expect to attend. This means at least one more public meeting
in the evening, and at least one more public meeting on the weekend.

GC100 - General Comment

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:

Representative

Quote(s):

58027

The Project should include plans for expanding the waterfront for open water
swimming.

Corr. 1D: 123 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443596 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: I propose this project should also include plans for
expanding and growing "more" waterfront for open water swimming.

58748

There are numerous vacant or underutilized structures along the northern
waterfront, particularly around Pier 31, that could serve as a gateway to the GGNRA.
Additionally, the Port has developed a conceptual site plan for Pier 31 that meets
Project objectives.

Corr. 1D: 244 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444364 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The Alcatraz Ferry embarkation site and associated facilities
should serve as a gateway to the GGNRA, reflecting the Park Services identity and
providing a quality experience for visitors.

Agree. There are numerous vacant or underutilized structures along the northern
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waterfront, particularly around Pier 31 that could be a part of the designated Alcatraz
Ferry embarkation site that again could be taken care of in the lease negotiations.

Corr. ID: 277 Organization: Port of San Francisco
Comment ID: 444389 Organization Type: Town or City
Government

Representative Quote:

The Port has been in discussion with NPS to develop a long-term site plan that would
accomplish the Pier 31 Alternative. These discussions have included a substantial
increase of basic visitor service space on the marginal wharf. This additional marginal
wharf space would provide greater site circulation for Alcatraz Island visitors,
potential for NPS to accommodate a future third berth, and allow tourists who are
not visiting Alcatraz Island additional information about other recreational options at
GGNRA.

Port staff has proposed a conceptual site plan that would provide new public
restrooms, limited operations service parking, and back-of-house marine storage and
operations space within Pier 31 bulkhead. The envisioned site plan would also enable
NPS to offer a tremendous visitor experience in a rehabilitated historic bulkhead
building that is a contributing resource to the Embarcadero Historic District, listed by
NPS on the National Register of Historic Places. Reuse of the historic bulkhead for
interpretative exhibits, history and education, and supporting ticketing, retail, food
and beverage services, would create a powerful public experience that also provides
NPS with a more identifiable gateway to Alcatraz Island. The Port has invested much
effort to rehabilitate its historic maritime resources, and a partnership with NPS to
embrace the improvement of the Pier 31 bulkhead and shed would align mission
objectives of both of our agencies. Overall, the Port has proposed a conceptual site
plan that would deliver the NPS a clear sense of identity and quality experience.

58749
Itis unclear how the Park Service proposes to integrate an additional 1.5 million
visitors at Pier 41.

Corr. ID: 277 Organization: Port of San Francisco
Comment ID: 444391 Organization Type: Town or City
Government

Representative Quote: Itis also unclear how the NPS proposes to integrate an
additional 1.5 million visitors into this site given the limited access of Pier 41and the
over 13 million visitors to Fisherman's Wharf annually.

SM100 - Sustainable and Long-term Management

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

54472

The availability of funds allotted to the Project is unknown, and more funds for
construction of a new embarkation site may be available at a non-NPS site.

Corr. ID: 2 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 441813 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Because is possible that public, Federal Funds, and historic
credits could be leveraged by the Park Service as well as the Port of San Francisco, to
both improve and maintain historic Pier 31 1/2, financial stability and sustainability
appears to be more promising at Pier 31 1/2 than at Fort Mason Center where the
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Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

Park Service might be sole fund raiser for improvements and accommodations, and
dependent on the largesse of an increasingly budget-cutting Congress.

Corr. ID: 16 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 442113 Organization Type: Recreational Groups

Representative Quote: Adding sufficient parking infrastructure to would add
significant cost to the project.

Corr. ID: 277 Organization: Port of San Francisco
Comment ID: 444392 Organization Type: Town or City Government

Representative Quote: Additionally the EIS contemplates retaining and expanding
the non-historic structure, which needs repair, without identifying any source of
funds.

54580

Although more costly, Pier 3 is a long-term and sustainable alternative.

Corr. ID: 179 Organization: University of San Francisco
Comment ID: 444492 Organization Type: University/Professional
Society

Representative Quote: After reviewing the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, I
would suggest that all further Alcatraz ferry embarkation should be done from Pier 3.
The selection of Pier 3 makes the most sense considering that NPS already owns the
historic pier and can build upon it without concern of third party woes. It does seem
that renovations to Pier 3 may appear costly, however, if the goal is to have a long-
term embarkation site, these costs can be seen as a solid investment while
environmental, socioeconomic, aesthetic, and other concerns should be viewed as
essential short-term costs to ensure the success of the project.

RTAB100 - Resource Topic: Aquatic Biological Resources

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

54486

Ferry service at Fort Mason would destroy aquatic biological resources at Black
Point.

Corr. 1D: 43 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443380 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: The damage done to the last remaining 'wild' shoreline, Black
Point, by the numbers of ferry crossings is also a serious issue.

Corr. 1D: 90 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443497 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: We also note while out on and in the water a large population
of sea mammals. Will they be impacted with the ferry craft so close to shore? Will
more and more of them be pushed in to the Aquatic Park Cove, which 100's of
swimmers use daily?

Corr. 1D: 102 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443537 Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual
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Representative Quote: Moving the Ferry service to Fort Mason would destroy Black
Point and have a negative impact on this small wild space and its visitors, who access
it and appreciate it without the use of motorized boats or vehicles. This is directly
contrary to the Mission of the GGNRA, which I quote here to end my comments.

"The Golden Gate National Parks mission is to preserve and enhance the natural,
historic and scenic resources of the lands north and south of the Golden Gate for the
education, recreation and inspiration of people today and in the future. In the spirit
of bringing national parks to the people, we reach out to a diverse urban community,
promote the richness and breadth of the national park system to many who are
experiencing a national park for the first time and foster broad-based public
stewardship through various volunteer and partnership programs."

Corr. 1D: 102 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443531 Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual

Representative Quote: The DEIR does not address uniqueness of Black Point as the
only undeveloped, natural part of the entire San Francisco shoreline north of
Candlestick Cove. It does not acknowledge quiet water refuge at Black Point for seals,
sea lions, feeding birds. It does not address the regular presence of rare birds such as
Wandering Tattler at the abandoned pier adjacent to Muni Pier.

Corr. ID: 104 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443547 Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual

Representative Quote: Black Point cove and the history of the area should be
preserved with minimal impact.

Corr. ID: 104 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443544 Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual

Representative Quote: The SF Birding group regularly posts on bird sightings at Ft
Mason, in the coves and along the waters. There will certainly be impacts on birds as
traffic and people increase, and the DEIR assessment that nesting birds and resident
mammals in Ft. Mason will not be affected because number of people visiting Ft.
Mason will not increase seems very unlikely. Black Point is the only undeveloped,
natural part of the entire San Francisco shoreline north of Candlestick Cove. As such
there should be much review and discussion of impacts on it and the biologic
resources.

Corr. ID: 240 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 444349 Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual

Representative Quote: By moving to this part of the water front, you would be
invading a wilder area, apart from the bustle of Downtown and Fisherman's Wharf.
Black Point, the rocky outcropping just east of Fort Mason, is the last undeveloped bit
of land going east from the Golden Gate. There you will find many species of birds
and other wildlife, some of which are rarely seen so close to civilization, and I'm
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Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

afraid they would be rudely disrupted and polluted by the activities related to moving
the ferry to Fort Mason.

Corr. ID: 245 Organization: Not Specified
Comment I1D: 444376 Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual

Representative Quote: Rather than peak hour observations for water activity
impacts, it should be recalculated using 24hr 7day observations due to biological
activity (including human) within the San Francisco Bay. Current EIS observations
may have underestimated the biological activity; therefore the EIS may have
underestimated the biological impacts that would occur during construction and
during the span of operation. Please list observation locations, times, and calculations
to determine activity, including human activity ( i.e. swimming, rowing and
windsurfing).

54487
Further analysis is needed to evaluate impacts to federal- and state-endangered
wildlife species resulting from ferry service at Fort Baker.

Corr. 1D: 163 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 444202 Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual

Representative Quote: Fort Baker is preciously close to wild spaces that need our
continued vigilance and protection.

Corr. ID: 218 Organization: Mayor, City of Sausalito
Comment ID: 444477 Organization Type: Town or City
Government

Representative Quote: The DEIS section on aquatic and terrestrial biological
resources fails because of the DEISs insistence that the Fort Baker Ferry Service will
be intermittent and low level relative to existing vessel activity in the Bay. Federal and
State endangered wildlife species, which include the Mission Blue Butterfly and host
species lupine, among other species and their habitat, are known to inhabit coastal
scrub areas at Fort Baker. The City respectfully submits that 14 daily ferry landings,
100,000 annual passengers and the associated development of Fort Baker should be
thoroughly analyzed for its impact on Federal and State endangered wildlife species.

RTAQ100 - Resource Topic: Air Quality

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:

54471

Proposed shuttles to and from Fort Mason would contribute to gas consumption and
air quality impacts.

Corr. ID: 33 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443335 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: The proposed buses would also add to the gas consumption
and air pollution that our electric railcars don't contribute to.

58755
Was the distance between Alcatraz Island and each alternative location calculated?
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Concern
Statement:
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Quote(s):

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):
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Corr. 1D: 194 Organization: Adventure Cat Sailing
Comment ID: 444306 Charters
Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual

Representative Quote: Was the physical route calculated into the current analysis?
While it may seem small on its face, crunching some initial numbers we see Pier 41 as
closest in terms of a ferry route (1.23mi) as opposed to Ft. Mason (1.37mi) or Pier
31.5 (1.63mi).

Looking at the current site versus our proposed Pier 41, at an average of 5,000 trips
per year over 50 years, the reduction of 0.4 miles per trip comes out to 100,000 miles
of ferry travel and resulting emissions that could instantly be reduced by simply
changing to Pier 41.

58756
Clarification is needed regarding how decision-making will comply with the March
2015 Executive Order for a 40% reduction in greenhouse gas emissions.
Corr. 1D: 194 Organization: Adventure Cat Sailing
Comment ID: 444308 Charters

Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The federal government just issued an Executive Order in
March 2015 requiring reductions in Greenhouse Gas Emissions by 40% or the next
10 years. We'd like to see concrete evidence of how this decision is being made using
that criteria, such as the distance we have previously mentioned. For your review, a
summary of the order can be found here: https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-
office/2015/03/19/fact-sheet-reducing-greenhouse-gas-emissions-federal-
government-and-acro

54500
The EIS should include an updated discussion of CEQ's climate change guidance, as
well as an estimate of potential greenhouse gas emissions from construction activities.
Corr. ID: 276 Organization: Environmental Protection
Comment ID: 444401 Agency

Organization Type: Federal Government
Representative Quote: The Draft EIS (pp. 126 and 298) references the Council on
Environmental Quality's (CEQ) 2010 Draft Guidance on Greenhouse Gases and
Climate Change. Please note that, on December 18, 2014, CEQ released Revised Draft
Guidance on Greenhouse Gases and Climate Change for public comment. The
revised guidance provides a reference point of 25,000 metric tons of C02-e emissions
on an annual basis "below which a GHG emissions quantitative analysis is not
warranted unless quantification below that reference point is easily accomplished." It
also directs agencies to keep in mind that the reference point is for purposes of
disclosure and not a substitute for an agency's determination of significance under
NEPA. The Draft EIS appears to use the 25,000 mty C02-e as a threshold of impact
significance in the analyses of operations emissions for each of the action alternatives
(e.g.,on p. 306).

We also note that, while the Draft EIS estimates the operational C02-e emissions
under each alternative, there is no discussion of greenhouse gas emissions from
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Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

Concern ID:

construction activities under the action alternatives.

Recommendations: We recommend that the Final EIS include an updated discussion
of CEQ's climate change guidance. We also recommend that the Final EIS estimate
the potential greenhouse gas emissions from construction activities under the action
alternatives. If quantification is not easily accomplished, a qualitative discussion of
these emissions is recommended.

54564

Specific corrections should be made to the air quality calculations to correct the
National Ambient Air Quality Standard for PM2.5.

Corr. ID: 276 Organization: Environmental Protection

Comment ID: 444397 Agency
Organization Type: Federal Government

Representative Quote: P. 122, Table 14: The annual National Ambient Air Quality
Standard for PM2.5 (particulate matter less than or equal to 2.5 micrometers in
diameter) is 12 g/m3 rather than 15 g/m3.

Corr. ID: 276 Organization: Environmental Protection

Comment I1D: 444400 Agency
Organization Type: Federal Government

Representative Quote: Tables 51B, 55B and 59B are missing the criteria pollutants at
the tops of the columns, and appear to be missing the C02-e column.

Corr. ID: 276 Organization: Environmental Protection

Comment ID: 444399 Agency
Organization Type: Federal Government

Representative Quote: Tables 52, 56 and 60: The appropriate NOx and VOC
concentration unit for the purpose of addressing conformity here is "tpy" rather than
"mty." Furthermore, for purposes of demonstrating that construction and operation
emissions would be below all applicable de minimis conformity thresholds, we
recommend that these three tables also include the estimated PM2.5 and CO
emissions in addition to NOx and VOC. As discussed in the previous comment, de
minimis thresholds apply to PM2.5 and CO in the Bay Area.

Corr. ID: 276 Organization:

Comment ID: 444398 Environmental Protection Agency
Organization Type: Federal Government

Representative Quote: P. 300, Table 46 contains several errors:

« The official attainment status for PM2.5 for the San Francisco Bay Area remains

nonattainment until the State submits, and EPA approves, a redesignation request and

maintenance plan. The applicable PM2.5 de minimis threshold, therefore, is 100 tons

per year (tpy).

* The San Francisco Bay Area is also a maintenance area for carbon monoxide (CO);

therefore, the applicable CO de minimis threshold is 100 tpy.

* The applicable de minimis threshold for both oxides of nitrogen (NOx) and volatile

organic compounds (VOC) in the San Francisco Bay Area marginal nonattainment

areais 100 tpy.

58759
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Regarding limited ferry service at Fort Baker, the analysis should identify sensitive
receptors within and in the vicinity of Horseshoe Bay, and discuss potential emissions
of odors and/or hazardous air pollutants generated by stationary and area sources in
the area.

Corr. ID: 218
Comment ID: 444473

Organization: Mayor, City of Sausalito
Organization Type: Town or City
Government

Representative Quote: Air Quality is an important resource issue in the San
Francisco Bay Area and is related to multiple factors, including transportation and
circulation. The DEIS should have included an assessment of ambient air quality
conditions as well as short-term (i.e., construction) air quality impacts and long-term
(i.e., operational) regional air pollutant emissions from the ferry operation at Fort
Baker that appears poised to include 100,000 annual visitors. The analysis should
have identified sensitive receptors within and in the vicinity of Horseshoe Bay,
discuss potential emissions of odors and/or hazardous air pollutants generated by
stationary and area sources in the area. Instead, the DEIS simply skipped Fort Baker.

RTCR100 - Resource Topic: Cultural Resources

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:

Representative

Quote(s):

54494
Avoid using shuttles to transport visitors to and from Fort Mason.

Corr. ID: 33
Comment ID: 443334
Representative Quote: Don't deprive them of experiencing part of SF's past by
throwing them onto buses.

Organization: South End Rowing Club
Organization Type: Recreational Groups

58762
Ferry service at Fort Mason would destroy a WWII historical site.

Corr. ID: 86 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443492 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: I believe the most rational solution would be to utilize Pier
31 option, the absolutely worst option would be Fort Mason - you would destroy a
vintage WWII historical site.

58763

The northern San Francisco waterfront is viewed by the local, national, and

international communities as historic and culturally important training waters that

are vital to the sports of rowing and open water swimming.

Corr. ID: 273 Organization: Paul Hastings LLC

Comment ID: 444419 Organization Type: Business
Representative Quote: The DEIS describes a variety of cultural resources on the
northern San Francisco waterfront. and, in general, considers how the selection of a
long-term ferry embarkation point would impact those resources. For example, the
DEIS identifies Aquatic Park as part of the "cultural setting'', noting that it is part of
the San Francisco National Maritime Park. DEIS at 198-99. The DEIS further notes
that Aquatic Park is of national significance for architecture and landscape
architecture, and is a "designed cultural landscape that was specifically designed for
passive recreation. DEIS at 204-205. The DEIS then evaluates the potential impacts of
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Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

the Pier 3 Alternative on historic structures, archeological resources, and cultural
landscapes. DEIS at 401-402. The DEIS concludes that there will be "no major
impacts on cultural resources.' DEIS at 402.

The DEIS fails to adequately identify cultural resources affected by the Pier 3
Alternative and, as a result, fails to properly inform the public of the impacts of the
proposed alternative. The northern San Francisco waterfront is viewed by the local,
national, and international communities as historic and culturally important training
waters that are vital to the sports of rowing and open water swimming. For example,
Roz Savage trained for her row across the Pacific on the northern San Francisco
waterfront and launched her boat for her journey from SERC's dock. Additionally,
many internationally-renowned open water swimmers, including Trent Grimsey
(current world-record holder for swimming the English Channel), Kimberley
Chambers (recently completed the "Oceans Seven", open water swimming's version
of the Seven Summits), and Lynne Cox (renowned open water swimmer) are SERC
club members who have trained for long distance swims on the Bay. The DEIS fails to
identify these historic training waters as part of the cultural setting or landscape.

Because such cultural resources are not included in the DEIS, the DEIS fails to
properly identify, evaluate, and analyze impacts on cultural resources as a result of the
Pier 3 Alternative. As described above, operating long-term ferry services out of Pier 3
in Fort Mason will result in severe impacts to the ability of recreational users to swim
and row safely in the Bay. Not only do those impacts restrict recreational
opportunities, but the impacts also would severely restrict the use of historic training
waters that continue to be of vital importance to the sports of open water swimming
and rowing.

54496
Fort Mason could provide a historical connection for the visitor.

Corr. ID: 153 Organization: University of San Francisco, MS

Comment ID: 444170 Environmental Management Program
Organization Type: University/Professional
Society

Representative Quote: It is historic in nature, being the Fort Mason pier
constructed in the early 1900s, which provides additional historic value for this
attraction

Corr. ID: 166 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444208 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The City will benefit from the activity generated by the ferry
business. Tourism is now not limited to the Fisherman's Wharf/Pier 39 area, but
extends south to the Ferry Building. Locating the Ferry at Ft. Mason will help
extend waterfront activity westward.

Corr. ID: 244 Organization: Fort Mason Center
Comment ID: 444365 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: As part of enhancing the opportunities for visitors to
Alcatraz and the GGNRA, the National Park Service is also proposing an occasional
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special ferry service from Fort Mason separate from the service provided to and
from the primary embarkation site as an activity that is common to all action
alternatives evaluated in this DEIS.

We applaud the proposal to provide occasional special ferry service to and from
Fort Mason. The history of Fort Mason is as a port of embarkation, and its location
on the waterfront is incomplete without maritime service.

In addition, there are currently two private companies providing water taxi service
on the Bay. We believe such a transportation service would enhance the visitation of
Fort Mason Center.

RTGS100 - Resource Topic: Geology, Soils, and Seismicity

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:

Representative

Quote(s):

54469

Ferry service at Fort Mason could increase erosion and the potential for rockslides
at Black Point and Gashouse Cove.

Corr. 1D: 102 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443530 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The DEIR not address increased swell and erosion to Black
Point and Gashouse Cove. It does not address increased erosion to base of pre-
existing rockslides along the path at Black Point.

Corr. ID: 104 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443543 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Swell and erosion would likely incrase to Black Point and
Gashouse Cove. Engineering designs and high cost solutions are likely.

54570

The EIS should include a discussion of potential topographic alteration, land
capability and coverage, dredging, soil stability, geologic/geomorphologic hazards,
and erosion resulting from Fort Baker limited ferry service, as well as adequate
mitigation measures.

Corr. ID: 218 Organization: Mayor, City of Sausalito
Comment ID: 444475 Organization Type: Town or City Government
Representative Quote: The proposed Fort Baker Ferry Service component includes
landside improvements that currently include a pedestrian walkway but could
ultimately include parking and transit connections to accommodate the conservative
estimate of 14 ferry landings per day. The EIS should include a discussion of
topographic alteration, land capability and coverage, dredging, soil stability,
geologic/geomorphologic hazards and erosion potential and propose adequate
mitigation measures (both temporary and permanent) for the eventual landside
development components necessary to accommodate peak passenger
disembarkments of as many as 1,000 passengers on peak days.

RTHS100 - Resource Topic: Public Health and Safety

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

54492

Ferry service and associated shuttle service to Fort Mason could increase garbage,
unwanted debris, and necessary maintenance in the area.

Corr. 1D: 23 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 442851 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
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Representative Quote: Any large tourist vessel with increase the litter, oil spills,

noise, etc.

Corr. ID: 29 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443318 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Increase trash from Ft Mason into the park and residential
neighborhoods.

Corr. ID: 32 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443327 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: There is already a serious problem with garbage being left
behind on the week-ends from persons who do not obey the rules for permits in the

area.
Corr. ID: 68 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443449 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: The increase in Bay traffic near Aquatic Park and Ft. Mason
will degrade the quality of the view, the natural resources of these areas, and bring
noise, pollution, and congestion to both on the water and on land.

Corr. ID: 100 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443525 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: It will make it extremely congested and Bay Area locals will
no longer have a place they feel comfortable with open water swimming when the
tourists, traffic congestion, and worst of all, more garbage gets in the way.

Corr. 1D: 102 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443535 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: Additional resources that will be needed by San Francisco
Recreation and Parks to accommodate increase in users is not addressed.

Corr. ID: 104 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443549 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: The additional traffic, swell, visitors, bathrooms, Marina
Green usage, will affect the supports and costs needed, as well as the experience of
visitors. This needs to be considered carefully.

Corr. ID: 155 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 444174 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: More foot traffic and litter would make it largely unusable

Corr. ID: 155 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 444172 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: Also, increased tourist traffic would bring in more litter and
refuse to our beautiful Fort Mason park, which is already strained because of locals.

Corr. ID: 240 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 444351 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
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Representative Quote: Certainly there would be more trash, much of which would
end up in the water, at least as bad, there would be pollution from the fuel and
fumes, and the stirring up of old toxic wastes that are settled in the sediment at Fort
Mason.

Corr. ID: 250 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 444462 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: The move to Pier 3 will create more noise, pollution,
congestion, decrease the value of our property.

54493
Ferry service and associated shuttle service to Fort Mason could increase crime and
the need for emergency response in the area.

Corr.ID: 5 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 441818 Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual

Representative Quote: We have seen a rise in crime in this area and this move
would just make matters worse.

Corr. 1D: 49 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443401 Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual

Representative Quote: Pages 78 and xix of the EIS state that the Lower Fort Mason
proposal will result in, "no impacts on recreational boating or swimming."
Unfortunately, this is not the case. The area between Fisherman's Wharf plays a
critical role in providing Bay access to a vast number of recreational boaters and
swimmers and the recreational usage continues to grow each year. The Dolphin
Club currently supports an active member base of roughly 1,400 taxpayers and adds
roughly 15 - 30 new members each month who use the Bay to recreate. The South
End Rowing Club supports a highly active base of 1,000 recreational Bay users.
Jointly, these clubs enable roughly 50 organized recreational outings on the Bay each
year - this figure does not account for the private outings that are self-initiated by
club members and out of town visitors. It is estimated that roughly 5,000 swimmers
come to San Francisco each year to swim from Alcatraz Island to San Francisco
where they currently enjoy the safety and security of recreating west of the ferry
service traffic lanes. The integration of Ferry traffic into a widely used recreational
area exposes the NPS to a significant risk through heightened potential of injury and
death to recreational boaters, swimmers and the City Police and Coast Guard
members that would be required to intervene in rescue and recovery operations.
The numbers cited above are estimates but if measured accurately, would be much
higher, given the fact that large organizations such as the Leukemia Society's Team
In Training program, The San Francisco Triathlon Club, The Golden Gate Triathlon
Club and Water World Swim actively use the waters between Lower Fort Mason and
Fisherman's Wharf to recreate.

Corr. 1D: 92 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443502 Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual

Representative Quote: Recreational kayakers, paddlers, and SUPers (stand up
paddle boarders) also enjoy the calm waters of Aquatic Park. We leave our
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Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:

belongings on the bleachers while we enjoy the bay. Turning Aquatic Park into a
cable car route threatens the safety of our belongings while we venture into a safe
and sheltered area of the bay to enjoy recreational sports.

58069
The Pier 41 Alternative would have an adverse impact on its existing use as an
emergency ferry landing.

Corr. ID: 277 Organization: Port of San Francisco
Comment ID: 444390 Organization Type: Town or City
Government

Representative Quote: In addition to ferry excursions, Blue & Gold has an
agreement with the Water Emergency Transportation Agency (WETA) to operate
commuter service with approximately 60 daily arrivals and departures. The Pier
41site serves as an emergency ferry landing containing a 10,000 gallon fuel tank
which is invaluable in the case of a disaster. NPS selection of the Pier 41 Alternative
would displace this important Port maritime tenant and have an adverse impact on
WETA's operations.

RTHM100 - Resource Topic: Hazardous Materials

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

58028
Risk, safety, and emergency response related to hazardous materials and ferry
operations at Fort Baker should be further analyzed.

Corr. ID: 218 Organization: Mayor, City of Sausalito
Comment ID: 444481 Organization Type: Town or City
Government

Representative Quote: The proposed project would involve the transportation of
hazardous materials (e.g., fuel, paint) to the project site during construction and
operation. The potential for these materials to be released into the environment at
Horseshoe Bay should have been evaluated in the DEIS. The potential for site
contamination should have been documented in the DEIS, and areas of potential soil
or water contamination in the bay should have been described. In addition, the DEIS
should have analyzed the potential effects on emergency response plans and fire
hazard risks. The DEIS should have included a discussion of safety of passengers,
crew, and other users of Horseshoe Bay resulting from the operation of a ferry service
at Fort Baker along with proposed mitigation measures.

RTLU100 - Resource Topic: Land Use

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

54473

Ferry service and associated shuttle service to Fort Mason could alter the existing
character and/or use of Fort Mason and Aquatic Park.

Corr. ID: 2 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 441809 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: To turn Fort Mason Center, a non-profit center for the arts,
into an tourist Embarkation Center would overwhelm the quieter nature of the
Center and disrupt established and preferred activities that the small Center serves
and would be contrary to its mission.
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Corr. ID: 6 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 441820 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Establishment of a long-term ferry at Fort Mason would
change the character and the traffic of an area that should be preserved as a
Monument.

Corr. I1D: 11 Organization: Major Productions

Comment ID: 442098 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: I suppose the master plan of Fort Mason includes building a
hotel on Pier 1, but, with the potential changes abound; all of these efforts together
really destroys the mission of Fort Mason supporting arts and culture.

Corr. 1D: 13 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 442101 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Already best parts of San Francisco water front are hosting
exclusively touristic attractions. Expanding touristic area even more (in this case
Forth Mason it self) and taking this space from the hard working tax paying San
Franciscans it's not fair.

Corr.ID: 15 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 442106 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Aquatic Park and its environs were built in the 30's as a
WPA project FOR THE HEALTH of the CITY (not tourists). Historically AP and
environs have been used by swimmers, rowers and now kayakers,paddleboarders ,
and outrigger users. To put a ferry in that space with the MILLIONS of people
coming and going would forever alter the use of that space, TAKING AWAY its
original intent for usage.

Corr. ID: 15 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 442107 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Aquatic Park and its environs were built in the 30's as a
WPA project FOR THE HEALTH of the CITY (not tourists). Historically AP and
environs have been used by swimmers, rowers and now kayakers,paddleboarders,
and outrigger users. To put a ferry in that space with the MILLIONS of people
coming and going would forever alter the use of that space, TAKING AWAY its
original intent for usage.

Corr.1D: 19 Organization: The Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 442839 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: There must be some space that remains to people that live in
San Francisco, and pay property taxes for recreation. The whole waterfront cannot
be taken over by tourists.

Corr. ID: 28 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443311 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The impact on the neighborhood and other tenants at Fort
Mason seems it would be overwhelming.

Corr.1D: 33 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443337 Organization Type: Recreational Groups

A-27



APPENDIX A: SUMMARY OF CONCERN STATEMENTS AND PUBLIC COMMENTS

Representative Quote: Extending the rails from Fisherman's Wharf to Fort Mason
will completely disrupt the waterfront along Aquatic Park. Every day there are
families and tourists alike that come to Aquatic Park to enjoy the beach and beautiful
view of our Bay. Allowing the railcars to blast right through it is effectively extending
the hussel and bussel of the Embarcadero right through the Aquatic Park area.

Corr. ID: 34 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443344 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Introducing the ground and water traffic associated with 1.7
million annual Alcatraz visitors will extend the urbanized portion of the waterfront
into what is now low-density, mixed use and park land. Locating a ferry terminal at
Fort Mason constitutes urban encroachment on the open space resources of San

Francisco.
Corr. ID: 34 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443343 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: Re-introducing rail traffic through this area constitutes
urbanization of park land, to the detriment of current use patterns.

Corr. ID: 37 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443353 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This area is heavily used by cyclists, runners, pedestrians,
water users and others because it is a park-like environment protected from
vehicular traffic. Re-introducing rail traffic through this area constitutes
urbanization of park land, to the detriment of current use patterns.

Corr. ID: 37 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443354 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Introducing the ground and water traffic associated with 1.7
million annual Alcatraz visitors will extend the urbanized portion of the waterfront
into what is now low-density, mixed-use and park land. Locating a ferry terminal at
Fort Mason constitutes urban encroachment on the open space resources of San

Francisco.

Corr. ID: 37 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443356 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Negative impact on the peace of the Marina and fort
Mason.

Corr. ID: 39 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment I1D: 443361 Organization Type: Recreational Groups

Representative Quote: Unnecessary "creep" of tourist based business located in
Fishermans wharf area north/west toward parkland at Ft Mason and quiet
residential areas at the Marina

Corr. ID: 47 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443391 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: SFGP:"Improvement of the city as a place for living, by
aiding in making it more healthful, safe, pleasant, and satisfying, with housing
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representing good standards for all residents and by providing adequate open spaces
and appropriate community facilities"

-OPEN WATER IS AN OPEN SPACE. Notably, the only Dolphin to ever die on a
swim was hit by a boat, and the users of the aquatic park and surrounding areas
understand boats to be their greatest danger. Therefore the proposed plan renders a
public and historically and culturally important open space to be of increased
danger to use.

Corr. ID: 47 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443392 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: SFGP:"Coordination of the varied pattern of land use with
public and semi-public service facilities required for efficient functioning of the city,
and for the convenience and well-being of its residents, workers, and visitors"

-This recreation area has a huge impact on the well-being, health, enjoyment, and
satisfaction of its users, both frequent users and visitors to the city. Increased
boating traffic will hamper use of the aquatic park and surrounding areas for
recreational swimmers and boaters, and will thereby have a negative influence on
the health and well-being of users.

Corr. ID: 49 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443405 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Policy 2.4 on page 25 of the City's General Plan refers to the
City's strong commitment to passive and water-oriented recreation, views and
habitat. Throughout the General Plan, the area between Fort Mason and
Fisherman's wharf is consistently cited as one of the city's valued recreational access
locations. To undermine that value through development of a ferry embarkation
location seems to be in conflict with the City's long-term goals.

Corr. ID: 50 Organization: North Beach Resident
Comment ID: 443410 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Negative impact on Aquatic Park: This area is heavily used
by cyclists,

runners, pedestrians, water users and others because it is a park-like

environment protected from vehicular traffic. Re-introducing rail traffic

through this area constitutes urbanization of park land, to the detriment

of current use patterns.

Corr. ID: 50 Organization: North Beach Resident
Comment ID: 443411 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Introducing the ground and water traffic associated with 1.7
million annual Alcatraz visitors will extend the urbanized portion of the

waterfront into what is now low-density, mixed-use and park land. Locating

a ferry terminal at Fort Mason constitutes urban encroachment on the open

space resources of San Francisco.

Corr. ID: 52 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443419 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: Negative impact on Aquatic Park: This area is heavily used
by cyclists,
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runners, pedestrians, water users and others because it is a park-like
environment protected from vehicular traffic. Re-introducing rail traffic
through this area constitutes urbanization of park land, to the detriment
of current use patterns.

Corr. ID: 52 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443420 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Introducing the ground and water traffic associated with 1.7
million annual Alcatraz visitors will extend the urbanized portion of the

waterfront into what is now low-density, mixed-use and park land. Locating

aferry terminal at Fort Mason constitutes urban encroachment on the open

space resources of San Francisco.

Corr. ID: 54 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443423 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: I believe this move would negatively impact the historic
nature/ambience of Fort Mason.

Corr. ID: 61 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443439 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: With the latest BOOM in the city and overcrowding, one
thing that has been a wonderful constant in SF is the use of outdoor space for
recreational activities. We are a health conscious city and our RESIDENTS deserve
to have a place that we can enjoy for exercise as well as a space to play with our
families. I swim at Aquatic Park on a weekly basis, please do not take that away from
me and all the others that use the space.

