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FILE NO. 131161 ORDINANCE NO.

S .
[Planning Code, Zoning Map - Adjacent Parcels and Western South of Market Cleanup]

Ordinance amending Zoning Map, Sheets ZN01, ZN07, ZN08, HT07, HT08, and SUOQ7, to
revise usetdistricts And height and bulk districts for parcels adjacent to and within the

Western South of Market Plan Area; to extend the Van Ness and Market Downtown

TSt RS s =t Ve S R Sty ey Sootar Cominmmny Puth R TRy o Ay b YR es T o
‘ and 350 Eighth Street Project, certified December 6, 2012 \ Planning
Project Sponsor:  Corey Teague, San Francisco Planning Department Information:

: (415) 575-9081 ,
Lead Agency: San Francisco Planning Departmerit
Staff Contact: Andrea Contreras — (415) 575-9044

‘ andrea.contreras@sfgov.org

415.558.6377

REMARKS

Background

A final environmental impact report (EIR) for the Western SoMa Community Plan, Rezoning of Adjacent
Parcels and 350 Eighth Street Project, file number 2008.0877E, 'waé certified on December 6, 2012. The
project analyzed in the EIR (“Project”) consists of three separate components: (1) adoption of the Western
SoMa Community Plan;* (2) the rezoning of 46 parcels, comprising 35 lots,? prq>d1ria"ce to the Draft Plan
boundary in order to reconcile their use districts with those of the neighboring properties (“Rezoning of
Adjacent Parcels”); and (3) a mixed-use project proposed at 350 Eighth Street within the Western SoMa
Community Plan Area (“Plan Area”), consisting of approximately 444 dwelling units, approximately
33,650 square feet of commercial space, approximately 8,150 square feet of light industrial/artist space,
and approximately 1,350 square feet of community space. The modified project.analyzed in this
addendum relates to the Rezoning of Adjacent Parcels, the second component, as described in further
detail below. T ' » /

Rezoning of Adjacent Parcels

The second component of the Project is the Rezoning of Adjacent Parcels, a “cleanup” rezoning of 46
parcels comprising 36 lots adjacent to the Draft Plan Area. The Adjacent Parcels are located on the south
side of Mission Street, between Seventh and 11th Streets. The Rezoning of Adjacent Parcels would
reconcile the use districts of these parcels with those of the neighboring properties and make them
consistent with the zoning of the opposing block fagades. The existing zoning of the Adjacent Parcels is
Heavy Commercial (C-M) and Service/Light Industrial/ Residential Mixed Use (SLR). Under the Project

*  The Western SoMa Community Plan'was adopted by the Board of Supervisors on March 19, 2013, and effective as
of April 27, 2013. .

2 One lot has been subdivided as part of a residential condominium project and contains 11 distinct Assessor Block
parcels. The term “lot” refers to a tract of developable land, whereas the term “parcel” refers to developed individual
units that have access to sewer, water, and electricity services (i.e, condominium units).
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reference. A copy of Planning Commission Resolution No. 19014 is on ﬁlé with the Clerk of

the Board of Supervisors in File No. 131161.

(2) This Board of Supervisors ﬁnds that this Ordinance is, on balance, consistent with

the General Plan and the Priority Policies of Planning Code Section 101.1/b) for the reasone . |
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Use Office (MUO) along' the south side of Mission Street between Seventh and Ninth Streets. No changes
in existing height and bulk limits would occur. The Adjacent Parcels are not included in the Plan Area
because the Plan Area coincides with the adopted Western SoMa SUD. The Rezoning of the Adjacent
parcels has not been adopted by the Board of Supervisors and Mayor and is the subjéct of the legislation

described below.

Luts it a el el

Proposed R evisions to Project

The Planning Department is currently initiating legislation (Case No. 2013.0617MZ) to rezone the
Adjacent Parcels and capture other minor rezoning efforts as described below. The proposed legislation
includes the following: 1) Rezoning of the Adjacent Parcels analyzed in the EIR; 2) Clean-up rezoning of
two additional parcels (Assessor’s Block 3703, Lots 025 and 026) from Residential/Service Mixed Use
District (RSD) to C-3-G with no change in the height and bulk district (“Additional Adjacent Parcels”); 3)
Clean-up rezoning of parcels within the Plan Area that were erroneously zoned during the adoption of
the Western SoMa Community Plan, as described below; and 4) General Plan and Zoning Map amendments
to include the Adjacent Parcels into the Market and Octavia and Eastern Neighborhood plan area
boundaries, and expand the boundaries of the Van Ness and Market Downtown Residential Special Use
"District to include nine Adjacent Parcels proposed for rezoning to C-3-G. ‘

Rezoning of the Adjacent Parcels Analyzed in the EIR _
The proposed legislation would enact the Rezoning of the Adjacent Parcels as described and analyzed in
the EIR. There are no proposed modifications to these parcels beyond what was described and analyzed
in the EIR. The Adjacent Parcels are shown in Figure 1.

Rezoning of Two Additional Adjacent Parcels :
This component differs from the Project analyzed in the EIR. The Planning Department proposes to

" rezone two additional parcels in the Project vicinity (Figure 1). These parcels (Assessor’s Block 3703, Lots

025 and 026) (“Additional Adjacent Parcels”), are currently zoned Residential/Service/Mixed Use (RSD)

* and are proposed to be rezoned to Downtown General Commercial district (C-3-G). No change is

proposed to the height and bulk district of these two parcels. The Additional Adjacent Parcels are located
outside of the Western SoMa Community Plan Area, but within the project vicinity of the Rezoning of
Adjacent Parcels as shown in Figure 1. This addendum focuses on the rezoning of the two Additional
Adjacent Parcels that were previously not covered in the EIR.

(Figure 1, next page.)

