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AN FRANCISCO'S wa-
terfront is a limited and
priceless resource. The
waterfront provides rec-
reational opportunities,
employment, natural areas and a
connection to The City's rich mari-
time history. ‘
Proposition H will require The
- City to prepare a land use plan to
ensure that the waterfront is pro-
tected from piecemeal develop-
ment and inappropriate land uses,
including a wall of luxury hotels.
Waterfront development deci-
sions must be made based on a
specific land use plan. Incredibly,
current land use plans are many
years old, are contradictory, are
vague and fail to reflect the water-
front’s importance to The City and
its citizens.
But worse, the Port Commis-
sion rewrites the rules when it
wants. For example, one plan calls
for 800 hotel rooms on piers in the
North Central Waterfront.
Last spring, the Port Commis- )
sion approved two hotels for an-
other area of the waterfront. -~
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waterlront:: Vot

tegic Plan, completed just this
year, recommends preparing a land
use plan. Why the rush to build
hotels, when the options have not

been adequately studied and evalu- |

ated as recommended

by the Port’s
own consultants? .

HE PORT has an ambi-

tious maritime marketing

plan which calls for spend-

ing $99 million on capital projects.

The Port believes that the only

way -to finance these improve-

ments is by building hotels. This is

simply untrue. : :

A clear and complete land use

plan will outline a whole series of

revenue generators which will im-

prove the Port’s overall financial
condition. - ' s

One only need look at the Port’s

current leasing record to under-
stand why the Port claims the need
for building hotels.

For example, Pier 39 pays only

one tenth of what other Wharf res- .

- taurants pay on sales of alcohol to
the Port.
Even the Port admits that the-;

. !"could be further from the truth.

‘yes on H

existing leases? §
Some argue that Proposition H
merely bans hotels without provid-
' ing any direction for waterfront de-
.velopment or solutions for the
| {Port’s current problems. Nothing

' The initiative lists over 16 mari-
‘time and acceptable non-maritime
.land uses for the waterfront that | ;
will not be affected by Proposition _
*.H. Furthermore, Prop. H allows all
projects with permits to be built,
‘and allows all existing businesses
‘to expand and remodel. Finally, it
- includes criteria to determine if a
land use is appropriate. These cri-
“:teria will ensure that waterfront
. lands are used in the most benefi-
'cial manner for the Port and for
:San Franciscans,

¥ WENTY YEARS ago, the |
it Port supported a 50-story | tic
U.S. Steel office building for | cn
. the waterfront. in
Today, no one could support | pr
such a project. Five years from | tes
now, when the fruits of a compre- | i
hensive waterfront land use plan

Not only did the Port Commis- proposed lease for the Pier 39 ' aré beginning to ripen, Prop. H will
i its own plan, but it A is half the rent of a simi- | be seen in the same light as efforts

increased the number of potential lar project proposed in: uthern | to stop the,U.S. Steel Building, an

hotels on the waterfront — despite rnia, If the Port needs money | important step. in protecting ‘The | !
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:ame number of hotel jobs (and/
same port revenues) without hurt-
ng waterfront access at all. )
Port commissioners argue that
they need the hotels because they
need money. Perhaps this is true,
but what happens next time the
Port needs money? Will more ho-
tels be approved?

Remember, the current plan al- *'

lows 800 more rooms in the North
Central Waterfront. The only way
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