Corr. ID: 67 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443448 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Aquatic Park has been a place of solace for many offering a
safe enclosed area in which to swim and get away from it all while keeping the body
whole. It is a grounding point in the midst of the city.

Corr. ID: 69 Organization: Water world swim and walnut
Comment ID: 443455 creek master swimmers

Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: As a regular bay swimmer, I appreciate the use of aquatic
park for recreational purposes and I encourage the NPS to keep it that way.
Corr. ID: 74 Organization: Self/ waterworld/ swim art
Comment ID: 443464 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: SF is known for open land spaces and I think this open
water space should be protected as well

Corr. ID: 75 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443466 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: The new ferry plan would be a disaster traffic-wise, but
more importantly the character of historic Aquatic Park would be forever changed.

Corr. ID: 80 Organization: Not Specified
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Comment ID: 443474 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Please keep Aquatic Park area designated for swimmers!
Enough of our area is overrun by machinery. Allow us to have this place to connect
with nature!

Corr. ID: 85 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443490 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Please don't consider any plan that increases the difficulty
for people to enjoy the waterfront.

Organization: Not Specified

Corr. ID: 89 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Comment ID: 443495

Representative Quote: Please keep Aquatic Park the way it is; accessible for
swimming and other water sports.

Corr. 1D: 90 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443498 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Let the Ft. Mason area thrive as a nature area, and the piers
as homes for the many cultural activities and panoramic inspirations that now take
place.

Corr. 1D: 92 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443504 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Families host gatherings at both Fort Mason and Aquatic
Park, enjoying the peace and open space offered at both parks. Turning these into
tourist-focused spaces will further eliminate "greenspace" in the city that is
accessible to our youth.

Corr. ID: 95 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443510 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Negative impact on Aquatic Park: This area is heavily used
by cyclists,

runners, pedestrians, water users and others because it is a park-like
environment protected from vehicular traffic. Re-introducing rail traffic
through this area constitutes urbanization of park land, to the detriment
of current use patterns.

Corr. 1D: 95 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443511 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Introducing the ground and water traffic associated with 1.7
million annual Alcatraz visitors will extend the urbanized portion of the

waterfront into what is now low-density, mixed-use and park land. Locating

a ferry terminal at Fort Mason constitutes urban encroachment on the open

space resources of San Francisco.

Corr. ID: 97 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443517 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
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Representative Quote: Negative impact on Aquatic Park: This area is heavily used
by cyclists, runners, pedestrians, water users and others because it is a park-like
environment protected from vehicular traffic. Re-introducing rail traffic through
this area constitutes urbanization of park land, to the detriment of current use

patterns.
Corr. ID: 97 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443518 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: Introducing the ground and water traffic associated with 1.7
million annual Alcatraz visitors will extend the urbanized portion of the waterfront
into what is now low-density, mixed-use and park land. Locating a ferry terminal at
Fort Mason constitutes urban encroachment on the open space resources of San

Francisco.
Corr. ID: 102 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443529 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: In addition, expanding tourist accommodation will destroy
the character of the National Park that begins in Ft. Mason.

Corr.ID: 114 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443570 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Aquatic park has become a recreation mecca in the last few
years with swimmers, triathletes, runners and cyclists enjoying the beautiful area -
ferry traffic would eliminate this function.

Corr. ID: 115 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443571 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Alcatraz embarkation would quickly become the dominant
use of the Fort Mason facility, and dominate parking usage and merchant usage at
the Fort. Currently Fort Mason is a quiet and peaceful location, with many small
businesses and nonprofits, with an interesting mix of daytime and nighttime uses.
The character would change dramatically.

Corr. ID: 115 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443572 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The big boats used for Alcatraz embarkation would change
the character of this part of the bay. Currently, west of the municipal pier is used
exclusively by smaller boats (primarily sailing), swimmers, rowers, strollers and
people fishing. It is far different than the bustling port activities to the east of this
location. It is critically important to leave an area of the bay front which is of a
quieter character, and the environs of Fort Mason currently serve that purpose

extremely well.
Corr. ID: 116 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443579 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: The big boats used for Alcatraz embarkation would change
the character of this part of the bay. Currently, west of the municipal pier is used
exclusively by smaller boats (primarily sailing), swimmers, rowers, strollers and
people fishing. It is far different than the bustling port activities to the east of this
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location. It is critically important to leave an area of the bay front which is of a
quieter character, and the environs of Fort Mason currently serve that purpose
extremely well.

Corr. ID: 116 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443580 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Alcatraz embarkation would quickly become the dominant
use of the Fort Mason facility, and dominate parking usage and merchant usage at
the Fort. Currently Fort Mason is a quiet and peaceful location, with many small
businesses and nonprofits, with an interesting mix of daytime and nighttime uses.
The character would change dramatically.

Corr. ID: 118 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443583 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Moving Alcatraz embarkation would also increase the need
for other tourist infrastructure, also changing the character of the general area.

Corr. ID: 118 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443584 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: I believe that moving Alcatraz embarkation to Fort Mason
would vastly change the character of the current waterfront as it exists now.
Currently the area from Aquatic Park and west is a beautiful and relatively quiet area
of the waterfront where enjoyment of other water activities, such as rowing, sailing,
swimming and fishing can take place. The addition of larger boats would make all of
these activities far less possible and less safe.

Corr. ID: 119 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443587 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The big boats used for Alcatraz embarkation would change
the character of this part of the bay. Currently, west of the municipal pier is used
exclusively by smaller boats (primarily sailing), swimmers, rowers, strollers and
people fishing. It is far different than the bustling port activities to the east of this
location. It is critically important to leave an area of the bay front which is of a
quieter character, and the environs of Fort Mason currently serve that purpose
extremely well.

Corr. ID: 119 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443586 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Alcatraz embarkation would quickly become the dominant
use of the Fort Mason facility, and dominate parking usage and merchant usage at
the Fort. Currently Fort Mason is a quiet and peaceful location, with many small
businesses and nonprofits, with an interesting mix of daytime and nighttime uses.
The character would change dramatically.

Corr. ID: 130 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444041 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: It would also commercialize one the better open areas of
San Francisco causing a sprawl of the traffic and crowds currently concentrated at
the wharf.
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Corr. ID: 133 Organization: Frog Mom

Comment ID: 444084 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: To relocate the ferry terminal to Fort Mason would severely
impact recreational swimming at Aquatic Park but it would also impact the San
Francisco Children's Outdoor Bill of Rights
(http://www.sfparksalliance.org/news/4046/childrens-outdoor-bill-rights-
endorsed-rec-park-commission). This bill provides essential rights for children who
grow up in the bay area and one of those is "splash in an ocean or a bay." Given its
central location and public transit access, Aquatic Park is a popular venue for kids
who want to dip their toes in the Bay. It is also the training ground for the San
Francisco Sea Scouts (http://corsair-viking.org/map/), a great way for children to
learn to love and explore our blue planet.

Corr. ID: 151 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444166 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: the proposal to move ferry service to Pier 3/Ft. Mason is in
conflict with the city's General Plan, policy 2.4 on page 25, which refers to the City's
strong commitment to passive and water-oriented recreation, views, and habitat.
Throughout the General Plan, the area between Fort Mason and Fisherman's wharf
is consistently cited as one of the city's most valued recreational access locations.

Corr. ID: 151 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444156 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: While the EIS recognizes the historic and cultural
significance of Aquatic Park, it does not address the long-term negative impacts on
accessibility, water quality, and continued recreation to the area and its function as a
recreational and cultural resource. Here residents and visitors of all ages, from
multiple neighborhoods, gather to enjoy access to the Bay. This area has intense and
growing use by swimmers, rowers, runners, bicyclists, sea scouts, seniors (at the
Maritime Museum), and students from neighboring Galileo High School, Francisco
and Marina Middle School, and Yick Wo and Garfield Elementary schools, as well
as families. And of course tourists.

Corr. ID: 170 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444221 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This is a special area of the City front which is used by
rowers and swimmers. It now enjoys a slower pace as compared to the rest of the
City front which has the ferry and cruise ship traffic. It will change the area from a
more natural, slow paced setting to one of traffic, more wake, congestion and noise.

Corr. 1D: 171 Organization: Law & Mediation Office of

Comment ID: 444222 Sandra J. Bushmaker
Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: A massive ferry project inviting throngs of visitors is bad for
the successful pastoral site Fort Baker has become

Corr. ID: 214 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 444324 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
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Representative Quote: The waterfront area around Aquatic Park and Fort Mason
has been set aside by the United States Coast Guard for recreation (and is the only
such area in the San Francisco Bay). As a member of the South End Rowing Club, I
am currently able to swim in the San Francisco Bay, and my enjoyment of this
unique natural resource is not limited to Aquatic Park. I frequently swim outside the
boundaries of Aquatic Park, swimming west toward Crissy Field, or making other
long-distance swims to and/or from Alcatraz, or to/from other points along
waterfront. Waterfront swimming is also enjoyed by members of the Dolphin Club,
various triathlon clubs (such as the Golden Gate Triathlon Club, for which I was a
former swim director), and other Bay Area residents who otherwise only have access
to pool swimming. In addition, the San Francisco Bay is internationally renown as a
training ground for marathon swimmers from around the world.

Corr. ID: 225 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444333 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Relocating the traffic, bustle, and congestion associated
with the ferry to the more tranquil area of Fort Mason and the surrounding
residential neighborhoods would detract tremendously from the distinct character
and appeal of those places.

Corr. ID: 235 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444339 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This will adversely impact all recreational use in the waters
from Aquatic Park, and negatively impact water quality.

Corr. ID: 243 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444362 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: it would adversely impact the fort mason pier area as a
cultural and educational center available to all san francisco citizens,. ..

Corr. ID: 243 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444359 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: most significantly, it would extend the commercialization of
san francisco's northern shoreline.

Corr. ID: 244 Organization: Fort Mason Center

Comment ID: 444366 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The DEIS projects 7,790 visitors per day (2,843,000 per
year) visitors per year to the Pier 3 Alcatraz embarcation site. While the entire Fort
Mason Center currently attracts 1,200,000 visitors per year and Pier 3, 300,000
visitors per year to its permanent tenant spaces and the special uses (that
characterize Pier 3), we believe that those visitors would be not only vastly more but
quite different in character and intensity than the typical visitor to Alcatraz.

Pier 3 is used for such events as:

" Art, antique and design shows which attract exhibitors from nationwide
destinations, patrons who are generally from West coast locations, with a
preponderance from San Francisco and the Bay Area. These events typically have
and evening social gathering, and several days of day-time exhibits and lectures, and
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several days of load-in and load-out time. Patrons are overwhelmingly arrive by
private auto or taxi-type service.

" Company events, such as the recent Salesforce and Apple private conferences for
employees. Patrons tend to arrive by charter bus as well as private auto, and arrive
and depart at the same time.

" Wine tastings and other commercial events, in the evening, where patrons arrive by
private auto or taxi-type service, and arrive and depart over a short period of time.

Without attributing any value as to which is a better use pattern for Fort Mason,
gateway communities to National Parks are typically characterized by:

" Large number of families, arriving by private automobile. (San Francisco is of
course somewhat different in terms of use of group transit, with Alcatraz visitors
coming by local transit. However, the fact remains that there is a high percentage of
family visitors).

" Demand for extensive tourist-serving commercial, including food service venues at
many price points, tourist-serving souvenir shops of a variety of qualities, nearby
hotels and motels, and so on. Issues experienced by both the National Park Service
and by gateway communities are well known and documented. Since only a portion
of Pier 3 would be needed by the Park Service for the embarkation and educational
and interpretive retail activities, some of the more education, food service, and
commercial activities will undoubtedly occupy the remainder of Pier 3. And since
the Park Service owns and ultimately controls all of Fort Mason, they can control
surrounding land uses, despite what will undoubtedly be enormous economic
pressure to lease to additional tourist-serving uses.

As Fort Mason Centers lease prohibits such commercial uses in lower Fort Mason,
the lease and likely the mission of the Fort Mason Center would need to be re-
evaluated to make way for these tourist serving uses. Any such evaluation should
consider not only the placement of new services to serve Alcatraz tourists, but also
the displacement of the existing arts and cultural users of Fort Mason Center.

To the extent that this market demand is not satisfied on National Park Service
property there will be tremendous demand to satisfy this demand in the adjoining
city neighborhoods. Areas such as the Safeway, Laguna Street, Van Ness Avenue,
Chestnut Street, and Lombard Street, among others, can be expected to come under
intense economic and political pressure for development of additional tourist-
serving uses. While this is under the purview of the San Francisco Planning
Department and Planning Commission, and ultimately Board of Supervisors, and
not the NPS, it will be a subject of considerable public discussion and a lengthy
period of planning. There can be expected to be intense political pressure to
disallow these land use changes. Issues such as these may be expected to take a
number of years to resolve and could affect the timing and resolution of the EIS
should Pier 3 be selected.

We would suggest that minor impacts to land use be reworded to Major impacts on
Fort Mason proper and Possible major impacts on surrounding commercial streets

and areas.

Corr. ID: 248 Organization: South End Rowing Club
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Comment ID: 444467 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Fort Mason is between 2 parks where families come to relax
and enjoy the bay views. Adding an Alcatraz freeway kills the view and laid back feel
of the area.

Corr. ID: 250 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444460 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: We don't believe we need to increase commercialism in this
quaint park setting.

Corr. ID: 255 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444454 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Our swimmers and rowers go to Fort Mason and beyond
every day. The Alcatraz ferry terminal would make rowing and swimming very
difficult, not to mention turn the area into a Fisherman's Wharf extension.

Corr. ID: 260 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444445 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: The Pier 3 Fort Mason area is currently in an area that
supports outdoor sports activities for the public, sports groups, schools, sea scouts
and at least two historic clubs, the South End Rowing Club 1873 and the Dolphin
Club 1878. The Aquatic Park area and its surroundings are used for boating,
swimming, biking, running etc. by public. Encroachment of this open air park setting
by commercial interests is anti-environment and not in the best interests if providing
public space in which to enjoy the estuary.

Corr. ID: 266 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444433 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: the proposal to move ferry service to Pier 3/Ft. Mason is in
conflict with the city's General Plan, policy 2.4 on page 25, which refers to the City's
strong commitment to passive and water-oriented recreation, views, and habitat.
Throughout the General Plan, the area between Fort Mason and Fishennan's wharf
is consistently cited as one of the city's most valued recreational access locations.

Corr. ID: 274 Organization: Assembly California Legislature
Comment ID: 444409 Organization Type: State Government
Representative Quote: Moreover, this tourist traffic would alter the character of
the

neighborhood and negatively impact the quality of life of its residents.

58773
Should ferry service occur at Fort Mason, the Fort Mason Lease should be modified
to better reflect the property as a tourist destination.

Corr. ID: 244 Organization: Fort Mason Center
Comment ID: 444375 Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual

Representative Quote: FORT MASON CENTER LONG-TERM LEASE, p. 20

The objectives (of the lease) are to create and preserve a cultural, educational, and
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Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

recreation center, which reflects the unique history, talents, and interests of the
people of the Bay Area in partnership with the Park. This lease is relevant to the
Project because Pier 3 is currently used as an event space by the Fort Mason Center.

While the words cultural, educational, and recreation center might be used to
describe a heavily used tourist site such as any Alcatraz embarkation site, the way that
the National Park Service and the Fort Mason Center have interpreted cultural,
educational, and recreation center up to now is quite different in character from such
sites as Pier 31 or Pier 41. This is not to say that Lower Fort Mason, or Pier 3 and its
surrounding areas, could not be used as a tourist site, but that the National Park
Service and the Fort Mason Center would need to jointly reexamine how Fort Mason
Center is used, the kinds of institutions and activities it houses, the types of patrons it
serves, and the ways in which it creates and preserves the center. We suggest changing
the This lease is relevant sentence to something like the following:

This lease is relevant to the Project because Fort Mason Center is operated as an arts
and culture center. Pier 3 itself is currently used as an event space. Introduction of
2,843,000 tourists a year, passing through Fort Mason twice, might suggest a different
mix of uses in the entirety of Lower Fort Mason. In addition, today leasing of Pier 3
for events brings in $1,500,000 per year which subsidizes low rentals for a number of
other arts and cultural tenants at the Center.

54474

Ferry service and associated shuttle service to Fort Mason could alter the existing
character and/or use of nearby residential areas.

Corr.ID: 5 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 441819 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This is a residential area and it should stay that way.

Corr. ID: 15 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 442109 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The impact of this move on the local communtity can not be
over stated. it would negatively impact the peaceful enjoyment of the locals along
the Marina

Corr. ID: 30 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443323 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: New parking structures and new public transportation
would need to be introduced causing a further transformation of an established
neighborhood into a tourist zone.

Corr. ID: 30 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443322 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: An established residential neighborhood would be
transformed into another tourist attraction which would be more suitably be placed
in the Embarcadero/Pier 39/Fisherman's Wharf area of the city where tourists can
more easily access the ferry.

Corr. ID: 31 Organization: Not Specified
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Comment ID: 443326 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: I don't believe that the neighborhood around Fort Mason
can effectively handle the expected 1.5m visitors per/year. Traffic at the entrance of
fort mason is already congested, and moving this many tourists, who are already at
the commercial waterfront would dramatically impact the Marina neighborhood.

Corr. ID: 38 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443358 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Fort Mason is a residential neighborhood; Pier 39 is already
congested; so leave the Ferry alone.

Corr. 1D: 42 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443375 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The delicate balance between locals and tourists and their
ability to coexist year-round is something to be strongly protected. This city has
been fundamentally lauded and recognized for its unique neighborhoods, their
distinct borders and the ability to leave one and enter another easily and quickly
while keeping their differences from encroaching on the other. A proposal to move
the Alcatraz dock to Fort Mason would severely compromise the existing virtual
boundary that allows Marina residents and its visitors to feel protected from the foot
and vehicle traffic and general pollution which results from a concentrated tourist
presence near attractions such as Alcatraz.

Corr. 1D: 42 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443376 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: While the idea of keeping residential and tourism area
separate in all parts of the City is unrealistic and sometimes impossible, a conscious
effort to move the logistics of an attraction such as Alcatraz to now infiltrate a
residential neighborhood seems inconsiderate to the residents that call this city
home.

Corr. ID: 63 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443441 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: Don't turn SF into a mall, please keep families here.

Corr. ID: 105 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443550 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: By moving the Alcatraz attraction, you are talking about
moving thousands of visitors daily into a "residential neighborhood which shares
retailers, schools, parks, libraries, post offices, banks, medical care units, farmers
markets and an aging community in the marina -

Its one think for our visitors to explore the city on their own. Its another thing to
move a whole group of people to another location forcing them into a residential
area.

Corr. ID: 125 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443599 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: The neighborhood we share is very residential. It is not
equipped to handle the millions of visitors Alcatraz attracts each year. Further, the
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Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

Marina is a beautiful, park-like neighborhood, adjoining Crissy Field, the Presidio
and Fort Mason. Residents and visitors alike are often here due to the serene beauty
of the place. The additional street traffic and the additional services required to
support the huge amount of tourism that Alcatraz commands will ruin this.

Corr. 1D: 142 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444100 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: We chose to live where we do because of the neighborhood
feel and peaceful waterfront.

Corr. ID: 144 Organization: San Francisco Marina Harbor

Comment ID: 444111 Association
Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: Fort Mason serves the local community as a social
gathering, farmers market ; arts venue - the addition of the crowds; vendors drawn
by the Alcatraz ferry would completely change the complexion of the space,
something the city residents do not agree, and the neighborhoods infrastructure
could not withstand.

Corr. ID: 144 Organization: San Francisco Marina Harbor

Comment ID: 444110 Association
Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: Fort Mason is in a 'neighborhood' not an industrial or high
traffic transit tourist district, not suitable for the numbers of people and vehicle
traffic attracted to Alcatraz.

Organization: San Francisco Marina Harbor
Association

Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Commercial Marine use on the bay side would encroach on
recreational use. Moving commercial marine traffic to the Ft. Mason waterfront
would displace longtime recreational users of the area. Recreational boaters,
kayakers, kiteboarder, collegiate sailers, meaning people who have planned their
whole avocational lives around this stretch of waterfront, would be affected.

Corr. ID: 144
Comment ID: 444112

Corr. 1D: 195 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444310 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Aquatic Park is a rare gem and so unique to San Francisco!
Running the tram through it will disrupt the park activity and endanger those of us
who enjoy it on a regular basis as well as the numerous visitors to the city. It will also
change the complextion of the neighborhood that will not result in a better standard
of living in this already very expensive city.

54571

Ferry service at Fort Baker would eliminate the current fishing use and change the
nature of the site to a congested tourist destination.

Corr. ID: 76 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443469 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: By moving them to Fort Baker, it brings congestion and
ferry traffic west to an otherwise peaceful parts of the Bay.
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Corr. 1D: 172 Organization: Law & Mediation Office of

Comment ID: 444491 Sandra J. Bushmaker
Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: I am a former mayor of Sausalito. During my stuardship on
the Sausalito City Council, I was involved in the plan development of Fort Baker.
After extensive negotiation, litigation and more negotiations with the NPS, we selled
on a low impact project that presently exists. A massive ferry project inviting throngs
of visitors is bad for the successful pastoral site Fort Baker has become.

Corr. ID: 173 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444224 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The City is gravely concerned that the Fort Baker-San
Francisco leg of the Project foreshadows a significant increase in the intensity of use
at Fort Baker. Once having constructed a ferry landing at Fort Baker at considerable
cost, it is simply inevitable that pressure will mount for NPS to expand the service
from what is now described as "occasional special events" to "regular" ferry service
from Fort Baker to the San Francisco peninsula.

Indeed, the DEIS admits as much. The DEIS alludes to a staggering 100,000 annual
ferry passenger visits to Fort Baker as part of a "circular route that serves multiple
Park Service sites in the Bay." (Transportation and Circulation Study, p. 86.) In a
seemingly innocuous statement, but in reality a glaring admission, the DEIS sets a
baseline for noise at 14 ferry landings per day at Fort Baker resulting in 28 "events."
(DEIS, p. 345.)

Corr. ID: 218 Organization: Mayor, City of Sausalito
Comment ID: 447311 Organization Type: Town or City
Government

Representative Quote: The Fort Baker Ferry Landing Project component would,
we acknowledge, provide a new tourist amenity at Fort Baker. However, once fully
implemented with up to 14 ferry landings during peak days and 100,000 new visitors
annually, it will inevitably push aside the fishing use on the pier that is a notable
feature of the current Fort Baker Plan. This loss should be disclosed and its impacts
evaluated

RTNV100 - Resource Topic: Noise and Vibration

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

54480

Ferry service and associated shuttle service to Fort Mason could increase noise in

the area.

Corr. ID: 16 Comment ID: 442114 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Organization Type: Recreational Groups

Representative Quote: It would have a strong negative effect on the public

recreation area at Aquatic Park due to noise, and water quality issues such as

chemical pollution, and diesel odors.

Corr. 1D: 23 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 442849 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

A-41



APPENDIX A: SUMMARY OF CONCERN STATEMENTS AND PUBLIC COMMENTS

Representative Quote: Any large tourist vessel with increase the litter, oil spills,
noise, etc.

Corr. ID: 58 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443432 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Moving the ferries to this area would destroy the area with
the increase in people and cars and congestion and noise.

Corr. ID: 68 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443451 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The increase in Bay traffic near Aquatic Park and Ft. Mason
will degrade the quality of the view, the natural resources of these areas, and bring
noise, pollution, and congestion to both on the water and on land.

Corr. ID: 84 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443486 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Putting a train in so close to Aquatic Park would ruin this
pristine waterfront area by obstructing the view and creating congestion and noise.

Corr. ID: 141 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444098 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: It will greatly polute the area with petroluem, noise and
diminish the water quality.

Corr. ID: 243 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444361 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: it would bring thousands of people into a limited area where
the accompanying traffic congestion, noise and never ending arrival of tour buses
for pick up and delivery.

Corr. ID: 250 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 444461 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: The move to Pier 3 will create more noise, pollution,
congestion, decrease the value of our property.

Corr. ID: 257 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444452 Organization Type: Recreational Groups

Representative Quote: This move [to Pier 3] means more traffic, more pollution,
more crowds, and more noise in this historic area.

RTPS100 — Public Services and Utilities

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

58029

Public services and utilities relating to ferry service at Fort Baker should be further
analyzed.

Corr. ID: 218 Organization: Mayor, City of Sausalito
Comment ID: 444480 Organization Type: Town or City

Government
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Representative Quote: The public services and utilities section of the DEIS should
have evaluated the potential effects of the Fort Baker Ferry Service component on
power, solid waste collection and disposal, police services, emergency response
(including U.S. Coast Guard) and fire protection services, water treatment and
distribution, and wastewater collection using the proper baseline of 14 ferry landings
per day and 100,000 additional visitors via the ferry service.

RTRV100 - Resource Topic: Recreation

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:

Representative

Quote(s):

54516

Ferry service at Fort Mason could disrupt established water-based recreational
organizations, communities, and events, as well as existing land-based communities
in the surrounding area

Corr.ID: 6 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 441821 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: There are already historic boats and organizations such as
the Dolphin Club and the South End Rowing Club whose open water swimming and
boating activities that serve the public of San Francisco would be negatively affected
by the establishment of the Alcatraz ferry in the area

Corr. 1D: 48 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 443396 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Crowding a waterway with cross=current ferries belching
smoke, cutting off non polluting kayaks, row boats and flotillas of human swimmers
creates potential and dangerous disasters.

Corr. ID: 8 Organization: South Send Club
Comment ID: 441825 Organization Type: Recreational Groups

Representative Quote: The area is already full to capacity with aquatic related
events, from early spring through late fall.

Corr. ID: 12 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 442099 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The proposed National Park Service program to move the
anchorage for the Bay cruses ferry boats from its current location to Fort Mason
would be hideously disruptive to the Aquatic Park environment, both long time
residents as well as forcing a life style change for many city residents who daily use
boating and aquatic areas.

Corr. ID: 13 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 442102 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: What impact this has on the water quality for swimmers,
ability to row and kayak outside the cove ?

What's the impact on the historic South End and Dolphin Rowing Club clubs ?
Corr. ID: 16 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 442116 Organization Type: Recreational Groups

Representative Quote: There would be frequent right-of-way conflicts. Because of
the commercial traffic at Pier 41 and "fish alley" swimmers and rowers often choose
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to avoid plotting a course to the East of AP. The preferred course is to the West in
large part because of less traffic, and in large part because it's more scenic. Putting
another source of commercial traffic so close to AP to the West would create a very
small "box" in which we would be constrained.

Corr.1D: 18 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 442836 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: In truth aquatic park is just the jumping off place for many
swimmers and rowers heading to various parts of the bay and beyond. To introduce
regular boat traffic into Fort Mason would be the moral equivalent of amputating a
significant portion of aquatic park.

Corr.1D: 19 Organization: The Dolphin Club
Comment ID: 442838 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: As a swimmer and rower at the Dolphin Club I enjoy the
tranquility of Aquatic Park, which would be ruined by a trolly.

Corr. ID: 20 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 442843 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This move will significantly impact negatively two of the
oldest multi-generational institutions, the Dolphin Club and the South End rowing

club.
Corr. ID: 21 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 442844 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: The Dolphin and South End Rowing Clubs are two of the
few organizations in the entire Bay Area dedicated to swimming and rowing.

Many swimmers and rowers go to or past Fort Mason daily which would not be
possible if the Alcatraz Ferry Terminal was relocated there.

Corr. ID: 22 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 442845 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The boat traffic could be a nuisance, especially to rowers in
our club who frequently row out to the GG bridge from the Aquatic Park but also to
swimmers who make swims, depending on the tide, from Crisy Field, Yacht Harbor,
Couglin Beach, and even Gas House Cove back to the Aquatic Park on a regular

basis.
Corr. 1D: 29 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443315 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: significantly affect the residents of the Marina as well as
recreational users of the nearby paths for walking and biking

Corr. ID: 30 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443324 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The impact on recreational activities has been massively
underestimated. Swimmers training for cold water events would be severely
compromised. Aquatic Park and it's surrounding area has become training ground
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for swims including: English Channel, Catalina Channel, Strait of Gibraltar, North
Channel, Cook's Straight and more. The ferry traffic would limit swimming
opportunities out of the Aquatic Park cove and potentially introduce more pollution
into the part of the bay where most swimming occurs. The additional boat traffic
will have a major impact on rowers who also regularly train in this part of the bay.

Corr. 1D: 39 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443365 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: if the GGNRA runs a train line thru Aquatic Park and moves
to P 3, it will likely sign the death warrant for the SERC and Dolphin clubs.

Corr. 1D: 40 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443366 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: There are numerous swim events between Alcatraz and
Aquatic Park that would be directly disrupted by ferry service along this new
proposed route.

Corr. ID: 41 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443371 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: There will be significant impact on recreational use of the
waters near Fort Mason and Aquatic Park if the Alcatraz Ferry moves from its
current location, Pier 33 1/2.

Corr. 1D: 43 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443378 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: As a swimmer, who frequently swims in the area, the boat
traffic will severely curtail my ability to enjoy that waterfront.

Corr. 1D: 44 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443383 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: My club, the Dolphin Club, and it's sister club the South
End, have enjoyed recreational swimming in and around Aquatic Park for well over
100 years.

Corr. 1D: 44 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443384 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Swimmers can be found in and around Aquatic Park every
hour of the day, every year, and that includes the waters around Fort Mason.
Locating your ferry services next door is likely to impact us significantly.

Corr. 1D: 45 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443387 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: On page xix, the "Pier 3" alternative lists "and no impacts
on

recreational boating or swimming". This is unrealistic, based on the site's proximity
to Aquatic Park (a swimming, paddleboard, kayak, rowboat) home base.

Corr. 1D: 45 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443388 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
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Representative Quote: The ferry services are currently quite respectful and
cooperative with maintaining communication and safety when overlapping with
organized swims and rows both along the shoreline and cross-channel. Wherever
the ferry embarkation point is decided, I hope this respectful and cooperative
relationship can continue. I am concerned that the overlap of the Aquatic Park
recreational area to the busy ferry embarkation point at Pier 3 would lead to more
conflicts between the ferries and recreational users of the Bay. Currently there is a
clear dividing line between Ferries starting from Pier 41 down to the Ferry building,
and recreational small craft users and swimmers to the West of Hyde St. Pier. There
would be less overall impact if the Ferry embarkation point were kept to the East of
Hyde St. Pier.

Corr. 1D: 46 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443390 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Also, installing a train to run along the edge of Aquatic park,
will overrun the area, ruin the aesthetics of this beautiful area, and make swimming
more difficult and less desirable.

Right now Aquatic Park, and this section of SF Bay, is a very important place for an
open water swimming community that is worldwide.

Corr. ID: 46 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443389 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This area of SF Bay, with it's unique and historic swimming
community, will be forever altered from a world class destination for open water
swimming- to being a sideshow for Alcatraz sightseeing business.

Corr. ID: 49 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443403 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Page 24 of the EIS states that "recreation” wan an impact
topic selected for detailed analysis however, nowhere in the report is the detailed
analysis or, the outcomes of that analysis provided. I do believe that analysis is
required before considering Lower Fort Mason as a viable location for the ferry
embarkation location.

Corr. ID: 50 Organization: North Beach Resident
Comment ID: 447293 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Negative impact on Aquatic Park: This area is heavily used
by cyclists, runners, pedestrians, water users and others because it is a park-like
environment protected from vehicular traffic. Re-introducing rail traffic through
this area constitutes urbanization of park land, to the detriment of current use

patterns.
Corr. ID: 51 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443412 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: Swimmers and rowers regularly traverse the waterway
between the St. Francis Yacht Club and Aquatic Park. Increasing traffic by adding a
ferry service would pose problems for everyone using the waterfront.

Corr. ID: 56 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443427 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
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Representative Quote: It will impede the recreational activities that go on in that
area.

Corr. ID: 60 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443435 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Your EIS was incorrect in its finding that Bay swimmers are
confined to Aquatic Park. In fact, we commonly swim along the shoreline between
Crissy Field and Aquatic Park; as well as from Alcatraz to Aquatic Park

Corr. ID: 60 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443437 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Moving the ferry docking location in San Francisco
represents a huge blow to the established community of open-water swimmers in
San Francisco.

Corr. ID: 64 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443442 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: If the ferry routes are chhanged, I and many other people
will not be able to swim in this race, which would be incredibly disappointing. I'm
asking that you please consider that re-routing the ferries to interfere with the race
course would be a loss for not only swimmers, but for the city as a whole, since the
swim from Alcatraz to San Francisco is something that makes this city special.

Corr. ID: 67 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 447294 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Aquatic Park has been a place of solace for many offering a
safe enclosed area in which to swim and get away from it all while keeping the body
whole.

Corr. ID: 71 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443459 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This would ruin aquatic park and the recreation area for so
many as well as taking business from fishermans wharf and directing it to a
residential area.

Corr. I1D: 72 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443461 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: If you continue with this development then what is seen as
one of the few remaining big swimming challenges will be destroyed.

Corr.1D: 73 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443462 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: I believe this ferry change will mess up our swim area which
is disappointing! Please keep boat/ferry traffic out of the swim "lane"to Alcatraz.