SAN FRANGISEO ' ' 2




o ©O© oo ~N oo o A~ oW N

3727175

3727176

3727177
3727178
3727179
3727180
3727181
3727182
3727183
3727184
3727097
3727096
3727095
3727094
3727091
3727130
3727089
3510059

e+

SLR

-SLR

SLR
SLR
SLR
SLR
SLR
SLR

"SLR

SLR
SLR
SLR
SLR
SLR
SLR
SLR
SLR

Zoning Districts

ADJACENT PARCELS AND WESTERN SOMA CLEANUP

1,000 Feat




—

NN[\)N<N)_\_\—\.—L,—\_\A—L_\-—\l'
AOOM—\O(OW\JQU'I-POON—\OCDW\ICDCH-PWN

N
(&)

3509041
3728072

- 3728103

3728075
3728076
3728089
3728081
3728082
3728083
3728001
3520031,
3784181
3784040
3784041
3784044

RCD
SLR
SLR
SLR
SLR
SLR
SLR
SLR
SLR
SLR
SLR
SALI
sLI

- SLI

SLI

C-3-G
 MUO

MUO
MUO
MUO
MUO
MUO
MUO
MUO
MUO
WMUG
RED-MX
RED-MX
RED-MX
RED-MX

© © ® ® N NN NN N NN N~

Section 3. Under Sections 106 and 302(c) of the Planning Code, the following height

and bulk designation améndments to the Zoning Map, Sheets HT07 and HTO8 are hereby

approved.

Block/L ot
3520031

3509041
3784181
3784040
3784041

Supervisor Kim

Height and Bulk
District To Be

Superseded
50-X

55-X

 40/55-X

50-X
50-X

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS .

Height and Bulk
District To Be

Approved

95-X
160-M
45-X
45-X
45-X
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Section 5. Effective Date. This ordinance shall become effective 30 days after

.enactment. Enactment occurs when the Mayor signs the ordinance, the Mayor returns the

ordinance unsigned or does not sign the ordinance within ten days of receiving it, or the Board

of Supervisors overrides the Mayor's veto of the ordinance. .

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
DENNIS J. HERRERA, City Attorney

ANDRE%UIDE
Deputy City : '

n:\legana\as2013\1300202\00876478.doc

N B — - [ezomng 01 Aaaitonal Adjacent Parcels

Table 3 - Zoning and Height District Proposed in Legislation
Block/Lot Existing Zoning* | Proposed Zoning? Existing Height | Proposed Height
3520/031 " SLR | WMUG 50-X 55-X
3784/181 - SALI RED-MX 40/55-X 45-X
3784/040 - SLI RED-MX 50-X 45-X
3784/041 SLI . RED-MX 50-X 45-X
3784/044 SLI ~ RED-MX ' 50-X 45-X
3509/041 RCD C-3-G 55-X 160-M
Source: San Francisco Pla.tming Department, 2013.
Notes: '

a.“Existing Zoning” and “Existing Height” in Table 3 refer to the current use and height districts after 'implementation of the
Western SoMa Community Plan, inclusive of dlerical errors, . N g D S

. b.“Proposed Zoning”-and “Proposed Height” in Table 3 refer to the use and height districts proposed under the legislation. These
use districts are identical'to what was intended under and analyzed as part of the Western SoMa Community Plan EIR.

General Plan and Zoning Map Amendments ‘

This component of the proposed legislation differs from the Project analyzed in the EIR. The legislation
includes General Plan and Zoning Map amendments to include the Adjacent Parcels within the Market
and Octavia and East SoMa plan area boundaries, due to the proximity of the parcels to the plan areas
and their similar land uses (see Figure 2). The Adjacent Parcels are located proximate to paicels that have
already been rezoned as part of either the East SoMa Plan or the Market and Octavia Neighborhood Plan.

The proposed iegislaﬁon also includes a Zoning Map Amendment to expand the boundaries of the Van



FILE NO. 131161

LEGISLATIVE DIGE‘ST

[Planning Code, Zoning Map - Adjacent Parcels and Western South of Market Cleanup]

Ordinance amending Zomng Map, Sheets ZN01, ZN07, ZN08, HT07, HT08, and SU07, to
revise use districts and height and bulk districts for parcels adjacent to and within the
Western South of Market Plan Area; to extend the Van Ness and Market Downtown
Residential Special Use District; and making environmental findings, Planning Code,
Section 302, findings, and findings of consistency with the General Plan and the eight
priority policies of Plannlng Code, Section 101.1.

_ Existing Law
The City's Zoning Map, part of the Planning Code, assigns zoning districts and height and
bulk districts to property. The Zoning Map also contains Special Use Districts which include
specific controls in the identified Special Use District area.

Amendmehts fo _Current Law .

This Ordinance would amend the Zoning Map to revise uée districts and height and bulk
districts for parcels adjacent to and within the Western SoMa Plan Area and to extend the Van
Ness & Market Downtown Residential Special Use District.

Bacqudund Information

The rezoning of these parcels was studied in the Env1ronmental Impact Report (EIR) that was
prepared and certified for the Western SoMa Area Plan.

Supervisor Kim -
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ’ Page 1
12/24/2013
originated at : v:\legis support\electronic attachments\2013 ad files\131161 leg digest.doc

et ——— e rev\ised.a%d ?\_I,’)A.lgn‘l:‘lauyél '5&11(“8&5%&5*5?@ ﬁﬁﬁfg&\rapnfe\?ﬂ']’% ad filaa\12311A1 len dinast.doe_ .. . _ .



SAN FRANCISCO K
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

November 18,2013

Angela Calvillo, Clerk

Board of Supervisors

City Hall, Room 244 -

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

RE: Transmittal of the Adjacent Parcels Rezoning and Western SoMa Cleanup
Plannmg Case No: 2013 0617MZ

Boa_rd File Number: (pending)
Planning Commission Recommendation: Approval

Dear Ms. Calvillo, the Honorable Mayor Ed Lee, and the Honorable Supervisor Jane Kim:

I am pleased to transmit the Planning Commission’s recommendation for adoption of the
Adjacent Parcels Rezoning and ‘Western SoMa Cleanup (Case 2013.0617MZ) to the Board of

Supervisors. Please find here a description of the approval actions and supporting documentation
- for the Board’s consideration.

The “Adjacent Parcels” along Mission Street and 10% Street were left out of the Eastern
- Neighborhoods and Market and Octavia plans and rezoning efforts because at the time these

parcels were being considered for rezoning as part of planning efforts related to the then-
* ‘proposed Mid-Market Redevelopment Plan. In recognition of their omission, the rezoning of these
parcels was analyzed in the Western SoMa Community Plan, Rezoning of Adjacent Parcels, and
350 8th Street Project Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR), which was certified by the
Planmng Commission on December 6, 2012. However, the “Adjacent Parcels” were not included
as part of the Western SoMa rezoning, which only included those ‘parcels within the Western
-SoMa Plan Area. Two additional parcels along Mission and Jessie Streets between 6t and 7t
Streets were added to the rezoning proposal. Additionally, the plan area boundaries of Market
and Octavia and East SoMa are proposed to be extended to capture the “Adjacent Parcels” and the
lone proposed C-3-G parcel currently within the Western SoMa Plan Area.