Corr. ID: 74 Organization: Self/ waterworld/ swim art
Comment ID: 443463 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individua

Representative Quote: I swim with Pedro every year and would like to continue to
swim to Alcatraz, and around that area without the danger of ferry traffic.
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Corr. ID: 76 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443470 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The area from Fisherman's Wharf (Aquatic Park) west to
the Presidio is one of the most peaceful and natural parts of the city's waterfront. By
moving the ferries to Fort Baker, it effectively ruins that area including Aquatic Park
which is a sanctuary for kayakers, paddle boarders, and swimmers.

Corr. ID: 78 Organization: World Water Swim

Comment ID: 443471 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The location at Fort Mason will increase the congestion in
that area and aquatic park where I swim.

Corr. ID: 81 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 443475 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Moving such a significant amount of tourist activity via tram
service through Aquatic Park to Fort Mason will greatly restrict our access to and
enjoyment of Aquatic Park for swimming and boating.

Corr. ID: 82 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443477 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Aquatic park would no longer be attractive for recreational
swimming due to the huge new traffic flow from Fisherman's Wharf to Ft. Mason.

Corr. ID: 84 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443487 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: A train would also undermine two of the oldest
multigenerational institutions of San Francisco, the Dolphin Club and the South End
Rowing Club, by making them highly inaccessible.

Corr. ID: 85 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443489 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: I am often asked by tourist from around the world about the
swimming opportunity, the swim from Alcatraz is recognized worldwide and is a
serious attraction that should be protected.

Corr. 1D: 90 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443496 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: The history of this area for recreation goes back to at least
1877, with the birth of the swimming and rowing clubs that still exist. It would be an
end to these amazing water events, the historic boatbuilding, the human health and
well-being, and the news (great publicity for SF Bay) that is fostered if the ferry starts
to overtake the beloved nature of the area. The swimmers bring world attention to
our SF Bay's water health as well. We fight for it through our sister organizations,
such as Baykeeper and MARE. We also note while out on and in the water a large
population of sea mammals.

Corr. 1D: 91 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443499 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
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Representative Quote: Since we have very few entry points to the water, such as
aquatic park, the proximity to Fort Mason would mean that the congestion and
traffic would further undermine our ability to use aquatic park for recreational
purposes.

Corr. 1D: 92 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443503 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Runners and cyclists frequently pass through Fort Mason to
Aquatic Park and run along the old tracks in front of the bleachers. Reinstating this
tourist route will displace many who use this space.

Corr. 1D: 92 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443501 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Moving the ferries will disrupt the flow of local life at Fort
Mason and Aquatic Park. Local clubs that will be affected include: The Dolphin
Club, South End Rowing Club, Water World Swim, and Swim Art. Each of the
aforementioned clubs offer swims to residents of San Francisco as well as triathletes
and open-water swimmers from around the world. Aquatic Park is home to all of
these clubs and their hundreds of members.

Corr. ID: 100 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443524 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: It will make it extremely congested and Bay Area locals will
no longer have a place they feel comfortable with open water swimming when the
tourists, traffic congestion, and worst of all, more garbage gets in the way.

Corr. ID: 102 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443534 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Impacts to Gashouse Cove tenants from swell, traffic,
parking, increased visitors, use of bathrooms, impact on Marina Green, a San
Francisco City park, are all not addressed in the DEIR.

Corr. ID: 104 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443540 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Impacts to boating use are not addressed, especially
recreational boater who have long used this area which is well away from shipping
channels, ferries and cruise ships. When I row the bay, in this area I see many others
- swimmers, sailers, paddle boarders, etc. The traffice and swells created would
change all their experience and safety, for the worse.

Corr. ID: 107 Organization:

Comment ID: 443554 http://www.itsnotaboutswimming.com/
Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: Moving the ferry service will have a massive impact on the

swimming community not only in the San Francisco Bay but also internationally.

Corr. ID: 107 Organization:
Comment ID: 443553 http://www.itsnotaboutswimming.com/
Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
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Representative Quote: The South End Rowing Club sits on historic (1873) training
grounds for marathon swimming. Moving the ferry service to an area traditionally
reserved for recreation would impair the clubs ability to use that area of the bay.
This would be an irreplaceable loss to our sport of open water swimming.

Corr. ID: 108 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443555 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: A Ferry Move to Fort Mason will eliminate many of the
training swims that are necessary before going over to Dover.

Corr. ID: 109 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443557 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The South End Rowing Club sits on historic (1873) training
grounds for marathon swimming. Moving the ferry service to an area traditionally
reserved for recreation would impair the club's ability to use that area of the bay.
This would be an irreplaceable loss to our sport of open water swimming.

Corr. ID: 109 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443558 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Many of the best marathon swimmers in the world fly to
San Francisco just to train in the bay area to get their bodies acclimatised to the cool
waters.

I have been training in the San Francisco Bay, with the South End Rowing Club for
over 6 years and hope to do so for many years to come. [ have had numerous
international open water swimmers come to San Francisco to train at our fabulous
club and in our welcoming waters. Your ferry service would seriously impair our
training!

Moving the ferry service will have a massive impact on the swimming community
not only in the San Francisco Bay but also internationally.

Corr. ID: 110 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443559 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This area, this microcosm of the Bay, is a sanctuary for open
water swimming and training for the international swimming community. This area
is a famous and popular destination for world-class swimmers, their families and the
whole swimming culture. Commercial ferry service would destroy it.

Corr. ID: 110 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443560 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The Fort Mason and Aquatic Park area is a real and growing
destination spot for the swimming world.

Corr. ID: 112 Organization: south end rowing club
Comment ID: 443562 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: would interfere with a subculture of open water swimmers,
rowers and boater that have long existed since 1873. The history of open water
swimming in this location has drawn swimmers from all over the US and world to
experience the uniqueness of history that the SERC and Dolphin Club offer. There
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is nothing like the training ground and swimming opportunities that exist in the
launching from Aquatic Park. This has become an institution for open water
swimming for those that want to train for the classic, timeless swim, the English
Channel.

Corr. 1D: 112 Organization: south end rowing club
Comment ID: 443563 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: I have traveled the world and have recognized the SF Bay
area open water opportunities are so special and unique because of the
configuration of usability of Aquatic Park, the clubs(SERC and Dolphin) and the
accessability for training many, many miles, just by walking from the club, to the
beach to the water and going left to open ocean, across to alcatraz and marin, to the
right, around SF perimeter.

Corr.ID: 113 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443564 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The South End Rowing Club sits on historic (1873) training
grounds for marathon swimming. Moving the ferry service to an area traditionally
reserved for recreation would impair the clubs ability to use that area of the bay.
This would be an irreplaceable loss to our sport of open water swimming. Being the
English Channel World Record holder, I know first-hand the amount of training
that is needed to prepare for a marathon swim. Many of the best marathon
swimmers in the world fly to San Francisco just to swim in the bay area to get their
bodies acclimatised to the cool waters.

Corr.ID: 113 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443565 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Moving the ferry service will have a massive impact on the
swimming community not only in the San Francisco Bay but also internationally.

Corr. ID: 114 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443566 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Both the Dolphin Club and South End Rowing club are
located in this area and would greatly suffer from the ferry at Ft Mason. Both clubs
are important historic corner stones in both the rowing and swimming world.

Corr. ID: 114 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443567 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: Aquatic park is internationally recognized as training
grounds for English channel swimmers.

Corr. ID: 114 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443568 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: These swims would not have been possible without the
swimming opportunities, possibilities and community of the South End Rowing
Club. Ferry traffic at Fort Mason would destroy all that.
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Corr. ID: 117 Organization: South End Rowing Club / Santa

Comment ID: 443581 Cruz Masters Aquatics
Organization Type: Recreational Groups

Representative Quote: As a member of the South End Rowing Club and a regular
swimmer in San Francisco Bay, the ferries leaving from Ft. Mason would certainly
interfere with the swims that I and other club members do. We have regularly
scheduled year-round club swims with anywhere from 25 to 100 swimmers that
would be impacted by ferries crossing through the path of the swim. Ferry routes
would no doubt cross the path of our swims that happen between Alcatraz and
Aquatic Park as well as our swims from the Kirby Cove/ Ft. Point areas to Aquatic
Park. Our history of swims in the Bay go back 100 years and, with this change in
ferry service location, there is certainly potential to bring to an end many of these
long-established swims.

Corr. ID: 118 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443585 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: I believe that moving Alcatraz embarkation to Fort Mason
would vastly change the character of the current waterfront as it exists now.
Currently the area from Aquatic Park and west is a beautiful and relatively quiet area
of the waterfront where enjoyment of other water activities, such as rowing, sailing,
swimming and fishing can take place. The addition of larger boats would make all of
these activities far less possible and less safe.

Corr. ID: 119 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 447295 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The big boats used for Alcatraz embarkation would change
the character of this part of the bay. Currently, west of the municipal pier is used
exclusively by smaller boats (primarily sailing), swimmers, rowers, strollers and
people fishing. It is far different than the bustling port activities to the east of this
location. It is critically important to leave an area of the bay front which is of a
quieter character, and the environs of Fort Mason currently serve that purpose

extremely well.
Corr. ID: 121 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443593 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: I use to swim and kayak there and a ferry would greatly
hinder those activities.

Corr. 1D: 123 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443595 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Fort Mason is within the top-notch open water swim
geography that exists nowhere else on the globe. All different variety and skills of
swimmers train daily at Fort Mason. San Francisco Bay swimming at Aquatic Park is
a "start-up enterprise."

Corr. ID: 127 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443601 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: Due to climate, location, and ease of putting together a
multi-hour swim, San Francisco is an epicenter of marathon swimming. People from
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around the globe come here to train for marathon swims. Moving the Alcatraz
Island ferry service will severely impact the ability of many swimmers to put together
those long training swims.

Corr. ID: 127 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443602 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: But this wouldn't just impact people doing long swims - it
would impact all of the swimmers, rowers, and open water community that take
advantage of swimming in and around Aquatic Park. Bay swimming and rowing are
some of the few things that people can do these days to get back to nature.

Corr. ID: 129 Organization: Lane Lines to Shore Lines LLC
Comment ID: 444034 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Not only would members of the Dolphin and South End
Rowing Club be negatively impacted by their daily out of [Aquatic} Cove swims but
other smaller entrepreneurs such as myself would be negatively impacted. I
currently offer small privately escorted swims from Alcatraz back to Aquatic Park
and Fort Mason (www.LaneLinesToShoreLines.com)and don't relish the thought
of playing dodge with a large ferry on my crossings. And as the former race director
for the Alcatraz Challenge Aquathlon and Swim (1998-2009) I can only envision the
mayhem that would be caused with a relocated ferry negotiating around 750
swimmers AND my event was one of the smaller Alcatraz swims. The Escape from
Alcatraz Triathlon puts 2,000 swimmers in the water at Alcatraz and they swim back
to shore in front of Ft. Mason to the St. Francis Yacht Club.

Corr. ID: 130 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444038 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: In Fact relocating the Ferry would have significant
detrimental affects of boating and swimming activities in the Bay.

Corr. 1D: 131 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444049 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Aquatic Cove is not only the home to two historic
swimming clubs, the Dolphin Club, and the South End Rowing Club (est. 1873) of
which I am a member - the important point here is it is the starting point for
countless training swims for world class open water swimmers. The swimmers don't
only swim in the cove, of course - swims originate there and end there, but cross the
channels to all parts of the Bay, as swimmers need long distances when training for a
marathon swim.

Corr. ID: 131 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444056 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: I believe the movement of the business from Fisherman's
Wharf to Fort Mason would, effectively, kill the two iconic clubs on Aquatic Park-
(clubs, by the way, which are not exclusive, but which allow public access each day
and which charge nominal amounts for membership.)

Corr. ID: 132 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444076 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
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Representative Quote: The community if swimmers, from beginners to champions
swim here daily and with this ferry move this tradition would be lost with devistating
impact on the open water swimming community.

Corr. 1D: 133 Organization: Frog Mom

Comment ID: 444083 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: To relocate the ferry terminal to Fort Mason would severely
impact recreational swimming at Aquatic Park but it would also impact the San
Francisco Children's Outdoor Bill of Rights
(http://www.sfparksalliance.org/news/4046/childrens-outdoor-bill-rights-
endorsed-rec-park-commission). This bill provides essential rights for children who
grow up in the bay area and one of those is "splash in an ocean or a bay." Given its
central location and public transit access, Aquatic Park is a popular venue for kids
who want to dip their toes in the Bay. It is also the training ground for the San
Francisco Sea Scouts (http://corsair-viking.org/map/), a great way for children to
learn to love and explore our blue planet.

Corr. 1D: 134 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444085 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: As a member of the 1400-member San Francisco Dolphin
Club, located in Aquatic Park, I have the opportunity to row and swim and thrive in
the waters in question. The relocation of the Ferry Service to Fort Mason, Pier 3,
with an additional berth between Piers 1 and 2, would significantly impact our
boating and swimming.

Corr. ID: 135 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444086 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: come to San Francisco regularly to enjoy Aquatuc Park and
train for, and participate in, open water swimming events. San Francisco Bay is one
of the most iconic spots in the world for suche events, ans I know many people whi
come to San Francisco and spend tourist dollars for this purpose.

Corr. ID: 136 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444087 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Aquatic Park and the Bay ate regarded as one of the top 10
open water swimming spots in the world. The Dolphin Club and the South End
Rowing Club serve as hosts to the world of marathon swimmers looking to gain cold
water swimming experience. Also domestically Aquatic Park is considered the best
place to travel to to swim qualifying swims for the Triple Crown of Marathon
Swimming, the English Channel, Catalina Channel and the Manhattan Island
Marathon Swim.

Stationing the ferry at Ft. Mason would negatively impact a wide variety or
triathlons, rowing and swimming competitions.

Corr. ID: 139 Organization: Vancouver Open Water Swim

Comment ID: 444089 Associatio
Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: I have routinely come down in the mornings early and
signed in at the rowing club and enjoyed the early morning swims. Many of our
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(VOWSA) members have also done this over the last 20 years. It would be an
absolute shame to have to share Aquatic Park with ferry boats. We are smaller and
would have a hard time being noticed beside a ferry.

Corr. ID: 140 Organization: BATC Baltimore Area Triathlon

Comment ID: 444090 Club
Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: I felt like a welcome member of San Francisco and was able
to see the City from a view only available from an expensive boat ride or ferry
service. The sheer beauty of Aquatic Park and the access to swimmers from around
the world created the kind of transcendental experience that I haven't stopped
talking about and that I yearn to repeat.

Corr. 1D: 141 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444095 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The proposed move of the Ferry Service to Fort Mason will
greatly disrupt the non motorized activities in Aquatic Park and points west.

Corr. ID: 143 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444108 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: The training conditions found in the San Francisco create a
unique training ground for open water swimmers that attracts athletes from all over
the world to train to swim across the English Channel, and other great waterways of
the world.

Corr. 1D: 143 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444104 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: If the National Park Service changes the ferry service to the
Fort Mason area, that route will cross an area traditionally reserved for swimming
and the South End Rowing Club and the Dolphin Club at Aquatic Park will be
irreparably harmed.

Corr. 1D: 143 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444105 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: The South End Rowing Club and the Dolphin Club are
strongly connected to San Francisco Bay and Alcatraz Island. The South End
Rowing Club established in 1873 and the Dolphin Club established in 1877, are two
of the greatest traditions of San Francisco Bay, and the people who are members of
both athletic clubs are part of the heart and soul of San Francisco.

Corr. ID: 145 Organization: SF Marina Harbor Association
Comment ID: 444143 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The consultant obviously failed to visit on weekends when
recreational swimmers and paddlers seek current relief along the shore, and the race
committees of various Bay Area clubs start and finish regattas right off those piers,
and the Ft. Mason Buoy is used as a turning point for many races. None of this
activity was mentioned in the consultant's report to NPS.

Corr. ID: 145 Organization: SF Marina Harbor Association
Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
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Comment ID: 444144

Representative Quote: Ferries would also be cutting across the path of boaters
entering and leaving SF Marina East Harbor, affecting both berth holders and
transients seeking fuel at the City Yachts Gas Dock. Ferry traffic at Ft. Mason would
also affect kayakers and other paddlers whose rights to safe passage would be
affected - see the State of California Bay Area Water Trail Act (Legislation AB 1296)
signed by the governor on September 22, 2005.

Corr. ID: 145 Organization: SF Marina Harbor Association
Comment ID: 444147 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The NPS should undertake a Supplemental EIS to
thoroughly investigate the impacts on the current and projected recreational use by
boaters, paddlers and swimmers of the Pier 3 Alternative and Special Ferry Services,
and have a full public comment period thereafter.

Corr. ID: 145 Organization: SF Marina Harbor Association
Comment ID: 444142 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: In reality, Alcatraz ferry service and/or special ferry services
from Piers 1- 3 would create new traffic lanes that cut right through the close-to-
shore areas frequented by the 15 San Francisco area high school sailing teams that
race there on weekends, and that practice in front of Ft. Mason Mondays through
Fridays from 330 pm to 7 pm

Corr. ID: 146 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444148 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: To move the ferry service right in the area they and the
Dolphin Club next door have historically use for swimming would destroy the
dreams, hopes and enjoyment of many marathon swimmers and indeed affect the
marathon swimming community worldwide.

Corr. ID: 147 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444149 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The proposed new ferry terminal at Fort Mason will destroy
an outdoor life and beloved culture that is true to San Francisco and California, not
to mention destroying the natural 'quiet’ beauty that thousands enjoy along this part
of the Bay coast.

Corr. 1D: 148 Organization: J105 Class Fleet 1

Comment ID: 444150 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: I would ask that the DEIS be amended to include a study of
disruption to recreational users of the Bay near Pier 3; sailors, kayakers, swimmers,
paddle boats, canoes, etc.

Corr. ID: 149 Organization: self
Comment ID: 444151 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: Locating a ferry at this pier appears to require restricted
zones adjacent to Fort Mason and would present unsafe commercial ferry traffic,
which would be detrimental to use of the water near the pier for me as well as many,
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many other boaters (often small dinghies sailed by children) and swimmers who
actively use that area of water.

Corr. ID: 151 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 447296 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: While the EIS recognizes the historic and cultural
significance of Aquatic Park, it does not address the long-term negative impacts on
accessibility, water quality, and continued recreation to the area and its function as a
recreational and cultural resource. Here residents and visitors of all ages, from
multiple neighborhoods, gather to enjoy access to the Bay. This area has intense and
growing use by swimmers, rowers, runners, bicyclists, sea scouts, seniors (at the
Maritime Museum), and students from neighboring Galileo High School, Francisco
and Marina Middle School, and Yick Wo and Garfield Elementary schools, as well
as families. And of course tourists.

Corr. ID: 151 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444159 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The EIS fails to recognize that recreational swimming and
rowing are not limited to the waters of Aquatic Park Cove. In fact, the entire area
between Fisherman's Wharf and Yacht Harbor to the west of Fort Mason provides a
critical recreation area to a growing number of open water swimmers and
recreational rowers, kayakers, paddleboarders and boaters based out of Aquatic
Park. Recreational usage continues to grow each year and users are swimming and
rowing all year round.

Corr. ID: 151 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444154 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: I believe that the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
submitted with the proposal is incorrect in some areas and incomplete in addressing
major areas of concern as related to recreational activities in the area, namely
recreational boating and the growing sport of open water swimming, and potential
impacts to the degrading Municipal Pier.

Corr. ID: 151 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444160 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The Dolphin Swimming and Boating Club (established at
Aquatic Park in 1878) currently supports an active member base of roughly 1,400
members and has been adding 15 - 30 new members each month for the past several
years. The South End Rowing Club has a highly active base of 1,000 recreational Bay
users and membership is also growing. Together, these clubs host more than 50
organized competitive swims and/or rows each year. Each swim has roughly 60-90
participants plus accompanying pilot rowboats, kayaks, paddleboards and
motorized craft. For example, the Dolphin Club has several annual swims from Gas
House Cove, Yacht Harbor, and Coghlan Beach (Wave Organ beach), all west of Ft.
Mason, back to Aquatic Park. There are also many additional swims that are private
outings or large ones organized by other groups, such as the Leukemia &
Lymphoma Society's Team In Training, The San Francisco Triathlon Club, The
Golden Gate Triathlon Club, and Water World Swim, which actively use the waters
between west of Lower Fort Mason and Fisherman's Wharf to recreate.
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Alcatraz swims: Currently swimmers enjoy the safety and security of recreating west
of the ferry service traffic lanes. The swim from Alcatraz to San Francisco is world
renowned. Some 5,000 swimmers travel here each year to participate in large
organized swims. In addition, both clubs have several Alcatraz swims each year and
host numerous private swims from the island to Aquatic Park. These occur year

round.
Corr. ID: 152 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 444169 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: The Washington, DC-based consultant hired by NPS failed
to evaluate the impact on boaters, paddlers, kayakers, and swimmers. In fact, on
DEIS pages 78 and 213, it erroneously asserts that the Pier 3 Alternative will have
"no impacts on recreational boating or swimming." It came to this conclusion by
narrowly examining the fact that boaters, paddlers and swimmers do not touch the
shore at Ft. Mason. It ignored the area right outside, to the West.

Corr. ID: 158 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444181 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The DEIS completely ignores the issue of swimmers in the
Fort Mason area as well as the impact on other maritime recreational activities.

Corr. ID: 158 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444179 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Doing so would negatively impact public recreational
activities in the vicinity of Fort Mason and Aquatic Park.

Corr. ID: 159 Organization: Dolphin Club
Comment ID: 444184 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: The number of new members that join the Dolphin Club for
open water swimming and rowing has been increasing heavily in the last few years
and the fact that our 1500 members' club is just one of the clubs that utilize the
Aquatic park cove and outside area for recreation hopefully gives you an estimate of
how big an adverse effect this can have on the community.

Corr. ID: 161 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444199 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Impact the crumbling pier and swimming around the
area.....which has been done for more than 120 years.

Corr. ID: 164 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444204 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This would be a major disruption to frequent swims that I
participate in along the shore in front of Fort Mason.

Corr. ID: 165 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444205 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: It would impact the use of hundreds of pleasure boaters
who are already doging the exisitng ferry service.

A-58



Appendix A: Summary of Concern Statements and Public Comments

Corr. ID: 165 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444206 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The ferries travel very fast and as commercial vessels on a
schedule have little regard for conventional nautical rules of the road.

Corr. ID: 165 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444207 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Their signinficant wake impacts the smaller vessels
adversely.

Kayaking and sailing are eco-friendly ways to enjoy SF Bay and would be most
affected.

Corr. ID: 167 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444217 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: - the apparent lack of awareness by the DEIR consultants of
the intense use of the bay waters for more than a century by swimmers, rowers,
anglers and sailors.

Corr. ID: 168 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444220 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: And don't disrespect the swimming and paddling that take
place all around Ft. Mason. The failure of your EIS to take into account the
extensive current and historic use of the surrounding waters for recreational
purposes is offensive, whether intentional or a result of failure to do a thorough job.

Corr.1D: 174 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444225 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This location would severely negatively affect bay
swimming, rowing, sailing races and sailing practice for many local students, extend
heavy waterfront tourism from Fishermans Wharf into the Marina district, and
raises serious questions about the effects on water quality and the acceleration of the
structural deterioration of Muni Pier.

Corr.1D: 174 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444227 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: I believe that the authors of the EIS did not fully investigate
the intensive recreational use of the area surrounding Fort Mason, that the proposed
site of Pier 3/Lower Ft. Mason will have significant long-term negative effects on
water-based recreation, especially swimming; expose the NPS to greater liability;
and is in conflict with some of its own stated goals and those of the San Francisco
General Plan.

Corr. 1D: 176 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444243 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: There is too much congestion in the City and the
waterfront. I find it very difficult these days to penetrate San Francisco for a simple
row or swim. Why would I want to encourage even more density to fisherman's
wharf or more ferry traffic on the bay.
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Corr. 1D: 176 ganization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444242 ganization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Why hasn't park planning/NPS included the two historic
swimming and boating clubs in the assessment? We are stakeholders. We are
guardians of the bay. After reading the Alcatraz Ferry Embarkation Draft EIS _
February 2015 I did a word search for Dolphin Club and South-End Rowing Club. I

received NO HITS.
Corr. ID: 182 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 444260 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: This location would severely negatively affect bay
swimming, rowing, sailing races and sailing practice for many local students, extend
heavy waterfront tourism from Fishermans Wharf into the Marina district, and
raises serious questions about the effects on water quality and the acceleration of the
structural deterioration of Muni Pier.-

Corr. ID: 184 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444276 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This location would severely negatively affect bay
swimming, rowing, sailing races and sailing practice for many local students, extend
heavy waterfront tourism from Fishermans Wharf into the Marina district, and
raises serious questions about the effects on water quality and the acceleration of the
structural deterioration of Muni Pier.

Corr. ID: 186 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444292 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The failure of your EIS to take into account the extensive
current and historic use of the surrounding waters for recreational purposes is
offensive, whether intentional or a result of failure to do a thorough job.

Corr. ID: 191 Organization: SERC

Comment ID: 444299 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: While the DEIS appears to consider the San Francisco Bay
to be a busy environment for recreational activities, it neglects to consider the
distributional effects that would be created by moving ferry service to Pier 3 in Fort
Mason. More specifically, the DEIS fails to consider that SERC members and other
individuals using the San Francisco Bay for recreation frequently do so in the area
that would be traversed by Alcatraz ferry service - an area that has been set aside by
the United States Coast Guard for recreation (and indeed is the only area so
designated in the San Francisco Bay). As a consequence of these omissions, the DEIS
does not take the requisite "hard look" at impacts on recreation associated with the
Pier 3 Alternative.

Indeed, as a SERC member, I am currently able to engage in swimming activities on
the San Francisco Bay in a manner that I would not otherwise be able to participate.
SERC ensures that my activities are not limited to Aquatic Park. I swim 4 times a
week outside the boundaries of Aquatic Park, often swimming west from Aquatic
Park towards Crissy Field and the Golden Gate Bridge. Indeed, this part of the San
Francisco Bay is internationally renowned for its importance to, and development

A-60



Appendix A: Summary of Concern Statements and Public Comments

of, open water swimming. Specifically, SERC grants me access and the ability to
participate in morning swims all year long, support other swimmers training for big
world class marathon swims. These activities are not limited to Aquatic Park.

If the ferry service is moved to Pier 3 in Fort Mason, the NPS would be introducing a
significant quantity of regular and frequent ferry traffic directly into the path where I
and other club members often swim and row. If such ferry service is introduced, my
ability to use the San Francisco Bay for recreational opportunities, including open
water swim training, would be severely impaired, as such activities would become
extremely dangerous. In addition, the nature of the recreational opportunities
would be altered by the introduction of commercial operations that will create
waves and other obstacles for swimmers and rowers. The DEIS does not even
attempt to consider the impacts additional ferry service in this portion of the
waterfront would have on recreational opportunities and omits critical details about
the requirements of the historic operations at Fort Mason; in particular, the fact that
the port required a wave attenuator when the military conducted regular operations
at that location.

Corr. 1D: 192 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444304 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The DEIS determines, in a cursory fashion, that there will
be "no impact" to recreational opportunities. While the DEIS appears to consider
the San Francisco Bay to be a busy environment for recreational activities, it neglects
to consider the distributional effects that would be created by moving ferry service
to Pier 3 in Fort Mason. More specifically, the DEIS fails to consider that SERC
members and other individuals using the San Francisco Bay for recreation quite
frequently do so in the area that would be traversed by Alcatraz ferry service - an
area that has been set aside by the United States Coast Guard for recreation (and
indeed is the only area so designated in the San Francisco Bay). Given these
omissions, the DEIS does *not* take the requisite "hard look" at impacts on
recreation associated with the Pier 3 Alternative.

As a SERC member, I am currently able to engage in swimming activities in the San
Francisco Bay that I would not be able to otherwise. SERC ensures that my activities
are not limited to Aquatic Park. I swim outside the boundaries of Aquatic Park
approx. three to four times a week, sometimes more, and on many of these swims, I
and my co-swimmers head west from Aquatic Park towards Crissy Field and the
Golden Gate Bridge. This part of the San Francisco Bay is internationally renowned
for its importance to, and development of, open water swimming. SERC grants me
access and the ability to participate in regular morning swims and long-distance
swims from Alcatraz or elsewhere along the northern San Francisco waterfront.
These activities are most definitely not limited to Aquatic Park. In fact, I would say
that most SERC swimmers conduct most of their swims *outside* of Aquatic Park- -
this certainly seems to be the general preference among the majority of the members
I've interacted with.

Corr. ID: 196 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444382 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The DEIS determines, in a cursory fashion, that there will
be "no impact" to recreational opportunities. While the DEIS appears to consider
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the San Francisco Bay to be a busy environment for recreational activities, it neglects
to consider the distributional effects that would be created by moving ferry service
to Pier 3 in Fort Mason. More specifically, the DEIS fails to consider that SERC
members and many other recreational groups who use the San Francisco Bay for
recreation frequently do so in the area that would be traversed by Alcatraz ferry
service - an area that has been set aside by the United States Coast Guard for
recreation (and indeed is the only area so designated in the San Francisco Bay). As a
consequence of these omissions, the DEIS does not take the requisite "hard look" at
impacts on recreation associated with the Pier 3 Alternative.

Indeed, as a SERC member, I am currently able to engage in activities on the San
Francisco Bay in a manner that I would not otherwise be able to participate. SERC
ensures that my activities are not limited to Aquatic Park. I frequently swim and
pilot/escort other swimmers outside the boundaries of Aquatic Park, often west
from Aquatic Park towards Crissy Field and the Golden Gate Bridge. Indeed, this
part of the San Francisco Bay is internationally renowned for its importance to, and
development of, open water swimming.

Corr. 1D: 197 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444311 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Alcatraz Ferry Transportation And Circulation Study deals
with ground transportation and overcrowding only,(which have to be mitigated),
but contains not much about impact on the water activities and existing water traffic.
Was Bay Traffic consulted about impact on existing patterns of navigation?

Corr. 1D: 197 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444312 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Saying that there is always traffic in SF Bay is one thing, but
disrupting long established traditions of the boat races, recreational activities, and
organized swims going back 50 years and more all as a result of difficulties in
financial arrangement with San Francisco Port Authority is not looking good.

Corr. ID: 197 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444313 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Saying that there is always traffic in SF Bay is one thing, but
disrupting long established traditions of the boat races, recreational activities, and
organized swims going back 50 years and more all as a result of difficulties in
financial arrangement with San Francisco Port Authority is not looking good.

Corr. ID: 208 Organization: St. Francis Yacht Club
Comment ID: 444317 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: In reality, Alcatraz ferry service and/or special ferry services
from Piers 1-3 would create new on-water

traffic lanes that would cut directly through the close-to-shore areas frequented by
the 15 San Francisco

area high school sailing teams that race there on weekends, and that practice in front
of Ft. Mason

Monday through Friday from 1530 hours to 1900 hours.
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Corr. ID: 214 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 447297 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The waterfront area around Aquatic Park and Fort Mason
has been set aside by the United States Coast Guard for recreation (and is the only
such area in the San Francisco Bay). As a member of the South End Rowing Club, I
am currently able to swim in the San Francisco Bay, and my enjoyment of this
unique natural resource is not limited to Aquatic Park. I frequently swim outside the
boundaries of Aquatic Park, swimming west toward Crissy Field, or making other
long-distance swims to and/or from Alcatraz, or to/from other points along
waterfront. Waterfront swimming is also enjoyed by members of the Dolphin Club,
various triathlon clubs (such as the Golden Gate Triathlon Club, for which I was a
former swim director), and other Bay Area residents who otherwise only have access
to pool swimming. In addition, the San Francisco Bay is internationally renown as a
training ground for marathon swimmers from around the world.

Corr. ID: 214 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444323 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The draft EIS states that locating ferry options at Pier will
have a "negligible" impact on existing recreational uses of the Bay, including
swimming, rowing and boating. This is not true. In making this assumption (based
solely on the fact that ferries will not enter Aquatic Park itself) the NPS has failed to
take into account the full scope of recreational use of the San Francisco waterfront.
This serious omission means that the draft EIS does not take the requisite "hard
look" at the impact on recreation in this area.

Corr. ID: 216 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444327 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: 1. I run often, and like many other runners, I enjoy the
Crissy Feld/Marina/Fort Mason path, not just because it is flat, but also because of
its views of the bay. I stay away from the area East of Aquatic Park because of the
crowds of tourists enjoying our commercial Fisherman Wharf and Embarcadero.
Moving the Alcatraz Ferry to Fort Mason would cause a migration of these crowds
onto this very popular running route, and make it very difficult to continue our
activity on this path.

2. T also bike often, and the same can be said about this activity.

3. I also swim often in the Bay, as a member of the South End Rowing Club. I have
invited like-minded visitors from overseas and other parts of the country to swim in
the bay. Moving the Ferry to Fort Mason would mean an end to all swimming
activities West of Aquatic Park.

4.1 sometimes kayak too, and the same can be said about this activity

Corr. ID: 220 Organization: Mr.