' The rezoning associated with the Western SoMa Area Plan was adopted by the Board of
Supervisors on March 19, 2013. However, several parcels within the Western SoMa Plan Area

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400

San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479

Reception:
415.558.6378

Fax:

415.558.6409

Planning
Information:
415.558.6377
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- On August 15, 2013 the San Francisco Planning Commission (hereinafter “Commission”)
conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting to consider the
initiation of proposed Ordinances.

On October 10, 2013 the Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly-
scheduled meeting and voted to recommend approval of the proposed Ordinanges.

The following items are included in this 'pacykage and were reviewed and approved by the
Planning Com mission:

" 1. Environmental Review CEQA Findings and Mitigation Measures
The original Western SoMa Environmental Review findings identify significant unavoidable
environmental impacts, compareb Project alternatives, describe mitigation measures, and make a
Statement of Overriding Considerations recognizing the Project’s unique benefits. The addendum
addresses the inclusion of additional properties to the “Adjacent Parcels” project.

2. General Plan Amendments Ordinance

Amendments to the General Plan include extending the plan area boundaries of Market and
Octavia and East SoMa to capture the “Adjacent Parcels” and the lone proposed C-3-G parcel
currently within the Western SoMa Plan Area. : : '

. 3. Zoning Map Amendments Ordinance :
Proposed amendments to the Zoning Maps include amendments to Sectional Maps ZN01, ZNO7,
ZNO8 (Zoning Districts), HT07, and HT08 (Height and Bulk Districts). Proposed map amendments
will rezone the “Adjacent Parcels” as analyzed in the FEIR, rezone two nearby properties on
Mission and Jessie Streets that represent some of the last RSD zoning in the City, and correct the
zoning for several parcels within the Western SoMa FPlan Area that received incorrect zoning
and/or height designations due to technical errors.

‘The Planning Commission adopted Resolution Nos. 18997 and 19014 that recommend the Board
approve these ordinances that are necessary to complete the work analyzed in the FEIR. If you
have further questions, please contact Marlo Isaac, the Plan Manager, at (415) 575-6835. We look
forward to the Board’s consideration of these items.

John

\_jitétor of Planning

CC: Mayor’s Office, Jason Elliot _
Deputy City Attorney, Andrea Ruiz-Esquide
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Alisa Miller, Clerk of the Land Use Committee

Attachments (two copies of the following):

Planning Commission Resolution Nos. 18997 and. 19014

Planning Commission Executive Summary for Case No. 2013.0617MZ

Environmental Review CEQA Findings and Addendum to the FEIR

Draft Ordinance General Plan Amendment and Legislative Digest
(original sent via interoffice mail)

Draft Ordinance Zoning Map Amendment and Legislative Dlgest
(original sent via interoffice mail)

Note: In compliance with San Francisco’s Administrative Code Section 8.12.5 “Electronic
Distribution of Multi-Page Documents”, the Planmng Department has submitted multi-page
documents related to the Western SoMa Plan [BF pending] in digital format. A hard copy of these
documents is available from the Clerk of the Board. Additional hard copies may be requested by
contacting Corey Teague of the Planning Department at 415-575-9081.
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SAN FRANCISCO .
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

' 1650 Mission St.
Exhibitl-1:
San Francisco,
J
“Ad jacent Parcels” and Western SoMa Cleanup ®#®=ee
Reception:
Adoption Packet | 4155586978
: a Fax
Executive Summary S -
HEARING DATE OCTOBER 10, 2013
: Planning
) . ‘ Information;
Date: October 3,2013 415.558.6377
Case No.: 2013.0617MZ T '
. Initiation of Amendments to the General Plan and Zoning Maps _
Staff Contact: Corey Teague - (415) 575-9081
* corey.teague@sfgov.org
' Reviewed By: Joshua Switzky — (415) 575-6815

joshua.switzkv@sfgov.org
Recommendation: ~ Approval

SUMMARY

The San Francisco Planning Department is seeking to:

1) rezone a cluster of parcels along Mission and 10% Streets (the “Adjacent Parcels”) that were
analyzed in the Western SoMa Community Plan, Rezoning of Adjacent Parcels, and 350 8 Street
Project Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR), but not included within the Western SoMa
Plan Area or rezoning,

2) rezone two nearby properties on Mission and Jessie Streets that represent some of the last RSD
zoning in the City,

3) correct the zoning for several parcels within the Western SoMa plan area that received incorrect
zoning and/or height designations due to techmical errors,

4) amend the General Plan to extend the plan area boundaries of Market and Octavia and East SoMa
to capture the “Adjacent Parcels” and the lone proposed C-3-G parcel currently within the
Western SoMa Plan Area, and

5) extend the Van Ness and Market Downtown Residential Special Use District to include the

parcels proposed to be rezoned to C-3-G and included in the Market and Octavia Plan Area,
which includes one parcel currently within the Western SoMa Special Use District.

www.sfplanning.org
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Adoption of GeneralPlanand = Case Number 2013.0617MZ
Zoning Map Amendments ‘ “A djacent Parcels” and Western SoMa Cleanup

BACKGROUND |

“Adjacent Parcels” : .
The “Adjacent Parcels” along Mission Street and 10% Street were left out of the Eastern Neighborhoods
and Market and Octavia plans and rezoning efforts because at the time these parcels were being
considered for rezoning as part of planming efforts related to the then-proposed Mid-Market
~ Redevelopment Plan. Also, these parcels currently retain zoning designations, C-M and SLR, which have
been phased out elsewhere. In recognition of their omission, the rezoning of these parcels was analyzed
in the FEIR, which was certified by the Planning Commission on December 6, 2012. However, the
“Adjacent Parcels” were not included as part of the Western SoMa rezoning, which only included those
parcels within the Western SoMa Plan Area.

Parcels on Mission and Jessie Streets : o

Two additiomal parcels aldng Mission and Jessie Streets between 6% and 7% Streets were added to the
rezoning proposal due to the fact that they are currently zoned RSD, which is one of the South of Market
Mixed Use Districts established in 1990. The South of Market Area Plan was removed from the General
Plan as part of the Western SoMa Area Plan adoption, and SoMa Mixed Use Districts are in the process of
being phased out and replaced by other districts like Eastern Neighborhoods Mixed Use Districts and

' Neighborhood Commercial Districts.