Comment ID: 444328 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This location would severely negatively affect bay
swimming, rowing, sailing races and sailing practice for many local students, extend
heavy waterfront tourism from Fishermans Wharf into the Marina district, and
raises serious questions about the effects on water quality and the acceleration of the
structural deterioration of Muni Pier.
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Corr. ID: 220 Organization: Mr.

Comment ID: 444331 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The EIS fails to recognize that recreational swimming and
rowing are not limited to the waters of Aquatic Park Cove. In fact, the entire area
between Fisherman's Wharf and Yacht Harbor to the west of Fort Mason provides a
critical recreation area to a growing number of open water swimmers, including me,
and recreational rowers, kayakers, paddle boarders and boaters based out of Aquatic
Park. Recreational usage continues to grow each year and users are swimming and
rowing all year round.

Corr. ID: 223 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444332 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Additionally, moving the Ferry service to Fort Mason would
drastically alter the on-water traffic in that portion of the Bay. I am a regular
swimmer and rower in the Bay, as a member of the South End Rowing Club in
Aquatic Park. Frequently I participate in swims (to Alcatraz, or Crissy Field, or Fort
Mason) that cross the potential new path of Ferry traffic. I also row frequently in the

same area.
Corr. ID: 235 Organization: Dolphin Club
Comment ID: 447298 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: This will adversely impact all recreational use in the waters
from Aquatic Park, and negatively impact water quality.

Corr. ID: 239 Organization: Marina Community Association
Comment ID: 444347 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: We feel that the EIS does not adequately evaluate the
impact on recreational boaters, paddlers, kayakers, swimmers, and surrounding
residential and commercial neighbors at Ft. Mason.

Corr. ID: 240 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444348 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: If you were to relocate the Alcatraz Ferry Service to Fort
Mason, you would ruin many people's health and happiness, as that is our prime
exercise and peace of mind swimming and rowing area, and has been since before
there even were any bridges. Most of us swim at least once a week, some more than

once a day.
Corr. 1D: 242 Organization: SF Recreation and Parks
Comment ID: 444355 Department

Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The EIS did not evaluate this impact and the resulting
interruption of the existing recreational opportunities at the marina

Corr. ID: 244 Organization: Fort Mason Center
Comment ID: 444371 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Recreation (page eight Table ES-1)

Operation: long-term, minor, adverse impacts from the loss of Pier 3 for large events;
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long-term, minor, adverse impacts from increased travel time from parking areas;
long-term, major beneficial impacts from enhanced recreational opportunities.

First, since no new patrons are to be served, but merely relocated from another Pier,
there are not long-term major beneficial impacts from enhanced recreational
opportunities; there are not new major recreational opportunities, but rather the
relocation of those opportunities from Pier 31 to Pier 3. To the extent that there are
improvements in and expansion of the physical characteristics of the facilities at the
point of embarkation, those could be provided at any point of embarkation and are
not limited solely to Pier 3.

Further, it is hard to understand how displacing the current uses of Pier 3, which
serves 300,000 patrons per year and generates $1,500,000 per year in revenues to
support the historic preservation and subsidization of non-profit arts and cultural
organizations throughout Fort Mason Center, can be characterized as minor. With
the leasing of Pier 2 to the San Francisco Art Institute, Pier 3 constitutes 100% o the
large leasable space at Fort Mason. It is also makes it increasingly valuable in the
tight San Francisco real estate market for the cultural activities it holds. Viewed in
conjunction with the long-term displacement of large event spaces like the
Concourse and the proposed shuttering of Pier 48 as event space, eliminating Pier 3
represents a significant cultural loss for San Francisco.

We believe this is a major adverse recreation impact.

We suggest rewording this item to:

Operation: long-term, major adverse impacts from elimination of the long-term
established recreation use of Pier 3 for large events; major beneficial recreation
impacts to touristic uses from construction of new and expanded recreational
facilities. We believe that the same major beneficial recreation impacts to touristic
uses could also occur at both the Pier 31 and Pier 41 alternatives.

Corr. ID: 252 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444457 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Every year there are thousands of swimmers, rowers and
kayakers in/on the water behind Fort Mason. There are multiple- probable dozens-
of swimming events every year involving swims from Alcatraz to Aquatic Park or
Chrissy Field. There are sailing events from the Saint Francis Yacht Club and
Golden Gate Yacht Club. The Draft EIS DID NOT analyze those conflicts and
incorrectly assumed these activities would not be affected. The Draft EIS assumed
swimmers only stay in Aquatic Park. They don't, they swim behind Fort Mason Piers
every day of the year.

Corr. ID: 253 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444455 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: This area of the Bay is heavily used for recreational
activities- and has been for over 100 years. Ferry traffic and resulting pollution
would seriously impact the abilities to use this portion of the water for swimming
and boating.
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Corr. ID: 255 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444453 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Our swimmers and rowers go to Fort Mason and beyond
every day. The Alcatraz ferry terminal would make rowing and swimming very
difficult, not to mention turn the area into a Fisherman's Wharf extension.

Corr. ID: 258 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444450 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: We do mock swimming along shore from the Golden Gate
Bridge to the Bay Bridge and manage it all but ferries at Fort Mason will seriously

and badly impact us.
Corr. ID: 259 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444446 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: Many, many people swim in the area around Pier 3, as well
as between Aquatic Park and Pier. In fact, a Round-Trip Fort Mason or RTFM is a
favorite swim for our club. As well, thousands of visitors swim in that area, including
from Alcatraz to shore, every year.

Corr. I1D: 260 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 447299 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: The Pier 3 Fort Mason area is currently in an area that
supports outdoor sports activities for the public, sports groups, schools, sea scouts
and at least two historic clubs, the South End Rowing Club 1873 and the Dolphin
Club 1878. The Aquatic Park area and its surroundings are used for boating,
swimming, biking, running etc. by public. Encroachment of this open air park setting
by commercial interests is anti-environment and not in the best interests if providing
public space in which to enjoy the estuary.

Corr. ID: 262 Organization: Saint Francis Yacht Club
Comment ID: 444442 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: The Fort Mason alternative would adversely impact our
many regattas which have a reward mark positioned right off Fort Mason. We do
over 40 major regattas per year in this area and cannot have constant commercial
traffic crossing the race course (established 1927).

Corr. ID: 266 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444436 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: The EIS fails to recognize that recreational swimming and
rowing are not limited to the waters of Aquatic Park Cove. In fact, the entire area
between Fisherman's Wharf and Yacht Harbor to the west of Fort Mason provides a
critical recreation area to a growing number of open water swimmers and
recreational rowers, kayakers, paddleboarders and boaters based out of Aquatic
Park. Recreational usage continues to grow each year and users are swimming and
rowing all year round.

Corr. ID: 266 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444437 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: The Dolphin Swimming and Boating Club (established at
Aquatic Park in 1878) currently supports an active member base of roughly 1,400
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members and has been adding 15 - 30 new members each month for the past several
years. The South End Rowing Club has a highly active base of 1,000 recreational Bay
users and membership is also growing. Together, these clubs host more than 50
organized competitive swims and/or rows each year. Each swim has roughly 60-90
participants plus accompanying pilot rowboats, kayaks, paddleboards and
motorized craft. For example, the Dolphin Club has several annual swims from Gas
House Cove, Yacht Harbor, and Coghlan Beach (Wave Organ beach), all west of Ft.
Mason,back to Aquatic Park. There are also many additional swims that are private
outings or large ones organized by other groups, such as the Leukemia &
Lymphoma Society's Team In Training, The San Francisco Triathlon Club, The
Golden Gate Triathlon Club, and Water World Swim, which actively use the waters
between west of Lower Fort Mason and Fisherman's Wharf to recreate.

Alcatraz swims: Currently swimmers enjoy the safety and security of recreating west
of the ferry service traffic lanes. The swim from Alcatraz to San Francisco is world
renowned. Some 5,000 swimmers travel here each year to participate in large
organized swims. In addition, both clubs have several Alcatraz swims each year and
host numerous private swims from the island to Aquatic Park. These occur year
round.

Corr. ID: 268 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444429 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: There is no mention that a special ferry service would create
new water traffic lanes that cut right through the close-to-shore areas used by the 15
San Francisco area high school sailing teams that race there on weekends and
practice in front of Fort Mason on Mondays through Fridays from 3:30 pm to 7:00
pm. There is no mention that race committees of various Bay Area clubs start and
finish regattas right off those piers and the Fort Mason buoy is used as a turning
point for many races.

The proposed ferry service would also be cutting across the path of boaters entering
and leaving SF Marina East Harbor, affecting berth holders and transients seeking
fuel at the gas dock and visiting City Yachts. Their rights of safe passage would be
affected (State of California Bay Area Water Trail Act (Legislation AB 1296)
September 22, 2005.

Corr. ID: 268 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444426 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The DEIS is totally wrong to assert that there would be "no
impact" in recreation boating and swimming. In fact there would be several
negatives. The report ignores and fails to evaluate the impact on boaters, paddlers,
kayakers and swimmers.

Corr. ID: 270 ganization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444424 ganization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: It is the lead agency's responsibility to accurately reflect the
use of the City Front in its Environmental Impact Statement, yet none of the these
popular activities were considered.

Corr. ID: 270 Organization: Not Specified
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Comment ID: 444422 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The tremendous impact on the boaters and on paddlers and
swimmers will be destructive.

Corr. ID: 273 Organization: Paul Hastings LLC

Comment ID: 444413 Organization Type: Business

Representative Quote:

The DEIS fails to fulfill the basic legal function of an EIS, which is to fully inform the
public about the impacts of a project so that the public can provide informed input.
An agency preparing an EIS must take a "hard look" at the potential environmental
consequences of the action. League of Wilderness Defenders - Blue Mountain
Diversity Project v. U.S. Forest Serv., 689 F.3d 1060 (9th Cir. 2012). In order to
satisfy its obligations, an agency must consider all foreseeable direct and indirect
impacts, including a discussion of adverse impacts. Id. The EIS must "foster both
informed decision-making and informed public participation.” Half Moon Bay
Fishermans' Mktg. Ass'n v. Carlucci, 857 F.2d 505, 508 (9th Cir. 1988).

The DEIS fails to provide sufficient information to enable the public to fully
understand the implications of the Pier 3 Alternative at Fort Mason. The DEIS does
not facilitate informed decision-making or informed public participation, as it
denies significant impacts without explanation and glosses over significant issues
that should be addressed. In particular, and as described more fully below, the DEIS
does not provide meaningful information to enable the public to evaluate issues
associated with the impacts of the Pier 3 Alternative on recreation in the San
Francisco Bay. The DEIS also fails to include discussion of reasonable mitigation
measures for these impacts. These infirmities must be addressed in a supplemental
environmental review if NPS intends to proceed with this proposal.

Corr. ID: 273 Organization: Paul Hastings LLC

Comment ID: 444418 Organization Type: Business

Representative Quote: Furthermore, the DEIS fails to analyze the impacts of the
Pier 3 Alternative to important cultural institutions. As described above, SERC has
been providing access to the northern San Francisco waterfront for rowing and
swimming activities since the early 1900's. SERC is one of the only multi&shy;
generational clubs in San Francisco, with members' ages ranging from children to
senior citizens. As a result, SERC is an important cultural touchstone not only to the
sports of rowing and open water swimming, but to the community at large. Because
long-term ferry service at Pier 3 in Fort Mason would severely impact recreational
opportunities in the Bay, it also imperils SERC's ongoing viability. The DEIS fails to
identify or analyze such cultural impacts and, as a result, did not take the required
"hard look" at the issues. NPS must accordingly undertake supplemental
environmental review of these issues.

Corr. ID: 273 Organization: Paul Hastings LLC

Comment ID: 444417 Organization Type: Business

Representative Quote: Under each of the alternatives identified in the DEIS, the
NPS would implement additional "special ferry service" at Fort Mason. DEIS at 67.
The DEIS states that the special ferry service would be for "special events, such as
conferences, occasional excursions, or special occasion service" that would be "in
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addition to and separate from the primary embarkation site." 1d. The DEIS further
specifies that the service "would not provide daily or regular service to Alcatraz.
Island, but it could be used for special occasion trips to Fort Baker or other GGNRA
sites and NPS units." Id. The DEIS apparently "assumes" that the special ferry
service at Fort Mason would operate at off-peak hours with a single 220-passenger
ferry loading and unloading outside of peak transportation periods.

The DEIS determines that the special ferry service at Fort Mason "would not
displace any existing recreational opportunities" and "the Project element's
incremental contribution to any cumulative impacts on recreational resources
would not be major." DEIS at 411. The DEIS fails to consider whether the special
ferry service would interfere or create impacts on recreational opportunities for
rowers and swimmers outside of Aquatic Park. So too, the DEIS proposes no
mitigation measures for impacts to recreation. Id.

We acknowledge that, given that the special ferry service at Fort Mason would occur
only on rare occasions and during "off-peak" hours, the impacts to recreation in the
Bay are likely to be minor in nature. However, the potential for impacts and conflicts
between the special ferry service and recreational swimmers and boaters using the
historic waters between Aquatic Park and Crissy Field remains. The Final EIS must
describe the nature of these operations in greater detail (e.g., timing, frequency) to
ensure that the impacts of any routes to Fort Baker and other locations authorized
by the NPS's action are, in factl minor. Such potential impacts should be studied
further in the Final EIS ("FEIS").

SERC has a long history of working collaboratively with the USCG to ensure that
SERC's training swims that head north across the Bay (e.g., to Alcatraz or Sausalito)
are done safely and in accordance with the terms of SERC's permit. SERC wishes to
be a partner in the long term management of the northern waterfront and is eager to
work together with NPS to ensure that, on dates when the special ferry service at
Fort Mason is active, the service is announced in advance such that the ferry can be
operated without conflict or danger to recreational users of the Bay. However,
because the DEIS did not include such mitigation measures, they must be analyzed
and incorporated into the FEIS.

Corr. I1D: 274 Organization: Assembly California Legislature
Comment ID: 444410 Organization Type: State Government
Representative Quote: Additionally, Fort Mason is host to many groups that
benefit from its unobstructed access to the San Francisco Bay. The South End
Rowing Club and Dolphin Club located at Aquatic Park provide a unique resource
for activities including world-class, long distance open-water swim training. Athletes
use these clubs and the waters of the Bay to train for the English Channel, San Pedro
Channel, Gibraltar Straights and many other significant swims.

Corr. ID: 275 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444403 Organization Type: Business

Representative Quote: The NPS erred in its singular focus on direct access from
Pier 3 as the trigger for significant environmental impact to recreational swimmers
and boaters, as if the only way that use could be impacted would be if access were
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impacted. Aquatic Park is and will likely remain the primary entry point for 100's of
swimmers each day. Some enter the water from the main public beach; others enter
from the member-accessible beaches in front of the Dolphin Club and South End
Rowing Club; and still others, especially Alcatraz swimmers, jump off boats near
Alcatraz Island and swim back to shore at Aquatic Park, St Francis Yacht Club or
Crissy Field Beach. Boats (e.g., kayaks, AB Inflatables, single to six-rower row boats,
open-water shells, SUPs) are launched from those same beaches, as well as from
each Club's movable ramp at the end of its respective pier.

While Pier 3 may not provide direct access to the Bay, many swimmers and
recreational boaters do routinely exit Aquatic Park at its opening to the Bay to swim
and boat westward;l along the Municipal Pier to Fort Mason, Crissy Field and
beyond. As opposed to the more commercial waters to the east of Aquatic Park,
which include Fisherman's Wharf, commuter ferry services at Pier 41, and the
current Alcatraz ferry service at Pier 31*-the westward waters are preferred by
swimmers and boaters precisely because they are less likely to be used by ferries and
larger boats, which are more dangerous to swimmers and small boats. Swimmers
and boaters often hug the Muni Pier and Fort Mason Piers (e.g., staying within 5-10
yards of the pier ends) in order to attenuate strong Bay currents, and to further
enhance their safety by staying out of the main shipping channel and away from
larger motorized vessels.

Due to its false assumption that the lack of direct access equals lack of use, the NPS
wholly failed to take the required "hard look" at the current and projected
recreational use of the waters in the immediate vicinity of Fort Mason by swimmers
and boaters.1 Furthermore, because the DEIS erroneously found no impact on
swimming and boating, it also failed to consider any mitigation measures for this
significant environmental impact.

To compound the inadequacy, under the "Impact of Activities Common to All
Action Alternatives" section of the DEIS, the NPS further indicated that the impacts
of the Fort Mason and Fort Baker "Special Ferry Services" are "the same as those of
the Pier 3 Alternative." DEIS at p. 246. Thus, due to the same error in reasoning-
&shy; equating lack of access with lack of use- -the DEIS also fails to assess the
additional significant environmental impact on current and projected swimming and
boating that would result from the operation of the "Third Berth" at Fort Mason for
"Special Ferry Services." Moreover, that "Third Berth" for "Special Ferry Service"
out of Fort Mason is proposed under each of the three Alcatraz Embarkation
Alternatives: Pier 311h, Pier 41 or Pier 3. DEIS at p. 78.

Corr. ID: 275 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444404 Organization Type: Business

Representative Quote: Alcatraz Ferry Service and/or Special Ferry Services from
Pier 3 would create new traffic lanes that cut right through the dose-to-shore areas
currently frequented by recreational swimmers and boaters. For all intents and
purposes, the frequency of daily Alcatraz Ferry Service alone may make it extremely
dangerous, if not impossible, for recreational boaters and swimmers to cross in front
of Fort Mason. Similarly, Alcatraz Ferry Service out of Pier 3 would also interfere
with Alcatraz swims that start at Alcatraz Island, which the vast majority do. The
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swimmers usually jump off boats on the east side of the island somewhat to the
south of ferry dock and then swim to the beach at Aquatic Park, St Francis Yacht
Club or Crissy Field. Currently, Alcatraz ferries embarking out of Pier 311h are able
to stay well to the east of any swimmers and their pilot boats. However, if the
Alcatraz ferries were to embark from Pier 3, the ferries would have to cut through
the swimmers and their pilot boats on a diagonal because Pier 3 is west of the
Alcatraz Island ferry dock.

Corr. ID: 275 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444405 Organization Type: Business

Representative Quote: The lack of any data or analysis of the current and projected
use of the waters in the vicinity of Fort Mason by swimmers and boaters makes it
virtually impossible for interested agencies and the public to comment on the
recreational impacts of the Pier 3 Alternative. Because the NPS erroneously
determined that there was no impact on swimming and boating, there are no
mitigation measures presented that interested agencies and the public can evaluate
and comment on either.

54517
Ferry service at Fort Mason could endanger water-based recreational users.

Corr.1D: 3 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 441815 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Finally, the addition of ferry service there would pose an
existential threat to locals who have been using that stretch of the bay for swimming
and rowing for the past century and a half.

Corr.ID: 7 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 441822 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: It would endanger many lives who use this part of the bay
for recreation and fitness.

Corr. 1D: 14 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 442103 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The historical use of Aquatic park has been for recreational
boating and swimming. I am very concerned about the prospect of having these large
boats near where people swim and use boats - I believe the large boats will expose
the NPS, the boaters and the swimmers to risk.

Corr. ID: 20 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 442840 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The historical use of Aquatic park is recreation and the
prospect of having these large boats near where people swim and use boats creates
significant questions of safety.

Corr. 1D: 22 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 442846 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Clearly these club swims would have to be discontinued due
to safety concerns.
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Corr. ID: 24 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 442852 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: there is a vibrant community of rowers, swimmers and
kayakers that find the Aquatic Park a safe location out of the major boat traffic to
enjoy our activities even as we move past the jetty and into the bay.

I know first hand that the ferry's move quickly, and do not deviate from course, and
their wake is several feet high - a challenge for even the most competent open water
waterman. I also know that a swimmer, even with a full kit of safety gear including a
visibility float and neon cap, is extremely difficult to see, particularly if the water is
not glassy smooth. Moving the ferry route directly into the line of traffic of
swimmers and human powered boats is a safety nightmare.

Corr. ID: 28 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443313 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Also, as a swimmer in the Bay and Sailor, the increase in
ferry traffic would seriously impact our swimming area as we regularly swim to Fort
Mason from Aquatic park. We avoid the Embarcadero because it has so many ferry
routes. Fort mason is currently a very safe place for us to swim.

Corr. 1D: 29 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443317 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Disturb or eliminate calm waters for kayakers, sailors and
swimmers in this area.

Corr. 1D: 33 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443330 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: The bulk of these training swims happen in the area outside
of Aquatic Park. We have several club-sponsored swims that start outside of the
park and end back our club, frequently putting us directly in the path between Fort
Mason and Alcatraz. We also have rowers that go outside of Aquatic Park on a
regular basis which they can safely do so without huge ferry boats threatening their
lives. These ferries bring a serious danger to our safety as swimmers and rowers with
not only their size, wake, and propellers but also the pollution they dump into the
water. Exhaust in the water asphyxiate swimmers and can be ingested from
hundreds of yards away.

Corr. ID: 34 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443342 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Heavy vessel traffic to and from Fort Mason will greatly
increase the risk of death or dismemberment to current water users, especially

swimmers.
Corr. 1D: 37 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443349 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: The water between the Hyde Street Pier and Fort Mason is
currently used for non-motorized recreational activities such as rowing, kayaking,
paddleboarding and swimming. Moving the Alcatraz embarkation point to Fort
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Mason will degrade a relatively clean and safe portion of the bay into a high traffic
area.

Corr. ID: 37 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443352 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: You are putting people and NPS and the city at risk.

Corr. 1D: 37 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443350 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Heavy vessel traffic to and from Fort Mason will greatly
increase the risk of death or dismemberment to current water users, especially
swimmers.

Corr. 1D: 37 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443351 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: South End rowing and the Dolphin clubs are the shepherds
for enjoyment outside of AP cove. We are internationally known hubs for
swimming. We are historic institutions and should be allowed to continue our good
work here - the safest spot for us.

Corr. ID: 40 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443367 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: These events would not be possible due to enormous safety
concerns.

Corr. ID: 47 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443393 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: SFGP:"Protection, preservation, and enhancement of the
economic, social, cultural, and esthetic values that establish the desirable quality and
unique character of the city."

-These swimming and boating institutions are one of an increasingly rare class of
cultural establishments in the City. Members are from all walks of life, are mostly
long-term residents, and have a unique set of values such as bay stewardship that are
underrepresented in the City at large. The proposed project is a threat to the safety
and comfort of the aquatic park/surrounding area users and are therefore a threat to
an important and unique SF cultural institution.

Corr. 1D: 48 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 443397 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Crowding a waterway with cross=current ferries belching
smoke, cutting off non polluting kayaks, row boats and flotillas of human swimmers
creates potential and dangerous disasters.

Corr. ID: 49 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443402 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Pages 78 and xix of the EIS state that the Lower Fort Mason
proposal will result in, "no impacts on recreational boating or swimming."
Unfortunately, this is not the case. The area between Fisherman's Wharf plays a
critical role in providing Bay access to a vast number of recreational boaters and
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swimmers and the recreational usage continues to grow each year. The Dolphin
Club currently supports an active member base of roughly 1,400 taxpayers and adds
roughly 15 - 30 new members each month who use the Bay to recreate. The South
End Rowing Club supports a highly active base of 1,000 recreational Bay users.
Jointly, these clubs enable roughly 50 organized recreational outings on the Bay each
year - this figure does not account for the private outings that are self-initiated by
club members and out of town visitors. It is estimated that roughly 5,000 swimmers
come to San Francisco each year to swim from Alcatraz Island to San Francisco
where they currently enjoy the safety and security of recreating west of the ferry
service traffic lanes. The integration of Ferry traffic into a widely used recreational
area exposes the NPS to a significant risk through heightened potential of injury and
death to recreational boaters, swimmers and the City Police and Coast Guard
members that would be required to intervene in rescue and recovery operations.
The numbers cited above are estimates but if measured accurately, would be much
higher, given the fact that large organizations such as the Leukemia Society's Team
In Training program, The San Francisco Triathlon Club, The Golden Gate Triathlon
Club and Water World Swim actively use the waters between Lower Fort Mason
and Fisherman's Wharf to recreate.

Corr. ID: 50 ganization: North Beach Resident
Comment ID: 443409 ganization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Heavy vessel traffic to and from Fort Mason will greatly
increase the risk of death or dismemberment to current water users, especially

swimmers.

Corr. ID: 50 Organization: North Beach Resident
Comment ID: 443408 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Nothing could be further from the truth. The water
between the

Hyde Street Pier and Fort Mason is currently used for non-motorized
recreational activities such as rowing, kayaking, paddleboarding and
swimming. Moving the Alcatraz embarkation point to Fort Mason will degrade
arelatively clean and safe portion of the bay into a high traffic area.

Corr. ID: 52 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443418 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Heavy vessel traffic to and from Fort Mason will greatly
increase the risk of death or dismemberment to current water users, especially

swimmers.
Corr. ID: 52 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443417 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: The water between the

Hyde Street Pier and Fort Mason is currently used for non-motorized
recreational activities such as rowing, kayaking, paddleboarding and
swimming. Moving the Alcatraz embarkation point to Fort Mason will degrade
arelatively clean and safe portion of the bay into a high traffic area.

Corr. ID: 52 Organization: South End Rowing Club
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Comment ID: 443413 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: It is very dangerous to have so much boat traffic and
pollution in this area of the bay, which has a long history of

non-motorized watercraft recreational use.

Corr. ID: 55 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443426 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: That space should be kept as is for the safe use of Bay
swimmers.

Corr. ID: 62 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443440 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Moving the ferries will effectively end safe open-water
swimming outside of Aquatic Park.

Corr. ID: 65 Organization: Patterson Dental

Comment ID: 443444 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: It is dangerous for swimmers.

Corr. ID: 66 ganization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443445 ganization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: Aquatic park is the only safe place in the Bay for swimmers.

Corr. ID: 68 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443454 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: It would be a terrible loss if swimming, kayaking, SUP, and
other human-powered water sports were made unsafe and nearly impossible with
the ferry traffic through the area.

Corr. ID: 70 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443457 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The issues are obvious, with increased bay traffic in the way
of our swims, but also congesting Aquatic Park with tourists and tram traffic, making
operations for all swim and recreation clubs dangerous and difficult.

Corr. ID: 70 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443458 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: It also poses new risk to recreational boaters, kayakers, and
paddlers by turning this peaceful part of the bay into a ferry and tourist highway.

Corr. ID: 83 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443480 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: It will make operations for all swim and recreation clubs
dangerous and difficult.

Corr. ID: 83 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443481 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: It also poses new risk to recreational boaters, kayakers and
paddlers by turning this peaceful part of the bay into a ferry and tourist highway
making it less safe.
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Corr. ID: 84 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443483 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Sending large boats back and forth in such close proximity
to swimmers creates obvious safety issues.

Corr. ID: 85 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443491 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Trains running on the tracks through Aquatic park will put
people at risk.

Corr. ID: 87 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443493 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: This change will make it more dangerous for those of us that
swim in the Bay and will also congest Aquatic Park with tourists and tram traffic,
making operations for all swim and recreation clubs dangerous and difficult. It also
poses new risk to recreational boaters, kayakers, and paddlers by turning this
peaceful part of the bay into a ferry and tourist highway.

Corr. ID: 88 Organization: self

Comment ID: 443494 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This will cause increased bay traffic and congest Aquatic
Park with tourists and tram traffic, making operations for all swim and recreation
clubs dangerous and difficult. It also poses new risk to recreational boaters,
kayakers, and paddlers by turning this peaceful part of the bay into a ferry and

tourist highway.
Corr. ID: 93 Organization: Water World Swim
Comment ID: 443506 Organization Type: Recreational Groups

Representative Quote: Aquatic Park is safe now, but will be a lot more dangerous
with tram traffic through it on land and ferries docking next door at Fort Mason.

Corr. ID: 95 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443509 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Heavy vessel traffic to and from Fort Mason will greatly
increase the risk

of death or dismemberment to current water users, especially swimmers.

Corr. ID: 95 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443508 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The water between the

Hyde Street Pier and Fort Mason is currently used for non-motorized
recreational activities such as rowing, kayaking, paddleboarding and

swimming. Moving the Alcatraz embarkation point to Fort Mason will degrade
arelatively clean and safe portion of the bay into a high traffic area.

Corr. ID: 97 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443516 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
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Representative Quote: Heavy vessel traffic to and from Fort Mason will greatly
increase the risk of death or dismemberment to current water users, especially
swimmers.

Corr. ID: 97 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443515 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The water between the Hyde Street Pier and Fort Mason is
currently used for non-motorized recreational activities such as rowing, kayaking,
paddleboarding and swimming. Moving the Alcatraz embarkation point to Fort
Mason will degrade a relatively clean and safe portion of the bay into a high traffic
area.

Corr. 1D: 98 Organization: Water World

Comment ID: 443519 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: As a member of Water World in San Francisco, I am
concerned about the congestion that will be caused by the new Bat traffic your
proposal will bring resulting in endangering the hundreds of our participating
swimmers. Additionally the risks to kayaker and smaller boats with the ferry traffic
moving closer to the mouth if the Bay.

Corr. 1D: 99 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443521 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: I opposed adding tram service due to the increase traffic of
tourists and trams in a vicinity where there are people using the beach area for
swimming and play. It would be more dangerous and more congested than it already
is on weekends.

Corr. 1D: 99 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443523 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: There aren't many safe areas to swim in the bay, this is the
only spot that I go to and it would be sad to lose it.

Corr. ID: 102 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443526 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Impacts to long-standing use by pleasure boaters - rowers,
paddlers, stand-up paddlers, sailors, are not addressed. Putting the Alcatraz Ferry at
Ft. Mason would destroy the ONLY area on the northern waterfront where pleasure
boaters and swimmers are relatively safe from motorized boats and large wakes.
Impacts to youth sailboat racing are not addressed. Impacts to regular sailboat races
are not addressed. As a rower, I choose to row this stretch because I do not have to
cross the shipping channel or row near ferries and cruise ships. This stretch of water
is invaluable for pleasure boaters and swimmers for that reason.

Corr. ID: 111 Organization: Swim Across America
Comment ID: 443561 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Today, swimmers can enjoy one of San Francisco's
treasures and train freely, but if the ferry service location moves, the Bay will no
longer be safe for recreational use. Ferries crossing the channel would cripple our
ability to use the area of the Bay that, for hundreds of years has been used by the
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South End Rowing Club, the Dolphin Club, local San Franciscans and international
enthusiasts. The change would not only impact swimmers, but it would also affect all
of the paddleboarders, rowers and kayakers who are constantly in and out of the

Bay.
Corr. ID: 117 Organization: South End Rowing Club / Santa
Comment ID: 443582 Cruz Masters Aquatics

Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: As well, swimmers training for major marathon swims,
including the English Channel, Catalina and Santa Barbara Channels, Cook Strait,
and Monterey Bay, use the San Francisco Bay as their prime training ground. These
swimmers enter and exit the water at Aquatic Cove and swim to and from many
different locations throughout the Bay. Ferry boats out of the Ft. Mason area would
pose a significant danger to a single swimmer with escort.

Corr. ID: 119 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443591 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: There will almost certainly be increased injuries and
possibly deaths due to recreational boaters, sailors, and swimmers colliding with
Alcatraz ferries.

Corr. ID: 120 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443592 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Currently there are hundreds of swims originating in
various locations throughout the bay that have swimmers entering Aquatic Park and
Crissy Field. The ferry traffic would unnecessarily create life threatening hazardous

conditions.
Corr. 1D: 122 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443594 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: The chance of a swimmer getting hit and fatally wounded
would be high if ferry service is moved to Ft. Mason.

Corr. ID: 124 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443597 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Alt 3 would be dangerous for recreationists.

Corr. 1D: 128 Organization: SwimTrek

Comment ID: 443604 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Open water swimming has its dangers already of dealing
with boat craft. To add to the potential dangers by increasing (substantially) any
boat traffic around Aquatic Park would potentially be catastrophic to those
swimmers, kayakers and rowers who use this facility as a training ground.

Corr. ID: 128 Organization: SwimTrek

Comment ID: 443603 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: As a sport, it's population is growing and a demand for
SAFE open water swim venues is high. Aquatic Park provides a comfortable training
venue for those who are training marathon swims as well as the fast-growing sport of
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triathlon. Most importantly, it provides a safe venue for those who are not local and
not familiar with the boat traffic and/or local rules pertaining to swimming around
the bay. It attracts advanced open water swimmers, but also beginning open water
swimmers who need safer venues.

Corr. 1D: 128 Organization: SwimTrek

Comment ID: 444028 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Aquatic Park provides a comfortable training venue for
those who are training marathon swims as well as the fast-growing sport of triathlon.
Most importantly, it provides a safe venue for those who are not local and not
familiar with the boat traffic and/or local rules pertaining to swimming around the
bay. It attracts advanced open water swimmers, but also beginning open water
swimmers who need safer venues.

Open water swimming has its dangers already of dealing with boat craft. To add to
the potential dangers by increasing (substantially) any boat traffic around Aquatic
Park would potentially be catastrophic to those swimmers, kayakers and rowers
who use this facility as a training ground.

Corr. 1D: 131 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444055 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Quite honestly, the thought of having the Alcatraz Ferry
business running its 1.4 million passengers a year out of the lovely and stately Fort
Mason (as the NPS has proposed) terrifies me. I know how big those boats are, how
rapidly they move, and how large, powerful and consuming their wake is. I am on
the water to protect the swimmers, and must always be vigilant, watching for fishing
boats, sailing boats and cargo traffic. That's difficult enough - but the amount of
back and forth traffic that the ferries do, each day, is daunting.

Corr. ID: 137 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444088 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The SERC and DC are throwbacks to another time and have
well established rights to safe swimming and boating for everyone through the
current arrangement.

Corr. ID: 141 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444099 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: As a recreatioanl swimmer, there are few salt water places to
swim in safety. By moving the ferry service, the safe haven of Aquatic Park will be
destroyed.

Corr. ID: 144 Organization: San Francisco Marina Harbor
Comment ID: 444113 Association

Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Notably the historic 'Ft. Mason 'M' Yacht Racing
Association buoy, located 200 yards North of the end of the piers, would be
dangerous to both the commercial crossing traffic, and the yacht racing community
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Corr. ID: 145 Organization: SF Marina Harbor Association
Comment ID: 444145 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Given the poor sight lines when entering and exiting these
piers, any ferry service from Ft. Mason would make it extremely dangerous if not
impossible for recreational boaters and swimmers to cross in front of the piers. Ferry
captains would rightly demand an exclusion zone, necessitating new buoys being
dropped off of the piers to restrict access by recreational users.

New routes linking Ft. Mason to Ft. Baker and other sites in Marin will exacerbate
this problem, even if NPS is successful in keeping the Alcatraz Ferry at Pier 31 %2. If
there is demand for such services, those routes should start and end at Pier 31 Y.

Corr. ID: 151 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444158 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: It would also place the NPS and ferry operators at greater
risk and liability for potential injuries and death to recreational users.

Corr. ID: 151 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444162 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Bringing high density ferry traffic to a widely used
recreational area exposes the NPS to significant risk through heightened potential of
injury and death to recreational boaters, swimmers, and first responders plus the
potential negative impact on water quality standards.

Corr. ID: 151 ganization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444164 ganization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Swimmers and rowers feel the tide in the cove and would
certainly be subjected to any wake activity from ferry service.

Corr. ID: 151 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444157 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Establishing Alcatraz Ferry service embarkation from Fort
Mason will have a serious and long-term negative effect on long-established
recreational swimming and rowing opportunities.

Corr. ID: 159 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444182 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The proposed move to Fort Mason would adversely affect
all of these recreational activities which have a history that dates back to 100 years
and puts open water swimmers and rowers/kayakers in San Francisco in danger

Corr. ID: 167 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444212 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Those locations are the entrance to the Marine Yacht
Harbor and the Gas House Cove marina across from Safeway. Adding large tour
boats will only make a dangerous situation even more so.

Corr. 1D: 192 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 444305 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
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Representative Quote: If the ferry service is moved to Pier 3 in Fort Mason, the
NPS would be introducing a significant quantity of regular and frequent ferry traffic
directly into the path where I and other club members often swim and row. If such
ferry service is introduced, my ability to use the San Francisco Bay for recreational
opportunities, including open water swimming, would be severely impaired, as such
activities would become extremely dangerous. In addition, the nature of the
recreational opportunities would be altered by the introduction of commercial
operations that will create waves and other obstacles for swimmers and rowers. The
DEIS does not even attempt to consider the impacts additional ferry service in this
portion of the waterfront would have on recreational opportunities and omits
critical details about the requirements of the historic operations at Fort Mason; in
particular, the fact that the port required a wave attenuator when the military
conducted regular operations at that location.

Corr. 1D: 195 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444309 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Aquatic Park is a rare gem and so unique to San Francisco!
Running the tram through it will disrupt the park activity and endanger those of us
who enjoy it on a regular basis as well as the numerous visitors to the city. It will also
change the complextion of the neighborhood that will not result in a better standard
of living in this already very expensive city.

Corr. ID: 196 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444388 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: At a minimum the NPS would need to analyze and create
procedures for ferry service and recreational opportunities for area residents to take
place in the same way that they do now. We feel we have a historical right to use that
area of the bay for recreational purposes, which is as legitimate a right as
commercializing the bay through revenue ferry service to Alcatraz. There would
have to be some accommodation where recreational activities are given preference,
ferry routes altered to allow these regular activities almost all of them conducted
under U.S. Coast Guard permits to continue to take place. This may at times require
the altering of ferry schedules and paths of travel in order to create a safe
environment for everyone that is presently already in place without the presence of
regular scheduled ferry service in this heavily used recreation area.

Corr. ID: 196 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444383 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: If the ferry service is moved to Pier 3 in Fort Mason, the
NPS would be introducing a significant quantity of regular and frequent ferry traffic
directly into the path where I and other club members often swim and row. If such
ferry service is introduced, my ability to use the San Francisco Bay for recreational
opportunities, including open water swimming, would be severely impaired, as such
activities would become extremely dangerous. In addition, the nature of the
recreational opportunities would be altered by the introduction of commercial
operations that will create waves and other obstacles for swimmers and rowers.

Corr. 1D: 197 Organization: Dolphin Club
Comment ID: 444314 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
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Representative Quote: Area west of Hyde Pier to Golden Gate Bridge was
traditionally a safe sanctuary for sailing, rowing, and swimming. Introducing ferry
traffic there will endanger too many people using it. Wind and currents in SF Bay
already presenting enough challenges to sailors, rowers and swimmers. We don't
need another challenge of dodging ferries.

Existing Location at Pier 31 embarkation for Alcatraz Ferries affords good visibility
for both Ferry operators and sail and row boats to avoid collisions. Not so at Pier 3,
where row boats and small sail boats are often forced to stay close to shore due to
current and wind conditions. Being surprised by outgoing Ferry in a very tight space
with little option to avoid collision is a sure recipe for disaster.

Corr. ID: 205 Organization: International Organization of
Comment ID: 444316 Masters, Mates & Pilots

Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The DEIS' recreation section, states that the Pier 3
alternative will have "no impacts on recreational boating or swimming." From years
of experience, I know this is not true. The Fort Mason Location starts inside a water
biased recreation area with two boat marinas several launch points and thus in the
fog on a busy weekend there will be plenty of close calls.
The route from Pier 3 to Alcatraz is filled with conflicts with recreational boaters,
windsurfers, and swimmers. To ensure safety, Alcatraz ferries will have to slow
down even when there isn't heavy fog. Greater frequency of Alcatraz Ferry crossings
will further increase the impact the recreational community.

On the weekends, sailing regattas, swims to and from Alcatraz Island rowboats from
the clubs inside of Aquatic park, kayaks, windsurfers, kite boarders along with
regular the regular tour boat schedules. The large commerecial fishing fleet inside of
the Hyde street Pier 45 area is home to a lot of boats, inbound and outbound ships,
All of these present a constant navigational and collision avoidance challenge with
meeting, crossing and overtaking situations.

In the summer months this channel can be very challenging to navigate and avoid
collisions, with the likelihood of cognitive overload a real possibility due to the
infinite number of possible watercraft and the recreational access available in the
area as well as challenging weather conditions

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement addresses landside transportation
impacts but fails to recognize the waterside impacts to mariners and recreational
boaters of locating the Alcatraz Ferry at Pier 3 Fort Mason. These impacts require
further study to ensure safety for Alcatraz ferry riders, recreational users and other
mariners on the Bay.

Corr. ID: 205 Organization: International Organization of
Comment ID: 444315 Masters, Mates & Pilots

Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: From a navigational perspective, the channel known as the
East Bound Lane adjacent to Fort Mason Pier 3 with the severe fog conditions and
the very large water based recreational area presents the highest risks and impacts.
The DEIS failed to examine these conditions.
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The summer fog pattern runs basically thru the Golden Gate Bridge Eastward
towards Alcatraz island and onward towards Berkeley, with the range of visibility
anywhere from near zero to %2-3/4th of a mile. When transiting the area from Fort
Mason to the Southern tip of Alcatraz Island the route enters the fog almost
immediately. This can be a very challenging scenario vs entering from the Pier 31 1/2
location that is tucked to the south of the fog pattern and allows time under way
before entering the Fog and thus an easier transition into the fog zone en route.

Corr. ID: 208 Organization: St. Francis Yacht Club
Comment ID: 444318 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: The consultant obviously failed to visit on a weekend, when
recreational swimmers and paddlers seek current relief along the shore, when the
race committees of various Bay Area clubs start and finish regattas directly off those
piers, and when the Ft. Mason Buoy is frequently used as a waypoint in many

races. None of this activity was mentioned in the consultant's report to NPS.

Ferries would cut across the path of boaters entering and leaving SF Marina East
Harbor, affecting both berth holders and transients seeking fuel at the City Yachts
Gas Dock. Ferry traffic at Ft. Mason would affect kayakers and other paddlers
whose right to safe passage is protected by the State of California Bay Area Water
Trail Act (Legislation AB 1296) signed by the governor on September 22, 2005.

Corr. ID: 208 Organization: St. Francis Yacht Club

Comment ID: 444319 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Given the poor sight lines when entering and exiting these
piers, any ferry service from Ft. Mason would make it extremely dangerous if not
impossible for recreational boaters and swimmers to cross in front of the piers. Ferry
captains would rightly demand an exclusion zone, necessitating new buoys to be
dropped off of the piers to restrict access by recreational users.

Corr. ID: 210 Organization: SERC

Comment ID: 444321 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: As a member of the South End Rowing Club and a swimmer
training to swim the English Channel. This would absolutely cause CAOS and be
extremely dangerous for the organized swims we do outside the cove. We are always
trying to avoid swimming anywhere near where the Ferrys are. Just to Dangerous!

Corr. ID: 214 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444325 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: If the ferry service is moved to Pier 3 in Fort Mason, the
move will introduce a high level of ferry traffic directly into the path where I and
other club members often swim and row. This will make swimming and rowing here
extremely dangerous. The result will be to effectively stop all swimming and rowing
along the waterfront, confining it to Aquatic Park.

In addition, the introduction of commercial operations that will create waves and

other obstacles for swimmers and rowers. (Note that the Port used to require a wave
attenuator when the military conducted regular operations at Fort Mason.) The
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draft EIS omits critical details about past requirements imposed on uses at Fort
Mason operations, or to consider the valid reasons that such requirements were in
effect.

By failing to recognize the extent of current recreational uses (particularly swimming
and rowing) along the San Francisco waterfront, and by refusing to acknowledge
that relocation of ferry services to Pier 3 at Fort Mason will make swimming and
rowing so unsafe as to be impossible, the EIS fails to take the necessary "hard look"
at the impact this change would have on recreation users.

Corr. ID: 220 Organization: Mr.

Comment ID: 444330 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Establishing Alcatraz Ferry service embarkation from Fort
Mason will have a serious and long-term negative effect on long-established
recreational swimming and rowing opportunities. It would also place the NPS and
ferry operators at greater risk and liability for potential injuries and death to

recreational users.
Corr. ID: 225 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 444334 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: As open water swimmers, we travel to San Francisco
specifically to swim in the bay. Over the past 4 years, we have participated and
assisted with dozens of swims from Aquatic Park to Alcatraz and Angel Island, the
Golden Gate Bridge, Pt. Bonita and many points in between. Many of these swims,
as well as daily training swims pass by Fort Mason. Frequent ferry crossing so close
to Aquatic Park would put numerous swimmers, rowers, and other water enthusiasts
at increased risk and dramatically reduce their ability to safely utilize this resource.

Corr. ID: 231 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444337 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Specifically, I worry that that ferries, whether to Alcatraz or
to other locations in Marin, would create a restricted zone offshore Ft. Mason as
sight lines are bad coming in and out of the marina, and we'd not be able to sail,
paddle, and swim past the piers like we do now. Regattas that often start just
offshore of Ft. Mason or use the Ft. Mason buoy as a turning mark would have to go
elsewhere.

Kids often practice sailing in the same location on Monday through Friday, and
compete on weekends. They would have to stay far away as their dinghies do not
have motors to avoid ferries. Many of my fellow users of the marina and waters
surrounding Ft. Mason, namely neighboring yacht clubs, as well as the Dolphin
Club, and local SF government officials, share my concern.

Corr. ID: 241 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444353 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This rare and unique place of meaning will become
dangerous and unsafe for the open water community if the Ferry enterprises that
serve to support Alcatraz divert their daily and numerous revenue generating paths
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through it - I see this as analogous to putting a highway back in front of the Ferry
Building.

Corr. ID: 246 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444380 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Creating cross ferry traffic within the existing travel paths of
two yacht harbors and rowing and swimming clubs, not to mention one of the Bay
Area's most heavily used windsurfing and kiteboarding zones, would be dangerous
for all users.

Corr. ID: 248 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444465 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Aquatic Park is the starting point for many marathon
training swims for us including the English and Catalina Channels. We have several
swims outside of Aquatic Park and an Alcatraz ferry path so close would greatly
endanger our lives.

Corr. ID: 249 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444464 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: I feel the EIS is inaccurate in implying our boating and
swimming activities are limited to being inside Aquatic Park. We swim and boat daily
in the bay and have since 1873. Ferry service at Fort Mason would create a safety
concern for us.

Corr. ID: 259 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444447 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: All of these swims would be jeopardized, including by virtue
of the severe safety issues raised, because of ferries crossing out swim paths.

Corr. ID: 261 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444444 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: People (residents and tourists) come to Aquatic Park to
enjoy outdoor sporting activities- cycling, swimming. This move will make it more
challenging and create obstacles for everyone.

Corr. ID: 266 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444438 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Bringing high density ferry traffic to a widely used
recreational area exposes the NPS to significant risk through heightened potential of
injury and death to recreational boaters, swimmers, and first responders plus the
potential negative impact on water quality standards.

Corr. ID: 268 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444430 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Due to the very serious safety concerns about ANY ferry
service from Fort Mason, it would certainly be advisable that ferry service should
ONLY start and finish at Pier 31.

Corr. ID: 270 Organization: Not Specified
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Comment ID: 444423 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The proposed Ferry Services

would create new water traffic lanes that would cut close-to-shore areas that are
used by many San Franciscans and appreciated by tourists'high school sailing teams
that race on weekends, weekend and weekday sailors in regattas directly off Piers 1-
3, paddlers and kayakers. Imagine the dangers created.

Corr. ID: 273 Organization: Paul Hastings LLC
Comment ID: 444414 Organization Type: Business
Representative Quote: 2. The I mpacts on Recreation Associated with Regular
Ferry Service Under the Pier 3 Alternative are Significant and Require Analysis

The DEIS is legally deficient as a result of its failure to describe and analyze the
impacts associated with the Pier 3 Alternative. Specifically, the DEIS fails to consider
the impacts that the Pier 3 Alternative and its associated ferry operations will have
on recreational activities.

The DEIS states that:

Any ferry operations at Pier 3 would be negligible when considered in the context of
existing recreational uses of the Bay. All ferry operations would occur in compliance
with all vessel right-of-way regulations designed to avoid boating accidents and
vessel conflicts. Therefore, the Pier 3 Alternative would have no effect on
recreational boating compared to the No Action Alternative.

DEIS at 410. The DEIS further notes that the Pier 3 Alternative would have "no
effect on rowing and recreational swimming in the Aquatic Park area" because the
"ferries would not enter the Aquatic Park area commonly frequented by rowers and
swimmers, and the existing Aquatic Park Pier jetty and adjacent breakwaters would
protect these areas from ferry wake generated wave action." DEIS at 410.

The DEIS determines, in a cursory fashion and without further discussion or
consideration, that there will be "no impact" to recreational opportunities. While
the DEIS appears to consider the Bay to be a busy environment for recreational
activities in general, it neglects to consider the distributional effects that would be
created by moving ferry service to Pier 3 in Fort Mason. More specifically , the DEIS
fails to consider that SERC members and other individuals using the Bay for
recreation frequently do so in the area that would be traversed by the regular
Alcatraz ferry service.

SERC members and other individuals using the Bay for recreation frequently engage
in rowing and swimming activities on the San Francisco Bay that are not limited to
Aquatic Park. SERC rowers do not remain in Aquatic Park; rowers typically exit
Aquatic Park and row west towards Crissy Field and the Golden Gate Bridge.
Similarly, swimmers frequently swim outside the boundaries of Aquatic Park,
especially when training for significant open water swims. Attached to this letter as
Attachment A Is a photograph of a map posted at SERC's clubhouse that depicts the
various training routes that are regularly undertaken by club members. While some
of SERC's routes traverse the middle of the Bay (e.g., Alcatraz, Point Bonita)1 most
of the training swims begin in Aquatic Park and travel west, past Fort Mason, along
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Crissy Field towards the Golden Gate Bridge and the Pacific Ocean.

If the regular Alcatraz ferry service is moved to Pier 3 in Fort Mason, the NPS would
introduce a significant quantity of regular and frequent ferry traffic directly into the
path where SERC members often swim and row. If such ferry service is introduced,
recreational opportunities, including open water swimming and rowing would be
severely impaired, as such activities would become extremely dangerous.

1 SERC coordinates with, and holds permits issued by, the United States Coast
Guard for such activities

Furthermore , the nature of the recreational opportunities would be altered by the
introduction of commercial operations that will create waves and other obstacles for
swimmers and rowers. The DEIS does not even attempt to consider the impacts
additional ferry service creates in this portion of the waterfront. As a result, the DEIS
fails to take the requisite "hard look" and supplemental environmental review of the
Pier 3 Alternative is required.

Corr. ID: 273 Organization: Paul Hastings LLC

Comment ID: 444416 Organization Type: Business

Representative Quote: As part of the "hard look" analysis required by NEPA, the
DEIS must also consider mitigation measures as a means of reducing the significant
environmental impacts of the proposed action. 40 C.F.R. § 1502.14(f). If the analysis
relies on proposed mitigation to justify the selection of an alternative, the DEIS must
also ensure that means to implement the proposed mitigation are incorporated into
the action or required as a condition of approval. 40 C.F.R. § 1502.16(9)-(h) .

The DEIS fails to fulfill these requirements. As described above, the Pier 3
Alternative would result in significant adverse impacts on recreation. Indeed, regular
and frequent ferry service out of Pier 3 would create substantial safety concerns, as
ferry service would traverse portions of the waterfront that are heavily used by
recreational users. Some of these operations will require the ferries to operate in
reverse. Accordingly, ferry service would significantly hamper rowing and open
water swimming, resulting

in the degradation of treasured and historic swimming areas. Given these significant,
adverse Impacts, the DEIS has a duty to consider associated mitigation measures.

In particular, the DEIS omits the need for and means to accomplish mitigation for
impacts on recreation and other resources due to the waves created by commercial
operations. NPS failed to consider critical details about the requirements of the
historic operations at Fort Mason that would be instructive on mitigation matters.
Specifically, the DEIS omits the fact that the port required a wave attenuator when
the military conducted regular operations at Fort Mason. The DEIS fails to identify,
let alone discuss, whether a wave attenuator should be used to mitigate impacts due
to ferry wake-generated and other wave action at Pier 3.

Similarly, the DEIS fails to consider safety protocols that would need to be

implemented under the Pier 3 Alternative if recreational uses and ferry service are to
coexist. The cost and feasibility of these measures also must be examined in the
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DEIS.

While we are confident that any proposed mitigation measures would be insufficient
to reduce adverse impacts posed by regular ferry service at Pier 3, the DEIS must at
least attempt to identify some measures. In failing to do so, the DEIS has not taken
the requisite "hard look" at the Pier 3 Alternative. Before preparing a final EIS that
properly informs the public of the consequences of the proposed action, NPS must
accordingly undertake supplemental environmental review of these issues.

Corr. ID: 274 Organization: Assembly California Legislature
Comment ID: 444411 Organization Type: State Government
Representative Quote: Swimmer safety is incredibly important. These groups take
this responsibility very seriously and operate within the constraints of the Bay by
organizing swims, training pilots, obtaining appropriate permits, and maintaining
contact with vessel traffic control at all times when swimmers are in the Bay. This
ensures that the swimmers are safe and all other operations on the Bay are
accounted for and respected. The clubs are part of the City and County of San
Francisco's recreation resources and are used by hundreds of people on a regular
basis.

By moving your Alcatraz operations to Ft. Mason, you will cut off these legitimate
and
important uses of the Bay from hundreds of users.

Concern ID: 54523

Concern Ferry service and associated shuttle service to Fort Mason could result in a poor
Statement: visitor experience.

Representative Corr. ID: 2 Comment ID: 441810 Organization: Not Specified

Quote(s): Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: The historic Port of San Francisco, already home to the
Cruise Ship Terminal, is the natural location for an additional water transport
service. The Embarcadero currently serves millions of visitors on foot in a wide
variety of ways and services, and presents a higher visibility location for the Park
Service in presenting the public with the opportunity to visit Alcatraz, and beyond,
than does Fort Mason Center.

Corr. ID: 33 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443339 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Adding a shuttle bus or forcing them to take the MUNI
railcar would increase the cost of their trips is a bad way to nickel-and-dime
tourists who aren't used to the high SF prices for everything even more not to
mention the increased time they would have to use to get between the wharf area

and Fort Mason.
Corr. ID: 35 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443345 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: It would add a significant chunk to their journey if they
had to also get all the way to Ft Mason.
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Corr. ID: 53 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443421 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The ferry would be for tourists only- -- and the tourists are
already at Fisherman's Wharf, so why make them climb up over the hill to access
the ferry? It wouldn't make sense and you would lose business for Alcatraz tours.

Corr. ID: 59 ganization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443434 ganization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Tourists have a difficult enough time getting to San
Francisco.

Corr. ID: 79 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443472 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Fisherman's Wharf is the heart of the tourist area and close
enough to key downtown locals.

Corr. ID: 82 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443478 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The infrastructure already exists in the Fisherman's Wharf
area to support the Alcatraz ferries.

Corr. ID: 106 Organization: Fisherman's Wharf Restaurant
Comment ID: 443551 Association

Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: We urge you to keep the ferry service close to Fisherman's
Wharf to enable the 1.5 million annual Alcatraz visitors to easily access all of the
merchants, restaurants and historic attractions that draw people to the Wharf.

54524

Ferry service and associated shuttle service to Fort Mason could endanger land-
based recreational users such as pedestrian and cyclists.

Corr. ID: 17 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 442121 ganization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: I am also particularly concerned for the students at nearby
Galileo High School. Imagine lost tourists driving around and not being aware of
students crossing the street.

Corr. ID: 33 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443332 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: The proposed idea to just add in tour buses to shuttle
Alcatraz tourists into the area would disrupt this flow and like the ferries in the
water, introduce large vehicles that endager the lives of the numerous pedestrians
and cyclists in the area. People come from all over the world to enjoy cycling and
walking in peace.

Corr. ID: 60 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443436 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The stretch between Aquatic Park and Crissy Field is
currently the *only* place in San Francisco where swimmers can safely enjoy the
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Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

open Bay without the safety risks presented by introducing commercial boats. The
ferries in their current location are not a threat to swimmers.

Corr. ID: 67 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443447 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The increased traffic at Aquatic park with ferries unloading
would be hazardous to both people enjoying the water, and the current traffic on
the promenade.

Corr. ID: 85 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443488 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: I think a plan to push more traffic through the park would
endanger the many pedestrians that walk, bike and jog through the park.

54530

The existing ferry embarkation location provides convenient access and positive
visitor experience.

Corr. ID: 22 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 442848 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Besides, Pier 41 is close to the center of tourism at
Fisherman's Wharf (Pier 31, the Jeremiah O'Brian, fish shops, etc.), so it makes a lot
more sense from the point of view of tourism to leave the Ferry terminals where
they are.

Corr. ID: 25 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443308 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: We felt it was easy to get in and out on public transit, the
facilities were adequate, and the ferry ride was pretty incredible (even for those of
us who grew up in the City!) coming west around the corner, with the Golden Gate
Bridge looming in the background.

Corr. ID: 32 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443329 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: I think the ferry service is presently located in a good area
to service the general public and visitors and should remain at that location.

Corr.1D: 33 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443338 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: The current layout of having them all right next to each
other provides them convenience as they can walk between all 3 of them. They get
to spend more time enjoying the tourist hot spots, especially before or after their
Alcatraz tour.

Corr. ID: 44 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443382 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Also, the public has access to many large vessels in the

same general area as ferry service is now, with cruise ships nearby.

Corr. ID: 56 Organization: Not Specified
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Comment ID: 443428 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: As a recreational tourist, business tourist and recreational
participant, I feel the current layout works great. I've taken the ferry and it was very
convenient as is.

Organization: Port of San Francisco
Organization Type: Town or City
Government

Representative Quote: The Port strongly believes that the Pier 31 Alternative is the
optimal ferry embarkation site. Pier 31 has shown over the past decade thatitis a
proven ferry embarkation location that complements the Port's other northern
waterfront sites and activities. As described in the EIS, the Pier 31 Alternative
articulates a potential site enhancement that includes the existing location and
potentially expands into a portion of the Pier 31 bulkhead. The Port believes that
the Pier 31 Alternative would meet all the objectives identified above.

Corr. ID: 277
Comment ID: 446698

54577

Limited ferry service at Fort Baker would decrease the availability of the Fort Baker
pier for fishing uses.

Corr. ID: 218 Organization: Mayor, City of Sausalito
Comment ID: 444479 Organization Type: Town or City Government
Representative Quote: The Fort Baker Ferry Landing Project component would,
we acknowledge, provide a new tourist amenity at Fort Baker. However, once fully
implemented with up to 14 ferry landings during peak days and 100,000 new
visitors annually, it will inevitably push aside the fishing use on the pier thatis a
notable feature of the current Fort Baker Plan. This loss should be disclosed and its
impacts evaluated

RTSO100 - Resource Topic: Socioeconomics

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

54475
Ferry service and associated shuttle service to Fort Mason could dislocate or
diminish access to existing tenants, events, and activities.

Corr.ID: 1 Organization: Member of AICP and
Comment ID: 441807 proponent of many planning proposals in
the City.

Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: In the absence of such an extension, the amount of traffic
generated by the Alcatraz Ferry at Pier 3 would have very negative impacts on the
operation of Fort Mason and would probably have severely negative impact on the
operations of the Ferry.

Corr. ID: 11 Organization: Major Productions
Comment ID: 442097 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: We cannot envision or afford any other space in San
Francisco; the other sites along the Embarcadero are either too big, or too
expensive. Moscone Center or any hotels downtown are too expensive. The
Concourse near the design center is closed - our options to keep the arts alive in SF
are dwindling.
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Corr.1D: 16 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 442118 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Lastly, from a personal entertainment perspective, it would
cause the dislocation of the food truck roundup, which is often a location for
friends to meet and dine on Friday nights.

Corr. ID: 28 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443312 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The impact on the neighborhood and other tenants at Fort
Mason seems it would be overwhelming.

Corr. ID: 29 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443316 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Make it difficult for SF residents to shop at Safeway.

Corr. ID: 32 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443328 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: There are Friday evening food trucks and week-end fairs
and exhibitions as well as every day activities.

Corr. ID: 102 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443528 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The DEIR asserts that tourist-oriented businesses will not
relocate to Ft. Mason. This is laughable. The inevitable expansion of tourist-
oriented businesses will have profound and profoundly negative impacts on
residents of San Francisco, Harbor Tenants, and MUNI.

Corr. ID: 104 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443542 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Ft Mason national park is historic and scenic, not touristy.
Relocating the Alcatraz Ferry to Ft. Mason would change that as surely more
touristy shops and activities would develop. Harbor tenants would be impacted.

Corr. ID: 228 Organization: The Guardsmen

Comment ID: 444335 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Moving the Alcatraz Ferry to Pier 3 at Fort Mason Center
would put at-risk kids into harm's way in the Bay Area. For 69 years The
Guardsmen has run its charity Christmas Tree Lot at Fort Mason, raising money to
send at-risk kids to summer camp.

The Guardsmen makes life-changing differences in the lives of at-risk youth by
raising funds for Scholarship, Campership and other youth programs. We mobilize
the talents, energy and resources of our members, friends, families, and
professional colleagues, and in so doing strengthen our entire community. The
Guardsmen also structures its philanthropy to provide flexible and immediate
support to educational and outdoor programs experiencing unforeseen financial
challenges that may undermine their crucial, ongoing services to disadvantaged
youth. The Guardsmen is committed to making sure that fundraising dollars are
spent wisely, with the greatest need and highest returns always in mind. In fact,
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approximately 95 cents of every dollar raised goes directly to support programs for
kids.

For the last 42 years, that event has been at Pier 3 in Fort Mason Center. Losing that
space could jeopardize over $300,000 that would get kids off the streets and into a
safe environment during the summer months. If the Tree Lot were closed all
together, the additional costs of having to relocate after 42 years could make it
impossible to even raise money, leaving more than 600 kids out of luck every
summer.

Please see this brief overview of the importance of the Christmas Tree Lot to the
kids we support and the community overall.

http://guardsmen.org/merry-christmas-from-the-guardsmen/

Fort Mason is critical to The Guardsmen Tree Lot and ultimately the kids. We
strongly encourage you to keep the Alcatraz Ferry out of Fort Mason Center, and
allow the continued use of the space for non-profit and educational programs to
better the community around this beautiful space.

Corr. ID: 244 Organization: Fort Mason Center
Comment ID: 444372 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Socioeconomics (page nine, Table ES-1)

Operation: long-term, moderate adverse impacts on parking for Fort Mason
tenants, and long-term moderate adverse impacts from the loss of Pier 3 event
space to the Fort Mason Center and users.

In line with our comments above on Land Use, Transportation, and Recreation, we
believe this should be reworded:
Operation: long-term severe immitigable impacts.

54476

Ferry service and associated shuttle service to Fort Mason could negatively impact
businesses at the current ferry location and surrounding Embarcadero and
Fisherman's Wharf.

Corr. ID: 2 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 441811 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The Port has been struggling to find the appropriate tenant
mix on its Piers for years and because the Public Trust requires the Port to provide
maritime related services to the citizens of the State of California, the fit seems to
match the needs of both the Port and the Park Service.

Corr. 1D: 37 Organization: South End Rowing Club

Comment ID: 443355 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Negative impact on businesses in current ferry location.
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Corr. 1D: 39 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443364 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Unfair relocation of one of the main features served by
Fishermans Wharf/pier 39 tourist oriented businesses/hotels/transit.

Corr. 1D: 40 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443369 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Beyond that, this would cause detrimental consequences
for the plethora of shopping, dining, gallery businesses near the current ferry
terminal and result in less sales tax for the city.

Corr. 1D: 41 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443373 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Additionally, the Port and Fisherman's Wharf businesses
prefer to keep the embarkation station at its current location.

Corr. 1D: 44 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443381 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: I spent many years working on Fisherman's Wharf in the
tourist industry and clearly saw the direct connection between retail sales and the
ferry service, as customers remained in close proximity to both activities. Removing
the ferry service to Ft. Mason could have a significant impact on that relationship.

Corr. 1D: 49 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443406 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The SF General Plan places a clear emphasis on ensuring
the economic vitality of the Fisherman's Wharf area. Relocating the ferry
embarkation location to Fort Mason would likely result in 1) economic loss to the
business sector operating in Fisherman's Wharf and 2) overall economic loss to the
City because commercial development opportunities to replace those lost at
Fisherman's Wharf would not be possible given the zoning and developable land
for business purposes in area surrounding Fort Mason. Although the NPS may
generate added revenue through onsite sales within a more-developed Fort Mason,
it would mean an overall loss for the city's economy.

Corr. ID: 53 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443422 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The ferry would be for tourists only- -- and the tourists are
already at Fisherman's Wharf, so why make them climb up over the hill to access
the ferry? It wouldn't make sense and you would lose business for Alcatraz tours.

Corr. ID: 60 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443438 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Also, businesses in Fisherman's Wharf stand to suffer from
moving tourists to Fort Mason, where there is almost no infrastructure to serve said

tourists.
Corr.ID: 71 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443460 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
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Representative Quote: This would ruin aquatic park and the recreation area for so
many as well as taking business from fishermans wharf and directing it to a
residential area.

Corr. ID: 82 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443479 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Businesses (many of whom have invested with the
knowledge that the visitor flow from the Alcatraz visits) in the Fisherman's Wharf
area would be permanently damaged.

Corr. 1D: 92 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443500 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Pier 39/Fisherman's Wharf is largely populated by tourists
who appreciate the convenience of catching the Alcatraz ferries from nearby.
Moving the ferry boarding will decrease the revenue currently experienced at Pier
39.

Corr. 1D: 98 Organization: Water World

Comment ID: 443520 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Economically there would be hardships to Pier 38
businesses.

Corr. ID: 150 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444153 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Relocating the service would also take away foot traffic
from Fisherman's Wharf which relies solely on the tourist trade.

Corr. ID: 151 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444167 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Relocating the ferry embarkation location to Fort Mason
would likely result in 1) economic loss to Fisherman's Wharf merchants and
businesses and 2) overall economic loss to the City because commercial
development opportunities to replace those lost at Fisherman's Wharf would not
be possible given the zoning in the area surrounding Fort Mason.

Corr. ID: 167 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444213 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: the financial impact on business owners in the Fisherman's
Wharf area who depend on Alcatraz-bound tourists for their livelihood.