These outliers are the only two parcels north of Mission Street for the entire stretch between the
Embarcadero and South Van Ness that are ot currently C-3.1 They also are the only SoMa Mixed Use
Districts located north of Mission Street. These two additional parcels are in a 160-F height and bulk
district, which is also uncommon for South of Market Mixed Use Districts. Therefore, a C-3-G zoning
designation is more appropriate for these two properties so that they better conform to the zoning that
currently surrounds them between Mission and Market Streets. '

Western SoMa Cleanup Zoning

The rezoning associated with the Western SoMa Area Plan was adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
March 19, 2013. However, several parcels within the Western SoMa Plan Area received incorrect zoning
and/or height designations due to technical errors in the Zoning Amendment Ordinance. The proposal is
to correctly rezorie the parcels to be consistent with what was proposed in the FEIR and final maps
associated with the Western SoMa rezoning.

General Plan Amendment ' _ :

The “Adjacent Parcels” between 7* and 9™ Streets were originally located within the South of Market
Plan area and zoned SLR, a South of Market Mixed Use District. They are proposed to be rezoned to
MUO, which is an Eastern Neighborhoods Mixed Use District. Their location south of Mission Street,
mixed use zoning designations, and immediate proximity makes these parcels a logical fit within Eastern
Neighborhoods. More specifically, the boundaries of the East SoMa Area Plan are proposed to be
extended to capture these parcels. »

1 With the exception of the public parcels zoned “P” and the barcels immediately fronting 6% Street,
which are part of an NC district on 6% Street. '

2
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Adoption of General Plan and | Case Number 2013.0617MZ
Zoning Map Amendments - “Adjacent Parcels” and Western SoMa Cleanup

The “Adjacent Parcels” between 9™ and 10 Streets, and those along 10% Street, are located just outside of
the now-defunct South of Market Plan area and the current Western SoMa Plan area. They are proposed
to be rezoned to C-3-G, which is consistent with the zoning of adjacent properties within the Market and
Octavia Plan area. Their immediate proximity and proposed zoning make these parcels a logical fit within
the Market and Octavia Plan area.

Van Ness and Market Downtown Residential Special Use District

The Van Ness and Market Downtown Residential Special Use District currently falls entirely within the
Market and Octavia Plan Area. This SUD is intended to be a transit-oriented, high-density, mixed-use
neighborhodd with a significant residential presence. This area is encouraged to transition from largely a
hark.nffica and ugrehnneg cunvant. benrlianfor d amrites i St anary sob or-pudanrat erviroritheriral
effects not previously covered the EIR begins under “Land Use, Plans, and Zoning”.

Less-than-Significant Impacts’

The EIR identified less-than-significant environmental impacts as they relate to the Rezoning of Adjacent
Parcels in the following environmental topic areas: Land Use, Aesthetics, Population and Housing,
Transportation and Circulation, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Recreation, Public Services, Utilities and
Service Systems, Geology and Soils, Hydrology and Water Quality, Mineral and Energy Resources, and
Agricultural and Forest Resources. The rezoning of two Additional Adjacent Parcels and expansion of
the Van Ness and Market SUD would not result in any significant impacts in these topic areas, as
discussed below.

Land Use, Plans, and Zoning : :
The EIR found that the Rezoning of Adjacent Parcels would result in less less-than than-significant land
use impacts. The two Additional Adjacent Parcels, Assessor’s Block 3703, Lots 025 and 026, that are the
subject of this addendum are currently zoned RSD. The RSD District runs along Harrison Street between
Fourth Street and Fifth Street. These district controls are intended to facilitate the development of high-
density, mid-rise housing, including residential hotels and live/work units, while also encouraging the
expansion of retail, business service and commercial, and cultural arts activities.

The two Additional Adjacent Parcels would be rezoned as C-3-G, which is the use district that.comprises
most of the block on which they are located. This use district covers the western portions of downtown
~ and is composed of a variety of uses: retail, offices, hotels, entertainment, clubs and institutions, and high-
density residential. Many of these uses have a Citywide or regional function, although the intensity of
development is lower here than in the downtown core area. ' ' o

The two Additional Adjacent Parcels would be rezoned in order to be consistent with the use districts on
Assessor’s Block 3703 and the surrounding area. There would be no change in the existing 160-F Height

SAN FRANGISCO . 9
PLANNING DEFARTMENT
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Adoption of General Plan and - _ Case Number 2013.0617MZ
Zoning Map Amendmients “Adjacent Parcels” and Western SoMa Cleanup

BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION

These Zonin g Map and General Plan amendments are necessary to continue the implementation of the

Western SoMia, East SoMa, and Market and Octavia Area Plans, and the continued phase-out of the South
of Market Mixed Use Districts. ' -

ATTACHMENTS

Current and Proposed Zoning Maps
Current and Proposed Height Maps
Current and Proposed Plan Area Maps

Gazspdans’ Eranersd THRMAR wy: - o uemuisans wvv vy o

Parcels would be consistent with the surrounding zoning, districts and would result in less-than-
significant land use impacts. Therefore the legislation to rezone the Additional Adjacent Parcels would
not change the analysis or conclusions reached in the EIR and would to have less-than-significant land

use impacts.

As previously described, the expansion of the Van Ness and Market SUD to include nine Adjacent Parcels
would result in an increase in development potential of 38 dwelling units on six of the Parcels. This is
due to the ability to construct a taller building within a 160-foot Height District and add more units with
an increase in maximum FAR from 9 to above 9. There would be no change in Height or Bulk District
limits. The SUD expansion would absorb nine parcels into a grouping of parcels with the same C-3-G
zoning and land uses. The SUD expansion ‘would not disrupt or divide the surrounding community,
conflict with. any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the
project (incduding but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect, or, have a
substantial adverse impact on the existing character .of the vicinity. As demonstrated above, the
expansion of the Van Ness and Market SUD would be consistent with the surrounding zoning districts
and would result in less-than-significant land use impacts. Therefore the legisleition to expand the Van
Ness and Market SUD would not change the analysis or conclusions reached in the EIR and would to

have less-than-significant land use impacts.

Aesthetics _
The EIR found that the Rezoning of Adjacent Parcels would result in less-than-significant aesthetic

impacts. “With the rezoning of the Additional Adjacent Parcels, there would be no change in the existing
160-F Height and Bulk District, therefore the maximum developable building envelope would not
change. While the rezoning itself would not result in any physical changes, it could indirectly increase
inceritives for demolition of the existing strictures on these parcels and the development of new
structures that take advantage of the 160-F Height and Bulk limit. However, the subsequent development
plan would undergo separate and project-specific environmental review.. The rezoning itself would not
have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista, substantially damage scenic resources, including, but
not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and other features of the built or natural environment which
contribute to a scenic public setting, substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the
site and its surroundings, or create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely
+ affect day or nighttime views in the area or which would substantially impact other people or properties.
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reached in the EIR and would to have less-than-significant aesthetic impacts.

Similarly, the expansion of the Van Ness and Market SUD would not change the Height and Bulk
Districts. While the maximum developable building envelope would not change, there would be an

SAN FRANCISTO 10
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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’rhe use Of ex15t|.'ng nelghborhood and reg10na1 parks or other recreatlonal facilities such that physu:al
deterioration of the facilities would occur or be accelerated, or include recreational facilities or require the
construction or expansiori of recreational facilities that might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment. The expansion would not physically degrade existing recreational resources. Therefore, the
SUD expansion would not change the analysis or conclusions reached in the EIR and would have less-
than-51gm.ﬁcant recreation impacts.

Public Services and Utilities and Service Systems
-The EIR found that the Rezoning of Ad]acent Parcels would result in less-ﬂian—&gmﬁcant impacts on

public services and utilities and service systems. The rezoning of two Additional Adjacent Parcels would
not result in the need for new or physically altered fire protection, police facilities, or school facilities.
The rezoning would not require or result in the construction of substantial new water treatment facilities,
and the City would continue to have sufficient water supply available from existing entitlements as
described in the EIR analysis. The rezoning would not result in the expansion or construction of new
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Hyvdrology and Water Quality
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waste. Therefore, the SUD expansion would not change the analysis or conclusions reached in the EIR
and would have less-than-significant public services and utilities and service systerns impacts.

EPARTMENT

The EIR found that the Rezoning of 'Adjacent Parcels would result in less-than-significant impacts on

hydrology and water quality. The rezoning of two Additional Adjacent Parcels would not violate any
SAN FRANCISO
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SAN FRANCISCO |
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Planning Commission Resolution No. 19014
‘ HEARING DATE: OCTOBER 10, 2013

Case No.: 2013.0617MZ

Project: - “Adjacent Parcels” and Western SoMa Cleanup
Zoning Map Amendments

Staff Contact: Corey Teague - (415) 575-9081

corey.teague@sfeov.org

Recommendation:  Approval

ADOPTING A RESOLUTION TO AMEND THE SAN FRANCISCO ZONING MAPS
PURSUANT TO THE CERTIFICATION OF THE WESTERN SOMA COMMUNITY PLAN,
‘REZONING OF ADJACENT PARCELS, AND 350 8™ STREET PROJECT FINAL
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT, AND ADDENDUM, AND ADOPTION OF THE
WESTERN SOMA COMMUNITY PLAN.

WHEREAS, Section 4.105 of the Charter of the City and County of San Francisco mandates that
the Planning Commission shall periodically recommend proposed amendments to the Zoning
Maps to the Board of Supervisors; and the San Francisco Planning Department is proposing to
amend the Planning Code to implement the rezoning of the “Adjacent Parcels”, clean up zoning
errors within Western SoMa, and bring Zoning and Height Districts governing this area into
consistency with the Plan and the Western SoMa Community Plan, Rezoning of Adjacent Parcels,
and 350 8th Street Project Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR).

The Planning Commission, at a duly noticed public hearing on August 1, 2013 and in accordance
with Planning Code Section 302(b), initiated the Zorung Map amendments that are the sub]ect of
this Resolution.

The Planning Commission incorporates by reference the General Plan and Section 101
consistency findings and overview concerning the rezoning of the “Adjacent Parcels” and
Western SoMa clean up zoning as set forth in Planning Commission Resolution No. 18997,
governing General Plan amendments.

Prior to considering the amendments to the General Plan, Planning Code, Zoning Maps and other
actions related to implementing the Western SoMa Area Plan, the Planning Commission adopted
Motion No. 18757 certifying the Final Environmental Impact Report for the Western SoMa Area
Plan, which included the rezoning of the “Adjacent Parcels,” in accordance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and adopting CEQA Findings related to the Western SoMa
Plan. ' :

www .sfplanning.org
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Resolution No. 19014 ' CASE NO. 2013.0617MZ
Hearing Date: October 10, 2013 “Adjacent Parcels” and Western SoMa Cleanup

a 1T L
-~ P 1o - PTITD 0o V0 i T el AL DTAALLATON T ot MNE e A NNL s

substantial erosion of siltation on- or off-site; substantially alter the existing drainage pattern oF the site or
area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate
or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result in flooding on- or off-site; create or contribute
runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff; otherwise substantially degrade water quality;
place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or
Flood Insurance Rate Map or other authoritative flood hazard delineation map; place within a 100-year
flood hazard area structures that would impede or redirect flood flows; expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure ofa
Jevee or dam; or expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving
inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow. Therefore, the SUD expansion would not change the analysis
or conclusions reached in the EIR and would have less-than-significant hydrology and water quality

impacts.

Geology and Soils _
The EIR found that the Rezoning of Adjacent Parcels would result in less-than-significant impacts on -

geology and soils. The rezoning itself would not result in any physical changes. However, it could
indirectly increase incentives for demolition of the existing strictures on these parcels and the
development of new structures that take advantage of the 160-F Height and Bulk limit. The rezoning of
the two additional parcels would not change the analysis or conclusion reached in the EIR because the
rezoning of two additional parcels would not expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse

SAN FRANCISCO : ' ’ 14
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change the analysis or concdlusions reached in the EIR and would have less- than-s1gm.ﬁcant geology and
soils impacts.