Corr. ID: 168 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444218 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Keep the ferry where it is, not to hurt the merchants in the
area.

Corr. ID: 196 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444385 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The DEIS also fails to evaluate the effect of regular ferry
service from Ft. Mason to Alcatraz on the large number of public Alcatraz swims
other operators schedule each year. Swim routes for these large public swims, some
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that have over 1,000 participants annually, extend from the east end of Alcatraz to
the east end of Crissy Field. Essentially the swimmers path of travel would cut right
across where ferry traffic would travel and at a time at which ferries would be
operating. These large Alcatraz swims not only favorably showcase the bay and the
city of San Francisco to a world-wide audience, they also bring employment to
many commercial boats and residents. These events fill many Fisherman Wharf
hotels and restaurants and all of this activity would be put at risk through regular
ferry service from Ft. Mason to Alcatraz that may force cancellation of these events.

Corr. ID: 210 Organization: SERC

Comment ID: 444322 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: You just can't move 1 1/2 million people who ride the ferry
down to Fort Mason and think you are not going to Greatly impact the businesses
that are located near the current terminal.

Corr. ID: 229 Organization: PIER 39

Comment ID: 444336 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Many private businesses have been established in the 40
years that Alcatraz has been running, and these businesses rely on visitor attractions
for their livelihoods. The northern waterfront is a very important economic engine
for the City, and keeping attractions like Alcatraz within this commercial district is
important for both the City and private enterprise. Moving the Alcatraz ferry to the
well-manicured confines of San Franciscos marina district runs against the wishes
of residents there, as flies in the face of the NPS being a socially and economically
responsible citizen of San Francisco.

Corr. ID: 263 Organization: Keith's San Francisco
Comment ID: 444441 Pedicab

Organization Type: Business
Representative Quote: Alcatraz Cruises are the hottest attraction for San
Francisco and has been for many years- this is extremely important for all

successful businesses.
Corr. ID: 266 Organization: Dolphin Club
Comment ID: 444432 Organization Type: Recreational Groups

Representative Quote: The SF General Plan also places a clear emphasis on
ensuring the economic vitality of the Fisherman's Wharf area. Relocating the ferry
embarkation location to Fort Mason would likely result in 1) economic loss to
Fisherman's Wharf merchants and businesses and 2) overall economic loss to the
City because commercial development opportunities to replace those lost at
Fisherman's Wharf would not be possible given the zoning in the area surrounding

Fort Mason.
Corr. ID: 274 Organization: Assembly California
Comment ID: 444412 Legislature

Organization Type: State Government
Representative Quote: Every year 1.4 million people utilize the ferry system to visit
Alcatraz. These ferry customers contribute to the economic success of Fisherman's
Wharf, a popular destination that is well suited to handling this traffic. The
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restaurants, gift shops, and 3,000 hotel rooms at the Wharf regularly entertain and
accommodate travelers from around the world. Fisherman's Wharf also has
numerous public transportation and parking options that enable this location to
handle such a high volume of visitors.

RTTB100 - Resource Topic: Terrestrial Biological Resources

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

54488

Ferry service at Fort Mason could impact Black Point and other terrestrial
biological resources.

Corr. ID: 43 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443379 Organization Type: Recreational Groups

Representative Quote: The damage done to the last remaining 'wild' shoreline,
Black Point, by the numbers of ferry crossings is also a serious issue.

Corr. ID: 102 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443532 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The DEIR does not address uniqueness of Black Point as
the only undeveloped, natural part of the entire San Francisco shoreline north of
Candlestick Cove. It does not acknowledge quiet water refuge at Black Point for
seals, sea lions, feeding birds. It does not address the regular presence of rare birds
such as Wandering Tattler at the abandoned pier adjacent to Muni Pier.

Corr. 1D: 102 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443538 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Moving the Ferry service to Fort Mason would destroy
Black Point and have a negative impact on this small wild space and its visitors, who
access it and appreciate it without the use of motorized boats or vehicles. This is
directly contrary to the Mission of the GGNRA, which I quote here to end my
comments.

"The Golden Gate National Parks mission is to preserve and enhance the natural,
historic and scenic resources of the lands north and south of the Golden Gate for
the education, recreation and inspiration of people today and in the future. In the
spirit of bringing national parks to the people, we reach out to a diverse urban
community, promote the richness and breadth of the national park system to many
who are experiencing a national park for the first time and foster broad-based
public stewardship through various volunteer and partnership programs."

Corr. ID: 104 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443545 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The SF Birding group regularly posts on bird sightings at Ft
Mason, in the coves and along the waters. There will certainly be impacts on birds
as traffic and people increase, and the DEIR assessment that nesting birds and
resident mammals in Ft. Mason will not be affected because number of people
visiting Ft. Mason will not increase seems very unlikely. Black Point is the only
undeveloped, natural part of the entire San Francisco shoreline north of
Candlestick Cove. As such there should be much review and discussion of impacts
on it and the biologic resources.
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Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

Corr. ID: 104 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443548 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Black Point cove and the history of the area should be
preserved with minimal impact.

Corr. ID: 240 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444350 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: By moving to this part of the water front, you would be
invading a wilder area, apart from the bustle of Downtown and Fisherman's Wharf.
Black Point, the rocky outcropping just east of Fort Mason, is the last undeveloped
bit of land going east from the Golden Gate. There you will find many species of
birds and other wildlife, some of which are rarely seen so close to civilization, and
I'm afraid they would be rudely disrupted and polluted by the activities related to
moving the ferry to Fort Mason.

Corr. ID: 245 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444377 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Rather than peak hour observations for water activity
impacts, it should be recalculated using 24hr 7day observations due to biological
activity (including human) within the San Francisco Bay. Current EIS observations
may have underestimated the biological activity; therefore the EIS may have
underestimated the biological impacts that would occur during construction and
during the span of operation. Please list observation locations, times, and
calculations to determine activity, including human activity ( i.e. swimming, rowing
and windsurfing).

54489

Further analysis is needed for impacts to federal- and state-endangered wildlife
species resulting from ferry service at Fort Baker.

Organization: Not Specified
Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual

Representative Quote: Fort Baker is preciously close to wild spaces that need our
continued vigilance and protection.

Corr. ID: 163
Comment ID: 444203

Corr. ID: 218 Organization: Mayor, City of Sausalito
Comment ID: 444478 Organization Type: Town or City Government
Representative Quote: The DEIS section on aquatic and terrestrial biological
resources fails because of the DEISs insistence that the Fort Baker Ferry Service will
be intermittent and low level relative to existing vessel activity in the Bay. Federal
and State endangered wildlife species, which include the Mission Blue Butterfly and
host species lupine, among other species and their habitat, are known to inhabit
coastal scrub areas at Fort Baker. The City respectfully submits that 14 daily ferry
landings, 100,000 annual passengers and the associated development of Fort Baker
should be thoroughly analyzed for its impact on Federal and State endangered
wildlife species.

Corr. ID: 235 Organization: Dolphin Club
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Comment ID: 444342 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: In addition, I am concerned about the plan for a ferry stop
at Fort Baker in Sausalito. Please review the endangered Mission Blue Butterfly. It's
habitat is at Ft Baker.

RTTC100 - Resource Topic: Transportation and Circulation

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

54483

Ferry service and associated shuttle service to Fort Mason could decrease available
parking and/or increase traffic congestion in the area.

Corr. 1D: 2 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 441808 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Despite the property being under the jurisdiction of the Port
of San Francisco and not the Park Service where the Park Service could have full
control of the site, the Port site better protects historic Fort Mason Center from an
inundation of visitors and their related service and expected parking demands which
will be beyond the carrying capacity of the site, in order to accommodate over 1
million visitors/year.

Corr.1D: 3 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 441814 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The area is already poorly served by public transit and
highly used by commuters. Adding the vehicles required to get 1.7 million people per
year to the ferry would be highly disruptive.

Corr. 1D: 4 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 441816 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Parking at the Marina could be enhanced as well as public
tranportation to the site and utilization of the Presidio shuttles.

Corr.ID: 5 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 441817 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: I live in the area and parking and traffic is already a
nightmare. I don't know how you could possibly think this part of town, with pretty
much only has one way in/out, can handle 1.7 million visitors. The Marina is not
equipped to handle what you are suggesting.

Corr.ID: 7 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 441824 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Another issue would be parking, as there is very little in the
neighborhood.

Corr.ID: 7 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 441823 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Additionally as someone who lives nearby, this would bring
even more congestion, traffic, and pollution to a relatively calm area of the city.

Corr. ID: 12 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 442100 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
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Representative Quote: The area is currently maxed out with parking, a new change
of use would only make the area more congested and difficult.

Corr. ID: 13 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 446160 ganization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: One of the concerning things is pressure that project will
make on the residential area. According to the parking survey from 2011, it was
already one of the concerns. However 4 years later the parking situation become
significantly worse the point that project will have unbearably negative impact on the
residents of San Francisco.

Corr. I1D: 14 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 442105 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The impacts of running a train line to facilitate tourism
would negatively impact local residents and Aquatic Park visitors - congestion, ,
increased noise, more parking challenges and the negative impacts on air quality
from more cars is a serious concern of mine.

Corr. ID: 15 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 442108 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Not only the parking but the garbage, the cars and the
busses would destroy an area that is not used to such a massive CONTINUAL influx

of people
Corr.1D: 16 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 442112 Organization Type: Recreational Groups

Representative Quote: There is very little parking available in the Fort Mason area.

Corr. ID: 16 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 442111 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: From the perspective of a tourist, I would consider the
location of Fort Mason to be extremely inconvenient, requiring either a long walk or
use of transit, raising out-of-pocket costs.

Corr. ID: 16 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 442117 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Parking, again: parking a car anywhere near the West end of
the Embarcadero is difficult, and often expensive. Moving a tourist attraction to the
Fort Mason would likely cause ongoing parking trouble for members of both the
Dolphin and South End athletic clubs.

Corr. ID: 17 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 442119 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: There is the issue of parking being severely not just for users
of Aquatic Park but for nearby residents which would include my relatives.

Corr. ID: 17 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 442120 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
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Representative Quote: Traffic will be impacted as the ferry terminal will be further
away from public transportation including BART.

Corr. ID: 18 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 442837 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: In addition to these obvious conflicts, I worry about how
the traffic and parking that would come with turning Fort Mason into a ferry
terminal would be accommodated in this section of the City where congestion and
insufficient parking are already the norm.

Corr. ID: 20 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 442842 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Moving the Ferry Terminal further away from the hub of
hotels puts more stress on our streets and public transit.

Corr. ID: 25 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443306 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: It is currently difficult to park in the area on the street,
which would be made significantly more difficult.

Corr. ID: 25 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443307 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Adding more foot traffic and vehicle traffic would render
the whole Fort Mason and Ghirardelli areas unpleasant for locals (much like
Fisherman's Wharf is).

Corr. ID: 27 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443310 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The Marina and Fort Mason area is too busy already, and
that is with mostly local visitors using the Marina Green and attending events at Fort
Mason. The area surrounding Fort Mason is not capable of handling the influx of
tourists wanting to visit our most popular attraction.

Corr. 1D: 29 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443314 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Extending crowds of tourists from the Fisherman's Wharf
area through Aquatic Park to Ft Mason will cause increased traffic, and in the
summer and on weekends bottle up Bay St, Laguna St and Marina Blvd.

Corr. ID: 30 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443319 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The proposed area is already congested with traffic and
moving the ferry would only make things worse.

Corr. ID: 30 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443321 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Traffic along residential streets would significantly increase
as tourists try to short cut congested main traffic arteries.

Corr. ID: 30 Organization: Not Specified
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Comment ID: 443320 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: There is not enough parking.

Corr. ID: 31 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443325 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: I don't believe that the neighborhood around Fort Mason
can effectively handle the expected 1.5m visitors per/year. Traffic at the entrance of
fort mason is already congested, and moving this many tourists, who are already at
the commercial waterfront would dramatically impact the Marina neighborhood.

Corr. ID: 33 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443336 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: While you can say that they can take public transit also, the
fact is that many will still chose to drive, especially if there is technically parking
available in the Fort Mason parking lot and surrounding area.

Corr. ID: 33 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443333 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Parking would become an even worse nightmare in this
area! San Francisco is known for being a city that's virtually impossible to park in

already.
Corr. ID: 34 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443341 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: The water between the Hyde Street Pier and Fort Mason is
currently used for non-motorized recreational activities such as rowing, kayaking,
paddleboarding and swimming. Moving the Alcatraz embarkation point to Fort
Mason will degrade a relatively clean and safe portion of the bay into a high traffic

area.
Corr. ID: 36 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443347 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: There is no public transit here.

Corr. ID: 36 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443346 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The road which goes by it, Marina Blvd which turns into
Laguna when the road goes south around the Marina Safeway, is a main traffic
corridor in the mornings and evenings. There is no parking for Alcatraz bound
tourists. Ft. Mason's parking lot is full most of the time because it serves the
businesses there.

Corr. 1D: 39 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443362 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Traffic snarls sure to follow as 1.7 million tourists try to get
to Ft Mason

Corr. 1D: 39 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443363 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
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Representative Quote: Further Parking and Transit Headaches

Corr. ID: 40 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443370 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Not to mention that parking would be a total nightmare.

Corr. 1D: 43 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443377 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: On weekends, parking is already difficult in the area.
Bringing thousands more people to the area will only exacerbate that issue.

Corr. 1D: 45 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443386 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: On Page xii, the "Pier 3" alternative is listed as having
"minor" adverse traffic and parking impacts. It is unclear how this can be the case.
Where will the millions of annual visitors park for their multi-hour ferry ride, if not
at Fort Mason? This would severely limit the current uses of that lot, whether
parking for visitors to the waterfront or the Sunday Farmer's market.

Corr. 1D: 48 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 443398 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Moreover, on land between the proposed ferry port
through the tunnel and along narrow walkways hosting cyclers, walkers, strollers,
trolleys will bottleneck and clog our prime paths bordering the water where so many
enjoy the outdoors on beach or grass.

Corr. 1D: 48 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 443394 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: The water itself is pretty dang clean but with ferry traffic,
with more car, trolley, but and taxi connections, the pollution will have a huge
impact on all- -neighbors, workers in the area, athletes, and just visitors who come to
enjoy a uniquely beautiful "park" and sea-scape.

Corr. ID: 52 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443414 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: It is also difficult enough to

park in that area right now.

Corr. ID: 54 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443424 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The area around Aquatic Park, and the area between Fort
Mason and the Golden Gate are used extensively for recreational activities on land
and in the water. Adding a Ferry route in this area will unnecessarily cause
congestion that I feel is better kept in the area where there is already existing Ferry
routes.

Corr. ID: 55 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443425 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
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Representative Quote: It's a beloved spot for swimmers that would be unable to
support the enormous increase in tourist traffic (water, cars, walking, and biking).

Corr. ID: 57 Organization: Oakland Triathlon Club
Comment ID: 443429 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Bringing the ferries to this area will pollute the water, cause
congestion and harm this beautiful part of San Francisco.

Corr. ID: 58 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443431 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Moving the ferries to this area would destroy the area with
the increase in people and cars and congestion and noise.

Corr. ID: 59 Organization: Not Specified

Comment I1D: 443433 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: It makes no sense to go all the way to Fort Mason to make
matters worst with traffic congestion.

Corr. ID: 65 Organization: Patterson Dental
Comment ID: 443443 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: It congests the bay and Aquatic Park.

Corr. ID: 67 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443446 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The increased traffic at Aquatic park with ferries unloading
would be hazardous to both people enjoying the water, and the current traffic on the

promenade.
Corr. ID: 68 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443452 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: The increase in Bay traffic near Aquatic Park and Ft. Mason
will degrade the quality of the view, the natural resources of these areas, and bring
noise, pollution, and congestion to both on the water and on land.

Corr. ID: 70 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443456 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The issues are obvious, with increased bay traffic in the way
of our swims, but also congesting Aquatic Park with tourists and tram traffic, making
operations for all swim and recreation clubs dangerous and difficult.

Corr. ID: 75 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443465 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The new ferry plan would be a disaster traffic-wise, but
more importantly the character of historic Aquatic Park would be forever changed.

Corr. ID: 82 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443476 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The Marina area in general, and Ft Mason in particular,
does not have the infrastructure to handle the additional visitor traffic if Fort Mason
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were used. Traffic and parking are already difficult even with relatively small events
at Fort Mason.

Corr. ID: 83 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443482 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Already there is a enough traffic at Aquatic Park. Adding a
tram and moving people from Fisherman's Wharf to Fort Mason will only make it
worse.

Corr. ID: 84 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443484 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Putting a train in so close to Aquatic Park would ruin this
pristine waterfront area by obstructing the view and creating congestion and noise.

Corr. 1D: 92 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443505 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The construction will cause years of traffic congestion in a
city already plagued by some of the worst traffic in the US and in an area that is
already heavily congested at all hours of the day.

Corr. ID: 96 Organization: San Francisco tour guide
Comment ID: 443512 guild

Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: But the traffic will be beyond endurance in the present
circumstances.

Corr. 1D: 99 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443522 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: I opposed adding tram service due to the increase traffic of
tourists and trams in a vicinity where there are people using the beach area for
swimming and play. It would be more dangerous and more congested than it already
is on weekends.

Corr. ID: 103 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443539 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The use of the waterfront for weekend events and activities
like Off-the-Grid adds a vibrancy to the area but also stresses issues around traffic,
parking, etc. Moving the Alcatraz Ferry to Fort Mason will exacerbate these stresses
in a way that doesn't have a positive impact for our local community.

Corr. ID: 104 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443541 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: MUNI and San Francisco transit impacts and coordination
are not addressed. Getting to Ft. Mason without a car is not possible without long
walk. Currently, cruise ship visitors can take Muni to Alcatraz ferry. Traffic in the
area is often difficult, and parking as well. Increased visitation would make it worse.

Corr. ID: 106 Organization: Fisherman's Wharf
Comment ID: 443552 Restaurant Association
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Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: There has been significant push back from Supervisor Mark
Farrell, as well as concerned Marina residents, merchants and community groups
who agree that increasing traffic in those neighborhoods would create unnecessary
congestion in the area and divert tourists from some of the most popular and iconic
destinations in the city.

Corr. ID: 114 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443569 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This area of San Francisco is precious and unique and does
not have the infrastructure to accommodate the foot traffic, car traffic, parking or
even the roadways required for this exponential increased use by ferry-users.

Corr. ID: 115 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443575 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Parking facilities would be quickly filled up, as there are no
garages in the area.

Corr. ID: 115 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443573 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This would increase traffic and congestion on Bay St. and
Marina Blvd. which are already busy city streets. Transit alternatives are very poor to
this area, which would encourage many more Alcatraz visitors to drive, causing
additional congestion.

Corr. ID: 115 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443574 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Fort Mason is far less accessible to the many visitors to
Alcatraz than either of the alternatives.

Corr.1D: 116 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443576 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Parking facilities would be quickly filled up, as there are no
garages in the area.

Corr.1D: 116 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443578 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Fort Mason is far less accessible to the many visitors to
Alcatraz than either of the alternatives.

Corr. ID: 116 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443577 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This would increase traffic and congestion on Bay St. and
Marina Blvd. which are already busy city streets. Transit alternatives are very poor to
this area, which would encourage many more Alcatraz visitors to drive, causing
additional congestion

Corr. ID: 119 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443588 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
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Representative Quote: Fort Mason is far less accessible to the many visitors to
Alcatraz than either of the alternatives.

Corr. ID: 119 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443589 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This would increase traffic and congestion on Bay St. and
Marina Blvd. which are already busy city streets. Transit alternatives are very poor to
this area, which would encourage many more Alcatraz visitors to drive, causing
additional congestion.

Corr. ID: 119 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443590 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Parking facilities would be quickly filled up, as there are no
garages in the area.

Corr. ID: 125 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443598 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The neighborhood we share is very residential. It is not
equipped to handle the millions of visitors Alcatraz attracts each year. Further, the
Marina is a beautiful, park-like neighborhood, adjoining Crissy Field, the Presidio
and Fort Mason. Residents and visitors alike are often here due to the serene beauty
of the place. The additional street traffic and the additional services required to
support the huge amount of tourism that Alcatraz commands will ruin this.

Corr. 1D: 131 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444059 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Fort Mason would be decimated, parking would be non-
existent, and the traffic would hugely impact the foot traffic of residents.

Corr. ID: 150 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444152 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This area cannot handle more traffic especially that
generated by moving the Alcatraz Ferry service to Pier 3.

Corr. ID: 154 Organization: Self

Comment ID: 444171 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The Fort Mason area is currently fully utilized regarding
water, land, and parking.

Corr. ID: 155 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 444173 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: More foot traffic and litter would make it largely unusable

Corr. ID: 157 Organization: People fora GGNRA
Comment ID: 444178 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The ferry service generates a great deal of traffic, both on
foot and by car, seven days a week. Fort Mason Center needs the parking for its
cultural uses, and the necessarily busy staging area now at Pier 31 1/2 would be a
great detriment to the activities of FMC.
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Corr. ID: 162 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444200 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: In my opinion the transportation impacts are some of the
most important to consider. I would have liked to have also seen analysis on the
differences in transportation costs of the actual ferry service from each of the
alternative sites. It would seem to me that there would be greater transportation
costs (such as fuel) from Pier 3 since the location is farthest west of the island as well
as being on the opposite side of the ferry births.

Corr. ID: 167 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444214 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The lack of adequate parking for incremental auto volumes
at Ft. Mason

Corr. ID: 167 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444215 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: The impact on traffic throughout the marina district and
onto the new golden Gate Bridge approach roads

Corr. ID: 168 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444219 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Don't crowd a quieter neighborhood such as the Marina
with all the additional traffic.

Corr. ID: 187 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444293 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: With all of this said, I am confused whether this site has an
appropriate amount of parking available and whether this will have negative impacts
on the visitors' experience.

Corr. ID: 189 Organization: USF MSEM

Comment ID: 444295 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The only concern for the pier 3 alternative is creating a new
traffic area, but fort mason is adequate to handle such traffic because they already
experience large capacities during events.

Corr. ID: 189 Organization: USF MSEM

Comment ID: 444296 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The embarcadero piers are consistently busy during the day
therefore keeping the traffic there would just congest it even more.

Corr. 1D: 190 Organization: University of San Francisco
Comment ID: 444297 Organization Type: University/Professional
Society

Representative Quote: One of them is regarding the amount of time it will take to
make this transition. Due to the huge amount of traffic that already has occurred
from the new cruise terminal and giants stadium, do you think the construction time
will cause and further hindrance to the traffic? If so, how will you compensate for
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that? This will significantly affect the people who live near these potential piers and
those who commute in and out? I wouldn't mind having more buses running.

Corr. ID: 231 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444338 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The shore side area is already very populated during the
week and on weekends and it can be hard to find parking. Kids are using the Marina
fields for soccer, organizations are launching running events in this area, and how
you would manage to allow for more taxis, shuttles, buses to transit in and out of the
neighborhood is not clear from the report. The congestion would interfere with the
regular use of Ft. Mason, people enjoying the park area or attending to one of the
many cultural events in the area.

Corr. ID: 235 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment I1D: 444343 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Additional traffic and people are going to adversely affect
that area as well.

Corr. ID: 235 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444341 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The additional tourists and cars will also adversely affect
traffic, and all the residents in the Marina district.

Corr. ID: 239 Organization: Marina Community
Comment ID: 444346 Association

Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Most importantly, the Marina neighborhood surrounding
Ft. Mason is completely incapable of handling the thousands of people taking the
ferry from a parking standpoint as well as visitors to the immediate area. We do not
feel that the impact of this influx of visitors has been adequately studied in the EIS
and thus the findings are incomplete and inadequate.

Corr. 1D: 242 Organization: SF Recreation and Parks
Comment ID: 444356 Department

Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: In addition, SFRPD is concerned about increased demand
for parking within the vicinity of Fort Mason generated by the popular Alcatraz ferry
service.

Corr. ID: 243 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444360 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: it would bring thousands of people into a limited area where
the accompanying traffic congestion, noise and never ending arrival of tour buses for
pick up and delivery.

Corr. ID: 244 Organization: Fort Mason Center
Comment ID: 444370 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The Fort Mason Center believes that if the point of
embarkation is moved to Pier 3, the transportation problem must be solved. Lack of
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public transportation to Lower Fort Mason continues to be a major problem today
in attracting arts and cultural uses. Fort Mason is almost entirely dependent on
automobiles and consequently parking. The addition of 5,686,000 trips per year
cannot take place without providing adequate transportation.

Discussions of level-of-service changes at key intersections in the DEIS is
meaningless when the issue is lack of access. Reliance on shuttles from Fishermans
Wharf is not credible without identification of their capital and operational funding.
Further, to the extent that existing parking for existing daily Fort Mason employees
and patrons is eliminated, shuttles from Fishermans Wharf will not substitute for
adequate MUNI transportation serving Fort Mason from throughout the city.

In addition, the DEIS fails to identify capital funding, operational funding, political
feasibility or a timetable for the F-Line extension.

Unless the NPS can provide evidence of funded feasible transportation
improvements, we believe this impact should be rewritten:
Operation: long-term, severe immitigable impacts.

Corr. ID: 244 Organization: Fort Mason Center
Comment ID: 444369 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Mitigation. Transit. (p. 289)

Implementation of mitigation measure Transportation-MM-5, as described below,
was considered as a way to reduce this alternatives impacts on transit capacity by
providing an alternative method of transportation. However, further analysis found
that implementation of a shuttle may increase transit impacts.

Corr. ID: 246 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444381 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This site is inadequately serviced by parking and public
transit options, and the influx of over one million visitors a year to a bottlenecked
site would be disastrous physically, culturally and environmentally

Corr. ID: 248 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444468 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: I have attended parking during those events (marathon
training swims) is already an issue. Adding 1.7 million people to the area would make
it a complete disaster! Parking is already difficult in the area. The proposed idea of
extending the rail cars to Fort Mason also makes the area along Aquatic Park even
more congested as several cyclists and pedestrians use this walkway. It is a walkway
not a street.

Corr. ID: 250 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444463 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The move to Pier 3 will create more noise, pollution,
congestion, decrease the value of our property.

Corr. ID: 257 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444451 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
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Representative Quote: This move [to Pier 3] means more traffic, more pollution,
more crowds, and more noise in this historic area.

Corr. ID: 261 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment I1D: 444443 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: By relocating the ferries we are impacting parking in an
already congested area (Fort Mason and Aquatic Park).

Corr. ID: 264 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444440 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Moving Alcatraz Cruises to a neighborhood without any
amenities to serve the tourists would be detrimental to both the tourists and
residents alike. It is not well served by public transportation and there is not enough
parking there for those who want to drive.

Corr. ID: 268 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444428 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The report also fails to recognize the negative impact on
increased traffic and general congestion in the area.

Corr. ID: 274 Organization: Assembly California
Comment ID: 444408 Legislature

Organization Type: State Government
Representative Quote: Fort Mason, by contrast, is a predominantly residential
neighborhood. Its non-commercial nature and relative dearth of public transit
options make it ill-suited to handling such a high volume of tourist traffic.

Corr. ID: 277 Organization: Port of San Francisco
Comment ID: 444393 Organization Type: Town or City
Government

Representative Quote: Unlike the Pier 31 Alternative, the Fort Mason Alternative
has generated negative community comment because public transit and alternative
transportation access to this location is lacking. Access to Fort Mason would rely
more heavily on private automobiles that would increase neighborhood traffic
congestion, and disrupt, not enhance, current Fort Mason operations and events.
The project would require extensive construction both on land and within the bay as
there currently are no maritime facilities at the proposed site. In addition there is
very limited retail, services or additional attractions serving the Fort Mason site and
it seems highly infeasible to further develop the adjacent area due to its residential
nature.

58802

Should ferry service occur at Fort Mason, shuttle service will be needed to reduce
parking demand. Shuttle service should include a BART Station stop and service for

nearby employees.
Corr. 1D: 242 Organization: SF Recreation and Parks
Comment ID: 444358 Department
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Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

Organization Type: Unaffiliated

Individual
Representative Quote: With regard to traffic impacts to the Fort Mason area, the EIS
concluded that the Pier 3 Alternative would result in a long-term, major, adverse
cumulative parking impacts, even with implementation of a shuttle between
Fisherman's Warf and Pier 3. If the Fort Mason embarkation site is selected, SFRPD
strongly encourages the GGNRA to incorporate a shuttle service between
Fisherman's Warf and Fort Mason in order to reduce parking demand in the Fort
Mason area. Additionally, this shuttle service will encourage Alcatraz visitors to
continue to visit Fisherman's Warf, an important tourist destination providing local
jobs and businesses. SFRPD encourages GGNRA to consider expanding the shuttle
service to include a BART station stop and offering service to employees of the
Fisherman's Warf area in order to reduce overall vehicle trips to the area and thus
increase parking availability for patrons of Fisherman's Warf and Fort Mason.

54484

Adequate analysis of the historic streetcar extension, which would support visitor
transportation to ferry service at Fort Mason, has not been included in the report.
Corr. 1D: 49 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443400 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The EIS Transportation and Circulation Study does not
address the environmental impacts of the proposed extension of the historic
streetcar. My understanding is that the extension project has already been approved
however, the EIS needs to be updated to reflect the frequency and volume of passage
along this extension that would be required to support the 1.5 million annual visitors
that would leverage the extended track. Pedestrian foot traffic and recreational use
of the area between Fisherman's Wharf and Lower Fort Mason increases
significantly each year and an updated impact statement is needed to reflect the
current state of usage in this area.

Corr. 1D: 102 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443527 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The impacts to MUNI and San Francisco transit are not
addressed. Getting to Ft. Mason without a car is impossible for people who cannot
walk a half-mile or more. MUNI line 30 stops a half-mile away from Pier 3, and the
28 line does not serve downtown BART stations or any area of the City east of 19th
Avenue. While I support the extension of the F-line, the SFMTA should not be
forced to change its long-term planning to accommodate a unilateral, poorly
considered decision by the Federal Government, and should instead be free to plan
transit expansions for the needs of San Franciscans.

Corr. ID: 151 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444168 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The EIS Transportation and Circulation Study does not
address the environmental impacts of the proposed extension of the historic
streetcar. Pedestrian foot traffic and recreational use of the area between
Fisherman's Wharf and Lower Fort Mason increases significantly each year and a Ft.
Mason Alcatraz ferry site would add another 1.5 million annual visitors to that track
and surrounding area.

A-112



Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

Appendix A: Summary of Concern Statements and Public Comments

Corr. ID: 244 Organization: Fort Mason Center
Comment ID: 444368 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Special Pier 3 Analysis: Effects of the F-Line Street Car
Extension (pp 291, 287).

Implementation of mitigation measure Transportation-MM-5 may reduce this
alternatives impacts on parking facilities. However, the effectiveness and feasibility
of these measures cannot be guaranteed at this time. Therefore, the impact would be
considered to remain moderate with mitigation in the long-term.

Corr. ID: 266 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444431 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: The EIS Transportation and Circulation Study does not
address the environmental impacts of the proposed extension of the historic
streetcar. Pedestrian foot traffic and recreational use of the area between
Fisherman's Wharf and Lower Fort Mason Increases significantly each year and a Ft.
Mason Alcatraz ferry site would add another 1.5 million annual visitors to that track
and surrounding area.

54485

Ferry service at Fort Baker would cause further adverse impacts to existing
congestion on traffic routes, ferries, bicycle paths, and pedestrian walkways.

Corr. ID: 163 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444201 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: We have an already way over-congested downtown area
under seige in Sausalito, in what has been a charming and sleepy bedside
community. The developemnt of Ft. Baker into Cavallo Point was the maximum
amount of development that our fragile ecosystem can handle, and we cannot
absorb the influx of thousands of people to this delicate shoreline that abuts national
parkland and maintains a cushion of quiet and stillness for the town and also
wildlife. Please do not allow Ft. Baker to become a tourist develpment, a hub for
crowds and possible future development not in keeping with its placid and
ecologically sound setting. Developing a "port" like landing space for tourist boats to
and from Alcatraz and the city is a horrendous idea that greatly, adversly affects the
residents of Sausalito and the citizens of Marin county who already overrun by
traffic congestion, bicycle overcrowding and poorly considered development.

Corr. ID: 173 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444223 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Currently, the City's streets, parking lots and public
amenities are under mounting pressure from regional, national and international
visitors traveling to Sausalito. The City continues to experience a staggering level of
vehicles, bicycles and pedestrian traffic flowing into the Bridgeway corridor.
Weekend bicycle traffic, largely arriving via the Golden Gate Bridge, has proved to
be especially vexing, making many of our pedestrian walkways nearly impassable. In
turn, cyclists often return to San Francisco via the ferry operations embarking from
the Sausalito Ferry Landing. However, the number of returning cyclists is now
outstripping the capacity of those ferries. Rather than relieve that overcrowding, we
believe a ferry landing at Fort Baker will serve to increase visitors and bicycle traffic
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Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

in Sausalito and further impact our community while also eroding the visitor
experience at both Fort Baker and Sausalito,

Corr. ID: 188 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444294 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Sausalito and Fort Baker simply cannot assume an uncapped
increase in tourism. The city and Fort have already seen a considerable increase in
development, traffic, tourism and general use in recent years. These increases are not
sustainable for a small historic community.