The Van Ness.and Market SUD expansion itself would not result in any physical changes. However, it
could mdu'ectly increase incentives for development of mew structures that take advantage of the
increased FAR (from 9 to above 9) within the 160-F Height and Bulk limit. The SUD expansion would not
change the analysis or conclusion reached in the EIR because the expansion would not expose people or
structures to potential substantial adverse effects, incduding the risk of loss, injury, or death involving
rupture of a known earthquake fault, strong seismic ground shaking; seismic-related ground failure,
including liquefaction; or landslides; result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil; be located on
geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a result of the project, and
potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse; be
located on expansive soil, as.defined in the Uniform Building Code, creating substantial risks to life or
property; have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater
disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater; or change substantially
the topography or any unique geologic or physical features of the site. Thus, the SUD expansion would
not change the analysis or conclusions reached in the EIR and would have less—ﬂlan -significant geology
and soﬂs impacts. : : :

~ Mineral and Energy Resources and Agricultural and Forest Resources
The EIR found that the Rezoning of Adjacent Parcels would result in less-than-significant impacts on

mineral and energy resources, and agricultural and forest resources. The rezoning would not result in a
Physical effect but could incentivize development according to the new use, height and bulk districts. The
rezoning of two Additional Adjacent Parcels would not result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to the region and the residents of the state; result in the loss of
availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan,
specific plan or other land use plan; or encourage activities which result in the use of large amounts of
fuel, water, or energy, or use these in a wasteful manner. The rezoning would occur in an urban area and
would not convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance; conflict
with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract; conflict with existing zoning for,
or cause rezoning of, forest land; result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest
use;. or involve other changes in ’_r_he existing environment which, due to their location or nature, could
"ADLI NG ENVIH{ONMERT £ FINDINGS AND “A “STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING
CONSIDERATIONS UNDER THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT AND
STATE GUIDELINES IN CONNECTION WITH THE ADOPTION OF THE WESTERN
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Resolution 1 8757 | ‘ . CASE NO. 2008.0877EMTZU
Hearing Date: December 6, 2012 Adoption of CEQA Findings Related to the
' , . Western SoMa Community Plan and Related Actions

(4) Map and evaluate land uses proximate to existing and proposed REDs and develop basic
height, density and design guidelines in order to provide a buffer between REDs and areas where
more intense development might be allowed;

(5) Map overall western SoMa existing land use conditions;

- (6) Recommend policies for the preservation of service and light industrial jobs, residential uses,
and arts and entertainment opportunities; ‘

(7) Consider policies to guide increased heights and density along the major arterial streets where
appropriate; h '

1COUULL LI CULLY CLOIULLI UL Valliidli WY LIUL-ag IICHIITOTdl USe O I0TeST [ 10 TIoN-Torest use.  Lheretore, the
B - 3 Teiore, the

legislation to rezone the Additional Adjacent Parcels would not change the analysis or conclusions
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Resolution 18757 CASE NO. 2008.0877EMTZU
Hearing Date: December 6, 2012 Adoption of CEQA Findings Related to the -
Western SoMa Community Plan and Related Actions

* Plan for transportation, opeﬁ space, coﬁlmunity facilities and other critical elements of
complete neighborhoods;

* Protect and support the social heritage resources of the Filipino and LBGT communities
within the plan area;

* * Plan for new development that will serve the needs of existing residents and businesses;
and

»  Maintain and promote a diversity of land uses, and reserve new areas for arts activities
and nighttime entertainment.

The San Francisco Planning Department is seeking to adopt and implement the Western SoMa
Community Plan. The core policies and supporting discussion in the Plan have been incorporated
into an Area Plan proposed to be added to the General Plan. The Area Plan, together with the
General Plan, Planning Code, Zoning Map Amendments, and Implementation Document
provide a comprehensive set of policies and implementation programming to realize the vision of
the Plan. The Implementation Document outlines public improvements, funding mechanisms
and interagency coordination the City must pursue to implement the Plan.

The actions listed in Attachment A hereto (“Actions”) are part of a series of considerations in
connection with the adoption of the Western SoMa Community Plan and various implementation
actions (“Project”), as more particularly described in Attachment A hereto.

The Planning Department determined that an Environmental Impact Report (herei.naftér “EIR")
was required for the proposed Western SoMa Community Plan and provided public notice of
that determination by publication in a newspaper of general circulation on August 11, 2009.

Notices of availability of the DEIR and of the date and time of the public hearing were posted in
the project area by Department staff on June 20, 2012.

On June 20, 2012, copies of the DEIR were mailed or otherwise delivered to a list of persons
requesting it, to those noted on the distribution list in the DEIR, to adjacent property owners, and
to government agencies, the latter both directly and through the State Clearinghouse.

Notice of Completion was filed with the State Secretary of Resources via the State Clearinghouse
on June 20, 2012.

The Commission held a duly advertised public hearing on said DEIR on July 26, 2012, at which -
opportunity for public comment was given, and public comment was received on the DEIR. The
period for acceptance of written comments ended on August 6, 2012.

The Department prepared responses to comments on environmental issues received at the public
hearing and in writing during the 60 day public review period for the DEIR, prepared revisions
to the text of the DEIR in response to comments received or based on additional information that
became available during the public review period, and corrected errors in the DEIR. This material
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CASE NO. 2008.0877EMTZU
Adoption of CEQA Findings Related to_ the
Western SoMa Community Plan and Related Actions

Resolution #8757
Hearing Date: December 6, 2012

was presente d in a Draft Comments and Responses document, published on November 21 ] 2012,
distributed to the Commission and all parties who commented on the DEIR, and made available

to others upon request at the Department.

A Final Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter “FEIR”) was prepared by the Peparbnent,
consisting of the DEIR, any consultations and comments received during the review process, any
additional in formation that became available, and the Comments and Responses document all as

mmisdRe LAy

Wind :

The EIR found that future development that could be encouraged by the Rezoning of Adjacent Parcels
has the potential to result in significant wind impacts on public areas, particularly on Adjacent Parcels
that are zoned for height limits of up to 160 feet. The rezoning of the Additional Adjacent Parcels and
expansion of the Van Ness and Market SUD would have the same potential impact. Implementation of
Mitigation Measure M-WS-1 as described below would reduce the wind impact of the Rezoning of
- Adjacent Parcels to a less-than-significant level. The rezoning of the Additional Adjacent Parcels and
expansion of the Van Ness and Market SUD would neither increase the severity of the wind impact,
result in new or substantially different effects, nor require new or modified mitigation measures in this
topic area.

. Biological Resources
The EIR found that the development that would occur with implementation of the Rezoning of the.

Adjacent Parcels could indirectly involve removal of trees used for nesting by a variety of birds, as well as
demolition of buildings that are vacant, used seasonally or not occupied that may be used for roosting by
special-status bats. Mortality of special-status birds or bats as a result of such construction activities
would be considered a significant impact under CEQA. The existing environment is one of high ambient
disturbance due to human activity and noise generated by, city and freeway traffic, and there are few trees
large enough to support nesting raptors. Therefore, special-status bats are not known to or expected to
nest within the Adjacent Parcels, or their vicinity, but are likely to use the project area for foraging
purposes. In addition to these CEQA impacts, tree removal resulting in the destruction of active nests or
mortality of migratory birds would violate federal and state law. The rezoning of theAdditional
Adjacent Parcels and expansion of the Van Ness and Market SUD would have the same impact.
Implementation of Mitigation Measures M-BI-1a and M-BI-1b, as described below, would reduce the
impact on special-status bat species and migratory birds resulting from development under the Rezoning
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‘ 1650 Mission St.
- ) Suite 400
Addendum to Environmental Impact Report ' San Francisco,
: : CA 94103-2479
Addendum Date:  September 25, 2013 - Receplior:
Case No.: * 2008.0877E 415.558.6378
Project Title: Rezoning of Adjacent Parcels Fax

indirectly result in the handling of items containing polychlorinated bip}[ehgfls (P.CBs’) and mérEury'ﬂf;? 955.0408
are intendedd for disposal and must be managed as hazardous waste in accordance with applicable
federal, state, and local laws. The rezoning of the Additional Adjacent Parcels and expansion of the Van

Ness and Market SUD would have the same impact. Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2

would reduce the indirect impact associated with potential PCB and mercury exposure that could occur

with implementation of the Rezoning of Adjacent Parcels to a less-than-significant level. The rezoning of

the Additioral Adjacent Parcels and expansion of the Van Ness and Market SUD would neither increase

the severity of the hazardous materials impact, result in new or substantially different effects, nor require

new or modified mitigation measures in this topic area.

Significant avzd Unavoidable Impacts

The EIR found the following significant and unavoidable impacts associated with the Rezoning of
Adjacent Paxcels: Cultural and Paleontological Resources, Air Quality, and Shadow.

Cultural and Paleontological Resources _

The EIR found that the implementation of the Rezoning of 'Adjacent Parcels (individually and in
combination) could indirectly result in the demolition of individual historic architectural resources or
contributing resources to a historic district located in the Project Area, causing a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a historical resource as defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5. The
rezoning of the Additional Adjacent Parcels and expansion of the Van Ness and Market SUD would have
the same impact. Implementation of Mitigation Measures M-CP-1a, M-CP-1b and M-CP-1c, as described
below, are applicable, but would not reduce the impact to a less-than-significant level. Adoption of the
proposed legislation to rezone two Additional Adjacent Parcels and expand the Van Ness and Market
SUD would neither increase the severity of the significant impact to historic architectural resources
associated writh the Rezoning of Adjacent Parcels, nor result in new or substantially different effects.

Air Quality :
The EIR found that Rezoning the Adjacent Parcels would result in a significant, adverse environmental
impact related to air quality. Subsequent individual development projects on the Adjacent Parcels could
violate an air quality standard, contribute to an existing or projected air quality violation, and/or result in
a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is in
nonattainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard. The EIR found that
implementation of the Rezoning of Adjacent Parcels would expose new, existing and future sensitive
receptors to substantial concentrations of fine particulate matter (PM2s) and toxic air contaminants, from
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' and 350 Eighth Street Project, certified December 6, 2012 \ Planning
Project Sponsor:  Corey Teague, San Francisco Planning Department ' Information:
) (415) 575-9081 , ' 155086317
Lead Agency: San Francisco Planning Departmerit l
Staff Contact: Andrea Contreras — (415) 575-9044
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Addendum to Environmental Impact Report CASE NO. 2008.0877E
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of these 6pen spaces relative to the Adjacent Parcels is such that no new shading would occur (maximum
shadow would extend 960 feet, whereas these open spaces are located over 1,000 feet away). Based on the
above, impacts on existing parks and open spaces attributable to the Rezoning of Adjacent Parcels are also
considered less than significant. '

The Adjacent Parcels abut the northern edge of the Project Area, and therefore buildings on those parcels
would have minimal shadow effects on potential future parks in the Plan Area, because the great majority
of shadow from a given structure would fall to the north of that structure. Furthermore, the blocks
immediately north of the Adjacent Parcels are fully developed; thus, the possibility of a park being
established on one of them is remote. Parks and open spaces further north would not be adversely
affected by the Adjacent Parcels, since any additional shade that could result from new development on
the Adjacent Parcels, even if buildings are constructed to take advantage of existing height limits, would
not reach those properties, particularly since most of them a]ready experience some shading from -
intervening development. In addition, the Adjacent Parcels are unlikely to offer a suitable park location,
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CASE NO. 2008.0877E
Rezoning of Additional Adjacent Parcels

Addendum o Environmental Impact Report
September 2.5, 2013

Clean-up Rezoning of Erroneously Zoned Parcels

The third cornponent of the legislation includes clean-up rezoning of six parcels within the Plan Area that
were erroneously zoned or omitted from the rezoning through an administrative error during the
adoption of the Western SoMa Community Plan. Tables 1 and 2 below identify the individual parcels and
highlight the clerical errors in the ordinance implementing the WSoMa Community Plan. Table 3 shows

the clean-up rezoning proposed through this legislation.

Table 1 - Zoning and Height District in Maps Approved by BOS under WSoMa Community Plan

Block/Lot Existing Zoning® | Proposed Zoning® | Existing Height Proposed Height
3520/03 1 SLR WMUG ' 50-X : 55-X
3784/181 SLI RED-MX 50-X 45-X
3784/040 SLI RED-MX 50-X 45-X
3784/041 SLI RED-MX 50-X 45-X
3784/044 SLI RED-MX 50-X 45-X
3509/041 C-M C-3-G 160-M 160-M

Source: San Francisco Planning Department, 2013.

Notes:

a."Existing Zoning” and “Existing Height” in Table 1 refer to use and height districts prior to the adoption of the Western SoMa

Community Plarn.