58807
It is unclear how additional traffic safety would be funded.

Organization: Not Specified

Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual

Representative Quote: Sausalito is crowded now with tourist traffic and bikers.
This would make it unacceptable. Also, will the park service pay for what is required
to keep all this traffic safe? Fire, police, increased traffic, street maintenance, etc.

Corr. 1D: 177
Comment ID: 444244

58808
The traffic analysis must be revised to account for the 100,000 passenger visits to
Fort Baker.

Corr. ID: 218 Organization: Mayor, City of Sausalito
Comment ID: 444472 Organization Type: Town or City
Government

Representative Quote: Because the DEIS has cleverly separated the Fort Baker Ferry
Service component of occasional ferry service from the 100,000 annual ferry
passenger traveling on the circular route of NPS parklands including Fort Baker, the
DEIS assures us the Project will not have substantial traffic and circulation impacts in
Marin County. We disagree. These Project components will generate short-term,
construction related traffic. Long-term traffic effects are also inevitable. However, the
DEIS fails to even discuss the major roadways near Fort Baker that may be affected
when these two Project elements are implemented. Why has this been glossed over?
Because the DEIS simply hides behind the implicit vagueness of occasional,
intermittent and special event. The DEIS discussion of traffic must be revised to take
into account the 100,000 passenger visits to Fort Baker.

RTVRI100 - Resource Topic: Visual Resources

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

54470
Ferry service at Fort Mason would degrade the quality of views.

Corr. ID: 68 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 443450 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: The increase in Bay traffic near Aquatic Park and Ft. Mason
will degrade the quality of the view, the natural resources of these areas, and bring
noise, pollution, and congestion to both on the water and on land.
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Corr. ID: 79 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443473 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The natural beauty that exists by Fort Mason is not
enhanced by more ferry boats.

Corr. ID: 84 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443485 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Putting a train in so close to Aquatic Park would ruin this
pristine waterfront area by obstructing the view and creating congestion and noise.

58810

Add further information on adverse impacts to the design of the infrastructure,
circulation patterns, and signage within Fort Mason itself, as well as unknown
impacts to surrounding streets due to directional signage, traffic controls, etc.

Corr. ID: 244 Organization: Fort Mason Center
Comment ID: 444367 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The DEIS correctly identifies both beneficial and adverse
impacts due to rehabilitated infrastructure, gangways and lighting, and water views.
However, it does not recognize that there will be additional features needed to
service a facility with 2,843,000 unique visitors per year. Like the acknowledged
features, some of these additional features may have positive impacts and some may
be negative, which will only be known when they are located and designed. There
will have to be appropriate signage both on National Park service property and at
appropriate places along the city access routes to direct the anticipated volume of
traffic and alert touristic visitors as to the location and access points of the
embarkation point. On Fort Mason itself, the circulation patterns, parking patterns,
and general ground plane will need to be reorganized and redesigned. Access to and
opportunities available to the visitors in other buildings and spaces at Fort Mason
will need to be appropriately thought out and signed.

We would suggest adding a bullet:

Moderate to major beneficial or adverse impacts to design of ground plane,
circulation patterns, and signage within Fort Mason itself. and Unknown impacts to
surrounding streets due to directional signage, traffic controls, and the like.

RTWQ100 - Resource Topic: Water Quality and Hydrology

Concern ID:
Concern
Statement

Representative

Quote(s):

54477

Ferry service at Fort Mason may degrade water quality, increase vessel generated
wake in the area, and further diminish the structural integrity of structures near
Aquatic Park or the East Harbor.

Corr. ID: 15 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 442110 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The piers at Ft Mason may have been used during WWII but
they are in no condition NOW to handle such a massive influx of people on a daily
basis.

Corr. ID: 26 Organization: too many to list
Comment ID: 443309 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
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Representative Quote: It's way too rough to place loading facilities along that area.
The current boils through those piers, the wind from the NW and NE have a direct
line, and ships wakes alone make it unliviable. Ask the folks on the ship Obrien now

tied at pier 45.
Corr. 1D: 37 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443357 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: Negative impact on already deteriorating nearby piers.

Corr. ID: 39 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443360 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Further damage to the Municipal pier, which is already in
need of repair

Corr. ID: 41 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443372 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: There is likely to be rapid degradation of the already
deteriorating Muni Pier.

Corr. 1D: 49 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443404 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Page 410 of the EIS states that the Aquatic Park Pier jetty
and adjacent breakwaters protect boaters and swimmers from ferry wake generated
wave action and that the Pier 3 Alternative would have no effect on rowing and
recreational swimming in the Aquatic Park area. The same justification was used to
indicate to NPS that the jetty and breakwaters protect the boaters and swimmers
from water quality conditions outside of those structures. However, this is not the
case - the currents that originate from the west (and the water quality characteristics
they bring with them) directly influence the conditions in Aquatic Park and the
wakes created by motorized boat traffic undoubtedly do impact the safety of water
recreation within Aquatic Park. Given how this topic was assessed in the EIS is an
indication to me that the actual and detailed potential environmental impacts have
been overlooked and as a result, there are potential outcomes that may expose NPS
to risk if Lower Fort Mason is developed as proposed.

Corr. ID: 102 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 443536 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Swell is a significant issue for Harbor tenants, one that is not
addressed at all in the DEIR and one that cannot be addressed without significant

engineering.
Corr. ID: 151 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 444155 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: I believe that the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
submitted with the proposal is incorrect in some areas and incomplete in addressing
major areas of concern as related to recreational activities in the area, namely
recreational boating and the growing sport of open water swimming, and potential
impacts to the degrading Municipal Pier.

Corr. ID: 151 Organization: Not Specified
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Comment ID: 444163 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The EIS fails to address the true conditions of currents and
water quality in Aquatic Park by stating that any ferry wake-generated wave action
or water quality issues would be mitigated by the Aquatic Park Pier jetty and
adjacent breakwaters. The Municipal Pier is in an advanced state of decay, but even
so its unique design allows currents (and pollution) to flow through the pier and into
Aquatic Park.

Corr. ID: 151 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444165 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: the NPS is well aware of the rapidly deteriorating condition
of Muni Pier. The EIS fails to reflect this fact and how wake generated wave action
will also accelerate its decay. This pier is essential to the protection of Aquatic Park
Cove for recreation uses as well as the historic fleet of ships at Hyde Street Pier.

Corr. ID: 158 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444180 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: It would also have a negative impact on the Muni Pier which
has structural issues and is in need of repair in any case.

Corr. ID: 159 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444183 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: In addition, it can also put the very existence of Aquatic
Park cove at risk with the effect of the wake generated waves on the Municipal Pier.

Corr. ID: 161 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444198 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Impact the crumbling pier and swimming around the
area.....which has been done for more than 120 years.

Corr. ID: 167 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444216 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: the apparent need for significant retrofit of historic Ft.
Mason piers and the one way tunnel.

Corr.1D: 174 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444226 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This location would severely negatively affect bay
swimming, rowing, sailing races and sailing practice for many local students, extend
heavy waterfront tourism from Fishermans Wharf into the Marina district, and
raises serious questions about the effects on water quality and the acceleration of the
structural deterioration of Muni Pier.

Corr. ID: 182 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444261 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This location would severely negatively affect bay
swimming, rowing, sailing races and sailing practice for many local students, extend
heavy waterfront tourism from Fishermans Wharf into the Marina district, and
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raises serious questions about the effects on water quality and the acceleration of the
structural deterioration of Muni Pier.-

Corr. ID: 184 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444277 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This location would severely negatively affect bay
swimming, rowing, sailing races and sailing practice for many local students, extend
heavy waterfront tourism from Fishermans Wharf into the Marina district, and
raises serious questions about the effects on water quality and the acceleration of the
structural deterioration of Muni Pier.

Corr. I1D: 196 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444384 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The DEIS does not even attempt to consider the impacts
additional ferry service in this portion of the waterfront would have on recreational
opportunities and omits critical details about the requirements of the historic
operations at Fort Mason; in particular, the fact that the port required a wave
attenuator when the military conducted regular operations at that location. The
absence of the wave attenuator currently may also allow waves created by regular
ferry service to accelerate the decline of nearby Muni Pier that protects swimmers
and boaters in Aquatic Park presently and is sadly in need of repair already.

Corr. ID: 220 Organization: Mr.

Comment ID: 444329 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This location would severely negatively affect bay
swimming, rowing, sailing races and sailing practice for many local students, extend
heavy waterfront tourism from Fishermans Wharf into the Marina district, and
raises serious questions about the effects on water quality and the acceleration of the
structural deterioration of Muni Pier.

Corr. ID: 242 Organization: SF Recreation and Parks
Comment ID: 444357 Department

Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The SFRPD recently renovated the West Harbor of the
marina at a cost of $27,800,000. The renovation included replacement of the floating
docks and construction of two new breakwaters/wave attenuating structures to
protect the harbor from wave action. Wave action within the harbor causes boats to
rock within the slips, which causes damage both to the boats and the slips and over
time creates unsafe conditions. As part of the West Harbor renovation project,
SFRPD used computer wave modeling to study current velocities and wave energy
to ensure the breakwaters would perform as intended. This analysis did not
incorporate the potential increase in wake-related wave action resulting from the
proposed new Fort Mason ferry. With the introduction of the Fort Mason ferry
embarkation site, the conditions studied for the West Harbor renovation design
have changed. Over time new ferry wake-generated wave action may cause
deterioration of the new West Harbor infrastructure, which should be addressed in
the EIS.

SFRPD is currently planning a renovation of the East Harbor. The estimated
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renovation cost is $30,500,000. The design is based on existing wave conditions.
Increased wave action from ferries going to and from Pier 3 will have an even greater
impact on East Harbor infrastructure than West Harbor due to the close proximity
of Pier 3 to the East Harbor. Effects of the wake-generated waves include increased
movement of the floating docks and movement of boats within the boat slips.
Avoiding future damage would require more robust construction than currently
budgeted, such as adding piles to the finger piers. Additionally, the existing East
Harbor breakwater/seawall is in poor condition and in need of repair or
replacement. The deterioration of this existing infrastructure will be accelerated by
the ferry wake waves and could case the breakwater to fail. Loss of this breakwater
would accelerate deterioration infrastructure within the East Harbor. The EIS
should evaluate and address the impact of wake-generated waves on the East Harbor
breakwater and docks.

Corr. 1D: 242 Organization: SF Recreation and Parks
Comment ID: 444354 Department

Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Specifically, new ferry wake-generated wave action will
accelerate the deterioration of the San Francisco Marina dock infrastructure and the
existing seawall located near the East Harbor and Fort Mason Pier 1.

Corr. ID: 251 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444459 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Would be interested in understanding the impact to
working historic boats based in and rowing out of the historic on-water Maritime
Museum (largest in us).

Corr. ID: 252 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444458 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Plus, Municipal Pier is old and crumbling and all the waves
from the new ferry traffic will accelerate its demise.

Corr. ID: 253 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444456 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Additionally, it's doubtful Municipal Pier could withstand
the increased wave action. It's already falling apart.

Corr. ID: 259 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444449 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Finally, the EIS does not appear to address the incremental
wear and year, due to increased proximate wave action, on what is conceded to be
the currently Municipal Pier.

Corr. ID: 266 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444434 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: the NPS is well aware of the rapidly deteriorating condition
of Muni Pier. The EIS fails to reflect this fact and how wake generated wave action
will also accelerate its decay. This pier is essential to the protection of Aquatic Park
Cove for recreation uses as well as the historic fleet of ships at Hyde Street Pier.
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Concern
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Representative

Quote(s):

Corr. ID: 266 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444435 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: The EIS fails to address the true conditions of currents and
water quality in Aquatic Park by stating that any ferry wake-generated wave action
or water quality issues would be mitigated by the Aquatic Park Pier jetty and
adjacent breakwaters. The Municipal Pier is in an advanced state of decay, but even
so its unique design allows currents (and pollution) to flow through the pier and into
Aquatic Park. Swimmers and rowers feel the tide in the cove and would certainly be
subjected to any wake activity from ferry service.

Corr. ID: 268 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444427 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Also, there is a sizeable backwash coming from under Fort
Mason. This will be substantially increased due to wave action from proposed ferries
and could cause property damage to boats and the Marina.

54478
Ferry service at Fort Mason could introduce construction-related impacts as well as
along-term increased potential for fuel, oil, and other discharges, including leaks

and spills.
Corr. 1D: 14 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 442104 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: I believe that operating the ferries from Ft. Mason
introduces the potential for fuel spills which, could disrupt the use of Aquatic Park
by the public and wildlife.

Corr. ID: 16 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 442115 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: It would have a strong negative effect on the public
recreation area at Aquatic Park due to noise, and water quality issues such as
chemical pollution, and diesel odors.

Corr. ID: 17 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 442122 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: I'm concerned about ferry pollutants coming into Aquatic
Park where many people go into the water.

Corr. ID: 20 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 442841 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Potential for fuel spills could disrupt the use of Aquatic Park
by the public.

Corr. ID: 22 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 442847 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: In addition, I am worried about oil spills, at least on flood
tides, that would sweep diesel fuel or oil into the Aquatic park.

Corr. 1D: 23 Organization: Not Specified
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Comment ID: 442850 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Any large tourist vessel with increase the litter, oil spills,
noise, etc.

Corr. ID: 33 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443331 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: These ferries can also leak oil and other harmful fluids into
the Bay, directly into the area that the swimmers and rowers use.

Corr. ID: 39 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 443359 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: increased pollution in proximity to human
use/swimming/contact with water

Corr. 1D: 48 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 443395 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: The water itself is pretty dang clean but with ferry traffic,
with more car, trolley, but and taxi connections, the pollution will have a huge
impact on all- -neighbors, workers in the area, athletes, and just visitors who come to
enjoy a uniquely beautiful "park" and sea-scape.

Corr. ID: 57 Organization: Oakland Triathlon Club
Comment ID: 443430 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: Bringing the ferries to this area will pollute the water, cause
congestion and harm this beautiful part of San Francisco.

Corr. 1D: 141 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444097 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: It will greatly polute the area with petroluem, noise and
diminish the water quality.

Corr. ID: 141 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444096 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: It will greatly polute the area with petroluem, noise and
diminish the water quality.

Corr. 1D: 151 Organization: Not Specified
Comment ID: 444161 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: Bringing high density ferry traffic to a widely used
recreational area exposes the NPS to significant risk through heightened potential of
injury and death to recreational boaters, swimmers, and first responders plus the
potential negative impact on water quality standards.

Corr. ID: 191 Organization: SERC

Comment ID: 444301 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The DEIS acknowledges that construction activities,
including pile driving, may result in "temporary localized increases in turbidity,
releases of chemicals in the sediment, increases in dissolved oxygen (DO), and
changes to pH in the water column." DEIS at 356. These effects may be increased for
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the Pier 3 Alternative, as additional pile driving must occur. DEIS at 358. However,
the DEIS fails to consider how these impacts may affect the recreational
opportunities that exist outside of Aquatic Park. Indeed, as I frequently swim outside
of Aquatic Park, I am seriously concerned about the impacts that such construction
activities may have on water quality in the areas where I will be swimming. The DEIS
fails to inform the citizenry of those particular risks and, as a result, fails to take the
required "hard look" at the possible impacts.

Corr. 1D: 191 Organization: SERC

Comment ID: 444300 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The DEIS states that the "Aquatic Park Pier partially shields
the Aquatic Park swim area from Bay currents originating to the west, and the San
Francisco waterfront is subject to frequent tidal flushing." DEIS at 410. As a result,
the DEIS determined that there will be "no impact on recreational rowing and
swimming opportunities associated with water quality as compared to the No Action
Alternative." Id. The DEIS fails to properly analyze the issue.

Corr. 1D: 192 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444303 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The DEIS similarly fails to consider the effects of water
quality on recreation. The DEIS states that the "Aquatic Park Pier partially shields
the Aquatic Park swim area from Bay currents originating to the west, and the San
Francisco waterfront is subject to frequent tidal flushing." DEIS at 410. As a result,
the DEIS determined that there will be "no impact on recreational rowing and
swimming opportunities associated with water quality as compared to the No Action
Alternative." Id. The DEIS fails to properly analyze the issue.

Corr. 1D: 192 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444302 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The DEIS acknowledges that construction activities,
including pile driving, may result in "temporary localized increases in turbidity,
releases of chemicals in the sediment, increases in dissolved oxygen (DO), and
changes to pH in the water column." DEIS at 356. These effects may be increased for
the Pier 3 Alternative, as additional pile driving must occur. DEIS at 358. However,
the DEIS fails to consider how these impacts may affect the recreational
opportunities that exist outside of Aquatic Park. Indeed, as I swim outside of Aquatic
Park on a regular, weekly basis, I am seriously concerned about the impacts that such
construction activities may have on water quality in the areas in which I swim. The
DEIS fails to inform the citizenry of those particular risks and, as a result, fails to take
the required "hard look" at the possible impacts.

Corr. ID: 196 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444387 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The DEIS acknowledges that construction activities,
including pile driving, may result in "temporary localized increases in turbidity,
releases of chemicals in the sediment, increases in dissolved oxygen (DO), and
changes to pH in the water column." DEIS at 356. These effects may be increased for
the Pier 3 Alternative, as additional pile driving must occur. DEIS at 358. However,
the DEIS fails to consider how these impacts may affect the recreational
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opportunities that exist outside of Aquatic Park. Indeed, as I frequently outside of
Aquatic Park, I am seriously concerned about the impacts that such construction
activities may have on water quality in the areas where I will be swimming.

Corr. ID: 196 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444386 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The DEIS similarly fails to consider the effects of water
quality on recreation. The DFEIS states that the "Aquatic Park Pier partially shields
the Aquatic Park swim area from Bay currents originating to the west, and the San
Francisco waterfront is subject to frequent tidal flushing." DEIS at 410. As a result,
the DEIS determined that there will be "no impact on recreational rowing and
swimming opportunities associated with water quality as compared to the No Action
Alternative." Id. The DEIS fails to properly analyze the issue.

Corr. ID: 214 Organization: Not Specified

Comment ID: 444326 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: The draft EIS similarly fails to consider the effects of water
quality on recreation. It blithely states that there will be "no impact on recreational
rowing and swimming opportunities associated with water quality as compared to
the No Action Alternative." The draft EIS fails to properly analyze this issue as well.

First, the draft EIS' insufficient and cursory evaluation only addresses water quality
inside Aquatic Park. As noted above, there is a significant volume of recreational
activity that occurs outside Aquatic Park.

Second, even the draft EIS acknowledges that construction activities at Fort Mason,
including pile driving, might result in "temporary localized increases in turbidity,
releases of chemicals in the sediment, increases in dissolved oxygen (DO), and
changes to pH in the water column," and that these effects might be increased if
ferry services are brought to Pier 3, because additional pile driving would be
required. This would certainly affect those of us who swim by and around Fort
Mason on a frequent basis.

Third, the increase in fuel, oil and other discharges from large vessels docking and
departing many times a day from Fort Mason will render the water quality
unpleasant - - if not downright unsafe - - for open water swimmers and rowers.

Corr. ID: 235 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444340 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: This will adversely impact all recreational use in the waters
from Aquatic Park, and negatively impact water quality.

Corr. ID: 239 Organization: Marina Community
Comment ID: 444345 Association

Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual
Representative Quote: It has been noted that the East Harbor next to the Pier at Ft.
Mason is contaminated with Manufactured Gas Plant residues, which would require
an independent EIS. The study does not adequately evaluate the impact of the
sediment that would be disturbed for the construction of a new Pier at Ft. Mason.
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Concern ID:
Concern
Statement:
Representative

Quote(s):

Corr. ID: 248 Organization: South End Rowing Club
Comment ID: 444466 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Additionally ferry boats deposit large amounts of exhaust
into the water along with potential oil leaks that are very harmful to swimmers even
in the cove.

Corr. ID: 266 Organization: Dolphin Club

Comment ID: 444439 Organization Type: Recreational Groups
Representative Quote: Bringing high density ferry traffic to a widely used
recreational area exposes the NPS to significant risk through heightened potential of
injury and death to recreational boaters, swimmers, and first responders plus the
potential negative impact on water quality standards.

Corr. ID: 273 Organization: Paul Hastings LLC
Comment ID: 444415 Organization Type: Business
Representative Quote: The DEIS similarly fails to consider the effects of changes in
water quality on recreation. The DEIS states that the "Aquatic Park Pier partially
shields the Aquatic Park swim area from Bay currents originating to the west, and the
San Francisco waterfront is subject to frequent tidal flushing." DEIS at 410. As a
result, the DEIS determined that there will be "no impact on recreational rowing and
swimming opportunities associated with water quality as compared to the No Action
Alternative." Id. The DEIS fails to properly analyze the issue.

The DEIS acknowledges that construction activities, including pile driving, may
result in "'temporary localized increases in turbidity, releases of chemicals in the
sediment. increases in dissolved oxygen (DO), and changes to pH in the water
column." DEIS at 356. In fact, these effects may be increased for the Pier 3
Alternative, as additional pile driving must occur when compared to other of the
identified alternatives. DEIS at 358. However, the DFEIS fails to consider how these
impacts may affect the recreational opportunities that exist outside of Aquatic Park.
Indeed, as SERC members frequently swim and row outside of Aquatic Park, the
DEIS fails to seriously consider and analyze the impacts that such construction
activities may have on water quality in the areas where people swim and row. The
DEIS fails to inform the citizenry of those particular risks and, as a result, fails to take
the required "hard look" at the possible impacts.

58813
Confirm how pollution from boats will be avoided during Project operations.

Corr. ID: 190 Organization: University of San Francisco
Comment ID: 444298 Organization Type:

University/Professional Society
Representative Quote: Another thing I was concerned about is the amount of
pollution from gas that goes into the bay. Are there options for more sustainable
boats?
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Representative

Quote(s):

Concern ID:
Concern Statement:

Appendix A: Summary of Concern Statements and Public Comments

58818

The East Harbor next to Fort Mason is contaminated with manufactured gas plant
residues and would require an independent EIS to adequately evaluate the impact of
the sediment that would be disturbed for the construction of a new pier at Fort
Mason. Increased turbidity could also disturb other sources of existing
contaminated sediment.

Organization: Not Specified

Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual

Representative Quote: Certainly there would be more trash, much of which would
end up in the water, at least as bad, there would be pollution from the fuel and
fumes, and the stirring up of old toxic wastes that are settled in the sediment at Fort
Mason.

Corr. ID: 240
Comment ID: 444352

Organization: South End Rowing Club
Organization Type: Unaffiliated
Individual

Representative Quote: In addition, the EIS does not appear to address the health
impact on swimmers of extensive renovations to Pier 3, which would inherently stir
up likely dangerous sediments, in close proximity to where we swim.

Corr. ID: 259
Comment ID: 444448

Corr. ID: 276 Organization: Environmental Protection
Comment ID: 444396 Agency

Organization Type: Federal Government
Representative Quote: Fort Mason Pier 3 is very near San Francisco Marina's East
Basin (Gashouse Cove) site, which exhibits highly contaminated sediments that are
currently the subject of cleanup planning; however, this is not discussed in the Draft
EIS. It is unknown at this time whether contaminated sediments may extend into
areas that could be subject to disturbance from construction activities (e.g., pile
driving, wharf repair, etc.) associated with the Pier 3 alternative. It is EPA's
understanding that Pier 3 is not covered by an existing maintenance dredging
permit, and the Draft EIS does not discuss whether or how the National Park Service
would be prepared to manage contaminated sediments if they are discovered in the
project disturbance area.

Recommendation: We recommend that NPS consider screening-level sampling of
sediments that could be disturbed by the project under the Pier 3 alternative. In
addition to the recommendations above to describe any needs for future dredging
and coordination with the DMMO, we recommend that the Final EIS describe the
sediment chemistry. If sediments are contaminated, the Final EIS should describe
any potential impacts of disturbing them during construction, operation, and (if
necessary) maintenance dredging, including impacts to water quality, marine
species, essential fish habitat, and recreational uses. Best management practices to
minimize such impacts should be identified and their anticipated effectiveness
described.

54579

Fort Baker limited ferry service could impact drainage features in the area, and could
increase the potential for motorized watercraft pollutants within the Bay.
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Representative Corr. ID: 218 Organization: Mayor, City of Sausalito
Quote(s): Comment ID: 444476 Organization Type: Town or City
Government

Representative Quote: The Fort Baker Ferry Service component includes re-
construction of the pier at the mouth of Horseshoe Bay and landside facility
improvements adjacent to the bay. These project components could also affect
existing drainage features in this area. Both pre- and post-construction impacts to
these features should have been identified and analyzed in the DEIS. This will
include non-point pollution sources from the component of the Project, potential
contaminants, proposed source control methods, and proposed temporary and
permanent BMPs to address potential impacts on water quality within Horseshoe
Bay. The analysis of water-related impacts should have also considered potential
motorized watercraft pollutants (e.g., fuel constituents, combustion products)

within the bay.
Concern ID: 58820
Concern It is unclear if a reasonably-sized ferry can operate at Fort Baker due to strong
Statement: currents.
Representative Corr. ID: 156 Organization: TRANSDEF
Quote(s): Comment I1D: 444176 Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

Representative Quote: Strong currents in the vicinity of Fort Baker make
maneuvering difficult there. Please confirm that a reasonably-sized ferry will actually
be able to operate there before committing to construction of a ferry landing.
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PORT OF SAN FRANCISCO : MONTHLY SALES & RENT REPORT

December 2005 LAST -12- MONTHS (Jan '05 - December'05 )
Percentage Percentage
AREA SALES % Change MINIMUM Rent TOTAL % Change Sales Rent SALES % Change MINIMUM Rent TOTAL %Change Sales/ Rent/
TENANT (GLA} (Qver Prior Y1) Rent {over Minmimy RENT (Gver Prior Y1) per 8qg.Ft. |per Sq.Ft. liover prive ve) Rent over Minioum RENT (vt Prior Y1) Sq.Ft. Sq.Ft.
RESTAURANTS - FULL SERVICE CENTRAL & SOUTHERN
Blug Ieais Ehtities T Folf cﬁ?@m’é@t 7,627 350,252 12% 5,608 18,036 23,642 12% 4592 3.10 66,466 192,023 258,489 8% 504.56 33.89
Jelly's - A Dance Cafe 2,287 22,283 -3% 3,222 0 3,222 1% 9.74 141 437,839 7% 38,349 7,860 46,209 -3% 19145 2021
Kelly's Mission Rock 10,000 60,185 -56% 12,190 0 12,190 2% 6.02 122 662,417 -52% 145,152 0 145,152 1% 66.24 1452
Riep23:Cafe,, 4,835 112,452 -18% 13,909 [ 13,909 2% 2326 2.88 164,892 46,409 211,301 0% 54366  43.70
The Ramp Restaurant 47,915 -8% 5,950 0 5,950 1% - - 71,148 25,388 97,036 3% - -
Red's Java House 772 33,114 -23% 1,025 1,293 2,318 -23%  42.89 3.00 12,207 44,569 56,776 4% 1038.34  73.54
:Corporation/Butter t 246,398 0% 7,175 10,073 17,248 17% - - 2:236/66 99,379 62,688 162,067 5% - -
Sinbad's 6,000 148,485 -5% 18,058 0 18,058 0% 2475 3.01 1,647,794 216,697 (s 216,697 1% 27483 3612
Sitting By, Inc. dba Hidive 75,688 1% (1) 3,431 1,867 5,298 8% - - 906,171 - 41,131 20,142 61,273 - - -
The Pound SF (Bo's Bounty Bar & Grill) 6,506 12,577 1,964 0 1,964 1% 1.93 0.30 174,245 23,395 518 23,913 26.78
Waterfront Restaurant 460,204 10,000 1 Y 120,000 00
~ suBn . ' :

PARKING

Central Parking Systemn (Pier 27 Apron) 13,741 -4% 0 9,089 9,069 -4% - - 208,079 4% 4 137,331 137,331 -4% - -
Central Parking System (Piers 27/29) 52,373 2% [ 34,566 34,566 2% - . 696,387 3% 0 459,615 459,615 5% - -
Central Parking System (SWL #324) 4,286 @ o 2,829 2,829 * - - 47,686 M 0 31,474 31474 - - B
China Basin Ball Park Co. 210,108 323% (3) 117,092 ’ o 117,092 15% - - 3,991,503 19% 1,358,490 631,264 1,889,754 6% - -

Imperial Parking Inc. (Piers 30/32)) 51,085 148% 0 33,703 33,703 148% - - 700,361 20% 0 462,238 452,238 20% - -
Imperial Parking Inc. (SWL #330) 33,458 150% 34,414 0 34,414 8% - - 822,894 % 403,022 158,624 561,646 -3% - .
Imperial Parking Inc. (SWL #337) 6,192 1073% (4) 0 4,087 4,087 1074% - - 78,137 137% 0 51,568 51,568 137% - .

Pacific Park Management, Inc
. BUBIOW .
EXCURSIONS/TRANSPORTATION

19% 4 o

1% - -

49,050 479,8!

Electric Time Car Rental, LLC 850 100 0 100 0% - - 17,550 - 1,200 872 2,072 * - -
Hornblower Yachts, Inc. (Pier 31 1/2) 891,215 2,648 59,153 61,801 -2% - - 6,437,391 16% 31,058 336,815 367,873 -14% - -
Hornblower Yachts, Inc. . (Pier 3) 461,541 15,352 30,258 45,609 10% - - 2,222,878 ~33% 184,224 101,541 285,764 “21% - -

Yacht Chart

94, 167,124 48,609 215,733 13%

{1) Tenancy commenced in 5/2004, no complete data for * last 12 months" comparison (01/04 - 12/04),

{2) Tenancy vommenced in 1/2005, no complete data for both "prior yr 12/04" and "last 12 months” coraparison (01/04 - 12/04),
(3) Dec 2004 sales was $49,681.00

{4) Dec 2004 sales was $528.00

cl

Tenancy din 7/2004, no fete data for * last 12 months” comparison (01/04 - 12/04}, and Dec 2004 sales was $0.00.
Percentage rent reflects 50% tenant improvement amortization.

3

- (Continued on Next Page) -



PORT OF SAN FRANCISCO : MONTHLY SALES & RENT REPORT

December 2005 LAST -12- MONTHS {Jan'05 - December'05)
Percentage Percentage
AREA SALES % Change MINIMUM Rent TOTAL % Change Sales Rent SALES % Change MINIMUM Rent TOTAL %Change Sales/ Rent/
TENANT (GLAY (Over Prior Yo Rent (oves Mininum) RENT (Over Prios Yr.) per Sq.Ft. [per Sq.Ft] Ot Privt ¥1.) Rent (oves Miniman) RENT (Gver Prior Y1.) Sg.Ft. Sq.Ft.
- OTHER - CENTRAL & SOUTHERN
Ferry Boat Santa Rosa Partners 34,600 8% 3,932 0 3,932 0% - - 412,759 % 47,184 [} 47,184 0% - -
Pacific Telephone(pending due ot new contract) 0 el 0 0 0 > - - 1] 0% 4] 0 0 0% - -
Pier 38 Maritime Recreation Center 48,331 36% (8) 24,000 0 24,000 0% - - 584,456 26% 288,000 a 288,000 0% - -
S. F, Pier 33, LLC (Makagon, Kira) 20,631 0% 5,424 0 5,424 1% - - 247,576 0% 64,739 4] 64,739 1% - -
St.Francis Marine: $.F. Boat Works 98,694 -6% 11,899 0 11,899 1% - - 1,816,527 14% 142,373 51,657 194,030 3% - -
BAE Systems/San Francisco Drydock, Inc 9 0 422,564 y 9

CENTRAL & SOUTHERN 634,108

$211,636

(7) No sales for the month of Dec 2005.
{8) Adjustment made on min. rental to reflect actual billable amount after CR was taken.
{8) Overage is required when YTD percentage rent @ 3.3% of Gross Sales is more than the YTD minimum rent of $70,833.00/mo.
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December 2011 LAST -12- MONTHS (January '11 - December'11)
Percentage Percentage
AREA SALES % Change MINIMUM Rent TOTAL % Change Sales Rent SALES % Change MINIMUM Rent TOTAL %Change Sales/ Rent/
TENANT (GLA) (over prior iy Rent {over Misitun; RENT vernia vy per Sq.Ftiper Sq.Ft {Over Piion Y Rent {over Misioua) RENT (v Priou Yi Sq.Ft. Sq.Ft.
RESTAURANTS - FULL SERVICE FISHERMAN'S WHARF
Alioto's 6,270 823,371 16% 16,249 37,270 53,518 16% 131.32 8.54 10,888,254 15% 194,988 513,159 708,147 15% 1736.56 11294
Capurro’s (formerly Mama Franceschi / Franceschi) 4,286 152,869 28% 5,000 5319 10,318 28%  35.67 2.41 1,823,985 3% 60,000 69,870 129,870 3% 448.90 30.30
Castagnola’s 8,107 150,206 -34% 19,663 ) 19,663 0% 16.50 2.18 2,995,789 -14% 235,959 12,048 248,007 -2% 328.85 27.23
D & G Co.{Lou's Blue} 2,129 0 ~100% (13) 12,173 0 12,173 2% 0.00 5.74 2,048.217 6% 144,768 31,343 176,111 10% 966.61 83.07
Fisherman's Grotto #9 18,796 405,324 -1% 27,175 4 27,175 0% 2156 145 5,773,227 6% 326,088 68,829 394,927 % 715 2101
Nick's Lighthouse 2,238 487,808 45% 2,258 28,450 31,707 45% 217.97 14,17 5,008,884 &% 27,087 298,483 325,579 6% 2,238.11 14548
Pompei’s Grotto 4,140 169,483 31% 10,830 611 11,440 8% 4094 2.76 2.8617,847 5% 128,857 49,899 179,855 4% 63233 43.44
Sabella & La Torre 2,236 444,066 24% 2,497 26,457 28,864 24% 19860 12.81 5,040,400 1% 28,881 288,743 327,624 1% 225420 14652
Scoma's . 12,421 1,196,961 7% 20,106 57,705 77,811 7% 96.37 6.26 15,161,076 6% 241,271 744,373 985,644 6% 1220.60 79.35
SFQO Forecast, Inc.(Portco) 7430 371,950 41% 4,769 20,338 25,107 41%  50.06 338 5,574,508 10% 57,227 319,057 376,284 10% 750.27 50.64
SFS838, inc. (formerly Franciscan Restaurant) 12,143 621,597 14% 25,577 15,761 41,338 14% 5119 3.40 9,009,181 14% 306,930 303,376 $10,306 14% 741.92 50.26

Tarantino’s

253,189 23%

11,921 16,458 23% 3540 2.30 143,053 185,002 385.37

2,756,552
g

41,949

OTHER FOOD & BEVERAGE

Boudin Properties, Inc. 19891 1,839,297 15% 16% 92.47 2.73 20,755,084 13% 324,996 286,374 611,370 14.40 3074
Boudin's Bakery & Café 4,400 146,469 1776% (14) 427% 33.28 3.00 1,559,535 187% 72,004 83,169 155,262 354.44 3529
Frances Chu (The Crab Station) 927 124,749 30% 30% 134.57 8.78 1,215,659 6% 11,314 67,701 79,015 1311.39 85.24
Guardino’s Souvenir & Gift ¥

EXCURSIONS/TRANSPORTATION

Blue & Gold Fleet 59292 231,876 498% 28,961 1} 28,961 0% 391 0.48 7.433,138 21% 347,536 284,445 631,881 18% 125.36 10.66

CUSA/GBL (Jefferson st} 6,187 ~37% 6,323 b 6,323 16% 114,196 -49% 71,996 0 71,99 10% - -

CUSA/GBL (Emb. st.) 16,184 29% 22,384 4] 22,384 16% - - 413,287 -20% 250,368 0 250,368 8% - -

Golden Gate Pedicab 1,978 1% 300 1] 300 0% - - 49,175 * {15 3,600 1,752 5,352 - - -

Henriquez, Reinalde 32% 20 20 40 33% - - 1,961 55% 240 117 357 -39% - -

P dicé;:l;/KASaggerS 76% 240 93 333 39% - - 58,005 -3% 2,880 2,840 5,820 4% - -
TAL - 4 § 31

RETAIL SHOPS
Coast Marine & Industrial Supply 20,815 28,868 46% 10,084 0 10,094 12% 1.37 0.48 298,399 12% 121,132 0 121,132 12% 14.27 5.79

Frank’s Fisherman's Supply 8,183 52,148 75% 3,583 1,632 5215 48% 637 0.64 722,846 12% 42,905

72,640 12% 88.35 8.88
Hoppe, Arthur 10,413 141,042 16% 13,353 [ 13,353 % 13.54 1.28 3,138,327 5% 160,234
i

4% 301.39 26.75

- (Continued on Next Page) -
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S, F. Maritime Nat' Park Assoc
M Histori X

" 10,097 081 % (16) 41,667
1,535,683 7% (16)

1,117,627
39,610

1,158,294
46,883

6%
9%

9

ot

1

0
89

RSS2 Do, 500,000
8,385,554,

87,271

2,286,519
248,172

2,786,519
335,443

10

4%

62.83

December 2011 LAST -12- MONTHS ( January "11 - December 1)
Percentage Percentage
AREA SALES % Change MINIMUM Rent TOTAL % Change Sales Rent SALES % Change MINIMUM Rent TOTAL %Change Safes/ Rent/
TENANT (GLA) (Over Priot 1) Rent {oves Mo RENT (Over Prior Y3 er Sq.Ftiper Sq.Ft Over Prior Ye Rent Cover M) RENT (et Prive Yi) Sq.Ft Sa.Ft.
OTHER
National Liberty Ship Memorial 5,223 17,883 2,841 0 2,841 % 342 0.54 377,638 0% 34,082 848 34,940 2% 72.30 689
6,279 0 6,279 3% 4.41 0.78 666,813 19% 74,256 684 74,940 16% 82.36

Rent abatement on both minimurm & % rent due to renovation in progress. Business closure effective November 2011,

New lease began May 2010, insufficent historicat data for comparison.
Cuarterly reporting on rent revenues,

DISTRIBUTION: J. Ruver /.J Chun/ V. Les / M. Lozovoy / B Riley / W. Young / E. Lamb / M. Covrel /3. Edwards / R Solis! R Malloy / N. Crmz
M, Moyer ! G, Royball J. Davey I J. Woo ! K. Ip! M. Yeh! B, Benson ! 8, Willlamson ! B, Rhett / J. Dall { J. Stern

(13)

{14} Rent abatement on both minimum & % tent due to delayed credit tor construction period. Both min. & % rent provided for teference only, Dec 2010 sales was $7,806.00
(15}

(16}

FISHERMAN'S WHARF $19,533,338 10% $349,367 $1,403,920 $1,753,287 9% - - $145,038,073 8% $4,166,717 $6,252,868 $10,419,585 8%
TOTAL PORT $35,985,126 26% $1,144,468 $2,279,268 $3,423,736 20% $264,399,585 8%  $15753,925 $12,340,040  $28,594,865 1%
112 MONTH SUMMARY $ IMPACT
[ CENTRAL & SOUTHERN ] [ NORTHERN 1 [ FISHERMAN'S WHARF | | - TOTAL PORT - |
Total Sales Revenues To Port Total Sales Revenues To Port Total Sales Revenues To Port Total Sales Revenues To Port

CURRENT “YEAR" = $63,956,494 8,997,693 $55,405,018 $9,177,588 $145,038,073 $10,419,585 $264,399,585 $28,594,865

PRIOR “YEAR" - $58,913,296 7,713,979 $52,502,601 $8,328,384 $134,483,271 $9,611,908 $245,899,168 $25,654,271

CHANGE > 9%|  $5,043,198 %[ $1,283,713 | e%| $2,902,417 10%]  $849,204 8%|  $10,554,802 8% $807,677 8% $18,500,417 1% $2,940,594




PORT OF SAN FRANCISCO:

MONTHLY SALES & RENT REPORT

December 2011 LAST «12- MONTHS { January 11 - December '11)
Percentage Percentage
AREA SALES % Change MINIMUM Rent TOTAL % Change Sales Rent SALES % Change MINIMUM Rent TOTAL %Change Sales/ Rent/
TENANT (GLA) (over buor vy Rent {uvet Misinum} RENT v Pt Yis per Sq.Ftiper Sq.Ft] it Prior ¥r.i Rent Govex Minitwn) RENT (v Bass Y23 Sq.Ft. Sg.Ft.
RESTAURANTS « FULL SERVICE CENTRAL & SOUTHERN
Ferry Plaza Limited Partnership 0 T 16,509 (4] 16,508 - - - 516,408 198,106 0 198,106 . - -
Java House, LLC 10,305 10% 2,522 [} 2,522 - - 191,728 30,258 0 30,258 0% - -
Jelly's - A Dance Cafe 3,419 4] 0% (2) 3,615 ] 3615 0.00 1.06 ] 43,378 o 43,378 4% 0.00 12.69
JMA Waterfront Properties LLC 301,235 8% (3) 16,667 11,812 28,478 - - 1,169,012 200,000 43,656 243 656 3% - -
Kelly's Mission Rock 10,000 0 {2 13,834 ] 13,934 0.00 139 537,294 166,513 g 166,513 2% 53.73 16.65
The Ramp Restaurant 109,870 81% 6,790 <] 6,790 - - 2,480,657 81,3186 38,104 119,420 11% - -
Red's Java House 772 38,645 14% 3.50 794,027 13,999 41,583 56,582 1% 102853  72.00
Sinbad's 8,528 157,364 22% 250 1,525,958 250,472 0 250,472 1% 178.84 29.37

Sitting By, Inc. dba Hidive 109,984

8%

PARKING
China Basin Ball Park Co. 819,317 283,197 344% (4 45,000
imperial Parking Inc. (Piers 30/32)) 78,621 0% 0
imperial Parking Inc. (SWL #330) 101,471 56,255 21% 38,644
Imperial Parking [nc. (SWL #337) 39,820 1,307 235% (4) 0
Imperial Parking Inc. (

pier 48} 768 * @ 0

OTHER
Pacific Telephone({pending due to new contract) 4] *(2) 0
Pier 38 Maritime Recreation Center 283,800 ] "2 22,000
St.Francis Marine: $.F. Boat Works 128,275 58% 13,579
781,490 9,724,932 109% (5) 79,167

BAE Systems/San Franciscoe Drydock, Inc.
Sustainabl ing Vi LLC

CENTRAL & SOUTHERN

6%

$330,975

143,619
51,880

o
416,578

$627,175

22,000
13,579
495,745

$958,150

1%
0%
0%

-100%

2%
278%

1,518,835

0.46 0.30 4,907,013 15% 2,616,273 1,041,335
- - 1,516,579 18% 0 1,000,941
0.55 0.38 962,064 18% 463,725 191,006
0.05 0.00 168,695 34% 0
- - 945,034 9% 0

- - 4 0% 0 0
0.00 0.08 o 0% 264,000 0
- - 2,011,394 14% 162,621 76,207
1229 0.63 43,175,635 5% (5a) 950,000 474,796
1,636,159 31% 529,254 0

$63,956,494

3,657,608
1,000,941
654,731
4,030
2797

o
264,000
238,828

1,424,795

65% 7.82 5.91
18% - -
1% 9.48 645
-95% 424 0.10
-98% - -

0% - -
0% 0.00 0.93

1% - -
5% 5455 1.80
%

New business operator effective 171/2011. Insufficient historical data for comparison.
December 2011 sules unavailable.
Quarterly raporting on fent revenues. Participation rent is oft-set by rent credit as per the lease.

Quarterly reporting on rent revenues, quarter covers Aug 11 to Oct 11,

- (Continued on Next Page) -

)
)
)
4) New interim lease began April 2011, leass combines revenues from CBBP, SWL 337 & P-48 for % overage rent calculation & is reported under CBBP. CBEP's base rent under interim lease from Oct to March is $45,000.00/month.
5y Percentage rentis due when YTD percentage rent @ 3.3% of Gross Sales is in excess of minimum rent per calendar quarter. (5a) 2011 year to date % rent reflects adjustment from underperformed 3rd quarter.

)




PORT OF SAN

FRANCISCO :

MONTHLY SALES & RENT REPORT

11,894 588,421

PARKING
Central Parking (SWL #314) 29,917 65,486 83% (1) 50,408
Central Parking (Triangle iot) 149,400 16% (7) 115,850
Central Parking (Pier 45-the shed) 23,581 139% (7) 0
Priotity Parking (SWL 324) 5,046 4] ~100% (8) 137,310
Priority Parking (Pier 27 apron) 1} ~100% (8} 0
Priority Parking (Piers 27/29) 98,456 Q -100% (8 0
Priority Parking (Pier 29 1/2 connecting shed) 1] ~100% (8 0
Priority Parking (Swl 322-1) 37,812 1] ~100% (8) 47,152
Priority Parking (Pier 19) [} -100% (8) 0
Priority Parking (Pier 33) Q * @010} 0

EXCURSIONS/TRANSPORTATION
Hornblower Yachts, Inc. (Pier 31 1/2)
Hornblower Yachts, Inc. (Pier 3)

1,110,063
985,750

OTHER
Ferry Boat Santa Rosa Partners
S. F. Pier 33, LLC (Makagon, Kira)

F. W

40,000
24,483

4,445

4,300 5,827

5,032,365 2% $464,126

$248,173

50,408
115,850
15,570
137,310

3%
3%
139%
4%
-100%
-100%
-100%
3%
-100%

0%
-28%
o

120,000

219 1.68 910,061 16% 598,968 83,727
- - 1,855,007 * (7a) 1,378,246 60,814
- - 285,757 * (7a) 0 188,600

0.00 27.21 1,875,570 -3% 1,647,718 2,463
- - 70,616 “41% 0 46,606

Q.00 0.00 858,883 8% 0 566,863
- - 252,041 * (8a) 0 166,347

0.00 1.25 612,577 1% $65,820 595

159,705 @ 0 105,405
12,144 * (10 0 8,014

19,335,509
8,528,062

1,124,926
638,499

53,378 0

- 480,000 0%

5.69 1.36 383,213 0% 69,924 17,774
9

$3,627,416

December 2011 LAST ~12- MONTHS ( January '11 - December "11)
Percentage Percentage
AREA SALES % Change MINIMUM Rent TOTAL % Change Sales Rent SALES % Change MINIMUM Rent TOTAL %Change Sales/ Rent/
TENANT (GLA) iover prior i) Rent {over Minlmuni RENT v b ¥ry per Sq.Ft{per Sq.Ft, Oves s 11 Rent Caver Misimum) RENT Qv Pk Y3 Sq.Ft. Sq.Ft.
RESTAURANTS * FULL SERVICE Northern
7827 292,847 ~5% 7512 12,255 18,767 5% 38.40 259 90,148 143,501 233,649 5% 453.84 30.63
4,835 246,419 34% 15,420 1,828 17,249 16%  50.87 3.57 182,661 87,722 270,383 4% 788.05 §5.92
6,772 221,336 9% 8,349 7,145 15,494 -8% 3268 228 99,041 56,169 155,200 4% 330.83 22.92

214,170

663,695 18% 30.42
1,440,060 * -
188,600 * -
1,650,181 4% 371.69
46,606 -41% -
566,863 % 8.72
166,347 * -
566,415 3% 16.20
105,405 * -
8,014 M -

1,160,134

$3,378 1% -
87,698 2%

9,177,588 16%

7y Percentage rent provided for reference only, adjustment is made pursuant to interim alffowing for

% rent

{8y December 2011 sales unavaitable. (8a} New lot/ lease began on Sept 2010, insufficient historical data for comparison,
(9) New lot /1ease began on May 2010, insufficient historical data for comparison.

{10} New expansion lot effective May 2011, operation began in June 2011, Insufficient historical data for comparison.

(11} Provisional data . pending revisions from tenant,

(12} Quarterly reporting on rent revenues. Percentage rent is off-sef by rent credit as per sect. 2.5 of the jease.

- (Continued on Next Page) -

ining three lots. (7a) Lease began April 2010, insufficient historical data for comparison.



Joe Wyman

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Joe,

Joe.Roger@sfport.com

Wednesday, February 29, 2012 7:51 AM

Joe Wyman

Jay.Edwards@sfport.com

Re: Pier 31 1/2 Marginal Wharf Review of RSA dated 2009

Port Engineering has reviewed URS' Memorandum, dated 12/14/2011, RE: Pier
31-1/2 Marginal Wharf. We have also reviewed AME's Condition Survey and Materials Testing Report, dated
1171872011, which was included as an attachment to URS's Report.

Port Engineering takes no exception to URS' recommendation noted in the last paragraph of their Memorandum.

Port Engineering requests that Hornblower follow URS' recommendation.

Additionally Port Engineering will revise its RSA, accordingly, for subject Marginal Wharf ASAP.

Joe Roger



URS

One Montgomery Street, Suite 900
San Francisco, CA 94104-4538
MEMORANDUM Telephone: (415) 896-5858
Facsimile: (415) 882-9261
Architectural & Engineering Services

TO: Mr. Joe Wyman, AICP DATE: December 14, 2011
Manager, Planning and Development PROJECT: Hornblower at Pier 3172
JOB NO.: URS Job #28067841
Hornblower Cruises and Events
Hornblower Landing RE: Pier 31% - RSA by POSF
Pier 3, The Embarcadero Yellow Tagged Old Wharf
San Francisco, CA 94111

FROM: Steven T. Brokken, S.E.
URS Structural Engineering Department Manager

As part of the Port of San Francisco (POSF) review of Port property, a Rapid Structural Assessment
(RSA) was performed at the substructure portion of Pier 31% consisting of the old wharf area
immediately adjacent to the seawall. The RSA identified beam deterioration and slab deterioration
evidenced by spalling, and recommended more review is needed. As a result of the observed spalling of
concrete at various beams and columns, the POSF additionally issued a restriction to limit the gross
tonnage of operating vehicles to 10 (ten) tons.

In response to the POSF recommendation for additional review, this office recommended a visual survey
be performed to map and document the extents of visible underdeck deterioration, and specifically map
areas where deterioration is observed. This visual survey has been performed by Applied Materials &

Engineering, Inc., (AME), of Oakland California, and is documented in their report dated November 18,
2011. A copy of this report is attached for your reference. Steven Brokken, S.E., and Carolina Aguilar,
P.E., of this office attended the commencement of inspections by AME to confirm the scope of inspection
meet the requirements to be responsive to the appropriate follow-up inspections in response to
recommendations by the RSA. Steven Brokken and Carolina Aguilar traveled and viewed the entire
underdeck extents of the old wharf area in question at Pier 31%. Independent observation during this
underdeck travel by Brokken and Aguilar are in agreement with the visual survey documentation
provided by AME.

Our review of the survey report by AME leads us to conclude that the damaged areas on the old wharf
region of Pier 31% are localized. Within these localized areas, deterioration is evidenced by spalled
concrete and visible corrosion of exposed reinforcing bar. Areas where deteriorated beam elements occur
are localized and the drive isle for vehicle travel can be confirmed as clear of regions where beam
deterioration has been mapped. We note that at slab areas, while corrosion of reinforcement is visible,
loss of section appears to be less than 25%, and should be repaired by installation of patching to the
below deck areas to prevent further loss of section. Note the largest localized damaged area reported is
approximately 15 square feet.

Based upon our review of the substructure for Pier 3114, we recommend that if the drive isle is clearly
marked to provide limits of travel clear of deteriorated beams, then the drive isle is suitable for passage of
H20 vehicles from the Embarcadero across the old wharf region and onto the new regions of the pier 31 %
wharf. Yellow tagging should be retained for remaining regions of the old wharf, with use limited to 10
(ten) ton gross vehicle weights. We note that the total extent of repair necessary to correct observed
damage is a relatively small area, and as such should require a relatively modest budget for construction
operations. We recommend that repairs to the observed deteriorated areas should be scheduled for
completion in a timely manner.

M URS HCE RSA Foltow-up 12-14-2011



APPLIED MATERIALS & ENGINEERING, INC.
H 980 41st Street Tel: (510) 420-8190
Qakland, CA 84608 FAX: (510) 420-8186

e-mail: info@appmateng.com

November 18, 2011 Project No. 111592C

Mr. Joe Wyman

Project Manager, Park Projects

HORNBLOWER CRUISES & EVENTS

Hornblower Landing

Pier 3, Embarcadero

San Francisco, CA 94111 § Email; Liwyman(@eomcast.net

Subject: Pier Substructure Condition Survey & Materials Testing
Pier 31-1/2, San Francisco, CA

Dear Mr. Wyman:

As requested, Applied Materials & Engineering, Inc. (AME) has completed an on-site visual
survey of existing conditions and materials testing for the substructure at Pier 31% “old wharf™.
The survey was limited to the area adjacent to the seawall and between the superstructures to the
north and south of Pier 31%. The visual survey included substructure concrete and reinforcing
steel (rebar) conditions visible from the underside of the pier. In addition, materials testing to
determine the compressive strength and chloride content of the concrete were performed. Asphalt
thickness measurements were also obtained at top of deck.

PROCEDURES & RESULTS

1. Substructure Condition Visual Survey

The structural elements surveyed included concrete piles (above water line), beams, girders and
underside of deck slab.

Results of our visual survey are presented in Table I and Photos 1 through 8. Locations with
damaged elements are shown in Figure 1.

2. Concrete Core Compressive Strength

A total of two (2) concrete core samples (C1 & C2) were removed and tested for compressive
strength. The core samples were removed from the haunch at two pile locations and tested in
as~-received condition per ASTM C42. Locations of the removed cores are shown in Figure 2.

Results of the compressive strength tests are given in Table II. Based on these results, the average
compressive strength was determined to be 3880 psi.



Mr. Joe Wyman

HORNBLOWER CRUISES & EVENTS
Pier 31-1/2

November 18, 2011

Page 2

3. Chloride lon Content Analvsis

Three (3) concrete specimens were removed adjacent to each core sample as described above.
Specimens were removed at one inch increments from the exterior surface to a depth of three
inches. Specimens 1-1, 1-2 and 1-3 were adjacent to core Cl, and specimens 2-1, 2-2 and 2-3
were adjacent to core C2.

The chloride ion content analysis was performed in accordance with the procedures described by
Germann Instruments Rapid Chloride Test (RCT). The precision of the RCT compares favorably
with AASHTO T260 potentiometric titration for acid-soluble chloride ion content of hardened
conerete (Germann Instruments published product literature).

The results of the chloride ion concrete tests are given in Table III and shown in Figure 3. The
chloride ion content in the concrete tested exceeds the theoretical threshold level for chloride —
induced corrosion of steel reinforcement in concrete, which is generally agreed to be 0.028% by
weight of concrete.

4, Asphalt Concrete Thickness Measurements

GPR (radar) equipment was used te determine asphalt concrete thickness at six (6) locations (T1
through T6) on the pier deck. Locations (approximate) of thickness measurements are shown in
Figure 2.

Results of the asphalt thickness measurements are as follows:

Location ID Asphalt Conerete Thickness Measurements (in.)
Ti 2Va
T2 3%
T3 3
T4 3%
TS 3V
T6 44

Please call if you have any questions regarding the above.

Sincerely,

APPLIED MATERIALS & ENGINEERING, INC. Reviewed by:

*
e

w%:" Dean Wilson
Project Manager

APPLIED MATERIALS & ENGINEERING, INC.



TABLE I

SUBSTRUCTURE CONDITION REPORT

“Old Whar” Pier 31-1/2, San Francisco, CA

AME Project No. 1115892C

Survey Existing Conditions Ohserved
ID#
Di 2'x 2" area of slab with spalled concrete and exposed reinforcing bars, minor corrosion of
bars, less than 4" concrete cover to bars. No tar coating at this area. See Photo #1.
D2 10" x 10" area of slab with spalled concrete, 2 through hole with cut reinforcing.
D3 5'x 3'area with spalled concrete and exposed reinforcing bars, minor corrosion of bars. No
tar coating at this area. See Photo #2.
D4 2'x 4" area at thickened slab with spalled concrete and exposed reinforcing steel, minor
corrosion of bars. See Photo #3.
DS 12" long exposed slab reinforcing with minor corrosion. See Photo #4.
26 18" x 2" area of slab with exposed reinforcing, minor corrosion of reinforeing, no tar
coating. Photo #5.
D7 2' long cracked concrete ready to spall off of thickened slab section.
D§ 10" x 2" spalled slab concrete with exposed reinforcing, minor corrosion.
D9 3" x 5" area of slab with exposed reinforcing, minor corrosion. Less than 4" concrete cover |
to bars. See Photo #6.
D10 8" long exposed reinforcing at slab, minor corrosion.
DIl [2" x 2'area of slab with gpalled concrete and exposed reinforcing minor cerrosion.
DI2 12" x 12" area of slab with spalled concrete and exposed reinforcing, minor corrosion.
DI3 3'x 3'area of slab with spalled conerete and exposed reinforcing, minor corrosion. No tar
, coating at this area. See Photo 7.
D14 2' long exposed reinforcing at thickened slab section minor corrosion. See Photo #8.
DI5 6" long exposed slab reinforcing with minor corrosion.




TABLE II

CONCRETE CORE COMPRESSIVE STRENGTH RESULTS

“Old Whar Pier 31-1/2, San Francisco, CA

AME Project No. 111592C

Core As Diameter | Capped | Area | Correction | Ultimate |  Ultimate
iD Received (in.) Height | (in.?) Factor Load | Compressive
Height (in.) (Ibs) Strength
(in.) (psi)
Cl 4.93 2.75 4.55 5.94 0972 24,180 3960
C2 4.49 2.75 3.10 5.94 0.901 25,000 3790
Average 3880




TABLE 111

CONCRETE CHLORIDE ION CONTENT

“Old Whar” Pier 31-1/2. San Francisco, CA

AME Preoject No.

111592C

Test Results

Distance Chlorides by
Samole ID from Meter Reading Weight of Above
sampie ! Exterior (mV) Congrete threshold level
Face (in.) (%)
1-1 1 -15.0 0.577 Yes
1-2 2 -11.4 (0.498 Yes
-3 3 -7.4 0.422 Yes
2-1 1 0.3 (.307 Yes
2-2 2 0.6 0.303 Yes
2~3 3 10.2 0.204 Yes
Calibration
s;?;i?fe 7 Crhiorides by
Solutions Mm Readmg \Yelgh.t O}‘ Calibration Factor:
% (mV) C(nzcmtc.
Chloride) (%)
0.005 100.1 0.005
0.02 66.5 0.020 A nu
0.05 447 0.050 y =0.3107e-0.0413x
0.5 -11.5 0.500
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Figure 1. “Old Wharf{” partial substructure framing plan showing damaged areas.
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Figure 2. “Old Wharf” partial plan showing core and asphalt thickness locations.



4[[[ My APPLIED MATERIALS & ENGINEERING, INC.
F§

0.700

Chiloride lon Content, % by weight of concrete
o«
o
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Loe]

0.000

Chloride lon Content
Pier 31'%, San Francisco, California

0.800

0.500
0.400 -

0.300

0.100 -

Dashed red line indicates the approximate threshold level for
chioride-induce corrosion (0.028%, by weight of concrete).

Sample designation : First number indicatres location number,
second number is powder sample depth from exterior surface. For
example: 2-1 indicates Location 2, 1" depth from exterior surface

Figure 3. Chleride ion content chart.




Photo No. 1

Exposed reinforcing at slab
soffit. Location D1. No tar
coating.

Photo No. 2

Exposed reinforcing at slab
soffit. Location D3. No tar
coating.

Photo No. 3

Spalled concrete with exposed
reinforcing at Location DA4.




Photo No. 4

Exposed reinforcing at siab
soffit. Location D5.

Photo No. 5

Exposed reinforcing at slab
soffit Location D6. No tar
coating.

Photo No. 6

Exposed reinforcing at slab
soffit Location D9.




Photo No. 7

Exposed reinforcing at slab
soffit Location D13. No tar
coating.

Photo No. 8

Exposed corner bar at thickened
slab section. Location D14.
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August 4, 2009

Via USPS Regular & Certified Mail
Certified No. 7008 2810 0001 8967 6120

Mr, Joe Wyman-

Hornblower Yachts, Inc.
Pier 3, The Embarcadero
San Francisco, CA 94111

Re:  Lease Number L-12501 ,
Notification of Rapid Structural Assessment Inspection: Substructure
Leaschold Premises at Pier 31,5

Dear Mr. Wyman:

The Port of San Francisco conducted an inspection of the: substructure of the premises you
occupy pursuant to the above-referenced lease. The inspection was performed to determine
the general condition of the property through a Rapid Structural Assessment (RSA).

Enclosed for your reference and records please find a copy of the Port's Rapid Structural
Assessment report dated March 13™, 2009. In the report, the Port's engineering inspectors
have indicated their findings and identified problem areas that will require further
investigation as stated in Section 11.1 of the above mentioned lease. Attached to the report
you will also find photographs of various conditions noted as part of this inspection.

Yellow-tagged Area

Please be advised that Port’s RSA has assigned a yellow rating to a portion of your Pier
31.5 leasehold (old wharf area adjacent to the seawall) due to deterioration in the slab,
beams and girders of the concrete substructure deck. For safety reasons, the Port’s
RSA requires the restriction of vehicles with gross tonnage of more than 10 (ten) tons
from entering this yellow tagged area. The Port recommends that you take the
necessary measures of installing load limit signs to warn and protect your employees,
visitors, invitees and other members of public from the hazards associated with
deteriorated substructure condition. The load limit signs should state “Weight Limit 10
ton. gross” and be posted at the parking lot entrance and in several conspicuous areas.
Please contact the Port’s associate civil engineer, Sherban Duncan at 415- 274-0558 if
you have any questions about the need for restricted access or loading,



Joe Wyman

Hornblower Yachts, Inc.
Re: RSA ~ Yellow-tagged
August 4, 2609

Page 2 of 2

Please refer to your lease agreement, Section 11.1 (Maintenance and Repairs) with reference
to the requirements to undertake regular maintenance and repair of the leased facility and its
substructure. Please sec attached relevant lease pages. Although the Tenant does not have an
obligation to maintain or repair the substructure, you may wish to consider an engineering
investigation to determine what measures are appropriate to prevent any further deterioration
and possible loss of leasehold space in the future.

 believe that you share the Port's objective of ensuring that the waterfront facilities entrusted
to us are maintained for the safe use and enjoyment of this and future generations of San
Franciscans and the public. I thank you in advance for your efforts toward this achieving this
goal and assure you that the Port is also doing its part by inspecting and repairing its facilities.
If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact Katharine Arrow,
Senior Property Manager, at (415) 274-0267.

Sincerely,

Susan Reynolds
Deputy Director, Real Estate

¢c:  Ed Byrne, Chief Harbor Engineer
Tim Yoshida, Deputy City Aftorney
Katharine Arrow, Senior Property Manager
Uday Prasad, Senior Civil Engineer
Sherban Duncan, Associate Civil Engineer
File

Enclosures



SUBSTRUCTURE RAPID STRUCTURAL ASSESSMENT FORM (rev 2009)

Facility Name: Pler 31.5 Substructure
Facility ID: 13155UB
Inspection Number (Facility ID-YYYY): 13155UB-2009

Inspector’s Name: Sherban A. Duncan, P.E, Affiliation: Port of San Francisco
Inspection Date (MM/DD/YYYY): 03/13/2009 Start Time: 1100 End Time: 1300

Purpose of Inspection-(periodic insp., maritime request, real estate request, tenant move-in, tenant move-
out, ete.): Periodic Inspection, Real Estate request

Rating Criteria:

Green ~ Unrestricted use. May require some minor repair, or minimal barricading,

Yellow — Restricted use. May require further review, may require load limits, limiting access and barricading
until repairs completed.

Red — Unsafe notice. Shall be barricaded to prevent public access and use,

Overall Ratins: Green XX Yellow XX Red

Immediate Actions:
Load Limits:  Install sign at entrance to parking lot to read as follows: WEIGHT LIMIT 10 TON GROSS.

Barricades:

Long Term Actions:
Detailed Structural/Gegtechnical Evaluation Required: TRD

Repair Required: Major: Minor: Spalling at old pier.

Condition Assessment Summary:

Condition P
1) Severe seawall failure X

2) Many missing piles X

3) Many significantly damaged piles X

4) Significant beam deterioration X X

5) Significant slab deterioration X X

6) Other hazard present X o,

Comments-
Soffit of slab and beams at the old wharf arca shows spalling.

Aftachments:

Appendix A- Facility Data
Appendix B- Photographs
Appendix C-Structural Rating Map

Mspection Number: 1315SUB-2009 ‘ Page | of 6



SUBSTRUCTURE RAPID STRUCTURAL ASSESSMENT FORM (rev2009)
Appendix A-Facility Data

Name of Facility: Pier 31.5
Facility Code: 1315
Address: Pier 31.5

Lease Number(s):

Building Data ~ N.A.

Building Structure 1D:

No. of stories:

Support over water:

Support over land:

Construction type (Wood, concrete, steel, masonry or combination):

Occupancy Type (Commercial, office, industrial, assembly, residential, emergency service, etc.):

Detailed Buitding Description (If available):

Substructure/Foundation Data:

Substructure 1D: 13155UB

Piling type: Concrete
Substructure Deck Type: Concrete
“Apron Type: N.A.

Detailed Substructure Description (if available):

%

Wharf was built in two phases (“old” and “new). Substructure consists of concrete slab on concrete beams
supported by concrete piles. There is a concrete seawall, ' :

Inspection Number: 13135UB-2009 Page 2 of 6



SUBSTRUCTURE RAPID STRUCTURAL ASSESSMENT FORM (rev 2009)
Appendix B- Photographs
Facility 1D: 1315SUB Inspection Date: 03/13/09
Facility Name: Pier 31.5
Inspection Number: 13155UB-2009

Photo 2. New pier addition

Inspection Number: 13158UB-2009 Page 3 of 6
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