Community Plar.

b.“Proposed Zoning” and ”Proposed‘Height”

in Table 1 refer to the use and height districts as proposed under the Western SoMa

Table 2 - Zoning and Height District in Ordinance Approved by BOS under WSoMa Community Plan

Block/Lot Existing Zoning* | Proposed Zoning® | Existing Height | Proposed Height
3520/031 Omitted® " Omitted Omitted Omitted
3784/181 SLI SALI 50-X 40/55-X
3784/040 Omitted Omitted Omitted Omitted
3784/041 Omitted Omitted Omitted ~ Omitted
3784/044 Omitted Omitted - Omitted Omitted
3509/041 CM C-3-G RCD 55-X

Source: San Francisco Planning Department, 2013.

Notes:

a. “Existing Zoning” and “Existing Height” in Table 2 refer to the clerical errors of the Ordinance that implemented the Western

SoMa Community Plan.

b.“Proposed Zoning” and “Proposed Height” in Table 2 refer to the clerical errors of the Ordinanc

Western SoMa Community Plan.

¢. “Omitted” refers to the omission of a parcel from the Ordinance that implemnente
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(DBI) a list of measures to respond to and track complaints pertaining to construction noise.

Measure M-NO-2b, Noise Control Measures During Pile Driving: requires that sponsors for individual
‘projects within the Adjacent Parcels that require pile driving complete a set of site-specific noise
' attenuation measures under the supervision of a qualified acoustical consultant.

Measure M-AQ-2, Transportation Demand Management Strategies for Future Development: requires
project sponsors develop and implement a Transportation Demand Management (TDM) plan as a
requirement of project approval in order to reduce vehicle trip generation for such projects that would
generate more than 3,500 daily vehicle trips, or would emit criteria pollutants in excess of one or more
applicable significance thresholds, as determined by the Environmental Review Office.
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Addendum to Environmental Impaét Report CASE NO. 2008.0877E
September 25, 2013 ] Rezoning of Additional Adjacent Parcels

Regulatory Framework

Section 31.19(c)(1) of the San Francisco Administrative Code states that a modified project must be
reevaluated and that, “If, on the basis of such reevaluation, the Environmental Review Officer determines,
based on the requirements of CEQA, that no additional environmental review is necessary, this
determination and the reasons therefor shall be noted in writing in the case record, and no further
evaluation shall be required by this Chapter.” ’ '

CEQA Guidelines Section 15164 provides for the use of an addendum to document the basis of a lead
agency’s decision not to require a Subsequent or Supplemental EIR for a project that is already adequately
- covered in an existing certified EIR. The lead agency’s decision to use an addendum must be supported
by substantial evidence that the conditions that would trigger the preparation of a Subsequent EIR, as -
provided in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, are not present. . '

Analysis of Potential Environmental Effects

The EIR is a comprehensive, programmatic and project-level document that analyzed the environmental
effects of implementing the Western SoMa Community Plan, Rezoning of Adjacent Parcels and 350 Eighth
Street Project, as well as the environmental impacts under alternative zoning scenarios. The EIR evaluated
two rezoning alternatives (“No Project, Reduced Growth and Greater Growth Alternative”), and a "No
Project” alternative. :

Tridn erstfe-tar asibofiue 2 whoe £RE-PATROCCIITA in_the. citcumeatances inder which the original
Where the Phase I site assessment indicates evidence of site contaﬁrljnaﬁon, additional data shall be
gathered during a Phase II investigation. If the level(s) of chemical(s) would create an unacceptable risk to .
human health or the environment, appropriate cleanup levels for each chemical, based on current and
planned lancl use, shall be determined in accordance with accepted précedures. If agreed-upon cleanup
levels were exceeded, a remedial action plan or similar plan for remediation shall be prepared and
submitted review and approval by the appropriate regulatory agency. Upon determination that a site
remediation has been successfully completed, the regulatory agency shall issue a closure letter to the
responsible party. For sites that are cleaned to levels that do not allow unrestricted land use, or where
containment measures were used to prevent exposure to hazardous materials, there may be a limitation
on the future use of the property. The types of land use restriction indude deed notice, deed restriction,
or a land use restriction that binds current and future owners. A risk management plan, health and safety
plan, and possibly a cap maintenance plan could be required. The requirements of these plans and the
land use restriction shall transfer to the new property owners in the event that the property is sold.

Conclusion

Based on the foregoing, it is concluded that the analyses coniducted and the conclusions reached in the
final FIR certified on December 6, 2012 remain valid. The proposed revisions to the project would not
cause new significant impacts not identified in the EIR, and no new mitigation measures would be
necessary .to reduce significant impacts. No changes have occurred with respect to circumstances
surrounding the proposed project that would cause significant -environmental impacts to which the
project would contribute considerably, and no new information has become available that shows that the
project would cause significant environmental impacts. Therefore, no supplemental environmental
review is required beyond this addendum.
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. and Bulk Disstrict; therefore, the maximum developable building envelope would not change. Rezoning
of the two aclditional parcels would not disrupt or divide the surrounding community, conflict with any
applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project (including
but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for
the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect, or, have a substantial adverse impact on

et e FrE e dem e e £l ooty A Acvnamcteatad shawa, the rezaning of the Additional Adiacent . .

Western South of Market Plan Area; to extend the Van Ness and Market Downtown Residential
Special Use District; and making environmental findings, Planning Code, Section 302, findings, and
findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section
101.1. ' : '

In accordance with San Francisco Administrative Code, Section 67.7-1, persons who are
unable to attend the hearing on this matter may submit written comments to the City prior to the time
the hearing begins. These comments will be made a part of the official public record in this matter,
and shall be brought to the attention of the members of the Committee. Written comments should be
addressed to Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board, Room 244, City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton Goodlett Place,
San Francisco, CA 94102. Information relating to this matter is available in the Office of the Clerk of
the Board. Agenda information relating to this matter will be available for public review on Friday,

January 3, 2014.
’ b ALQ& Mﬁfﬁk\/ﬂﬁ'
AAngeIa Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

DATED: December 27,2013 -
"PUBLISHED/MAILED/POSTED: January 3,2014 280
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substantially increase hazards due to a design feature or i_'ncompatibie uses, result in inadequate
emergency access, or conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit,
bikeways, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise substantially decrease the performance or safety of such
facilities. o : '

While the expansion of the Van Ness and Market SUD would result in an increase in development
potential of 38 dwelling units, arny subsequent development on the nine Adjacent Parcels would undergo
separate and project-specific environmental review. The SUD expansion itself would not conflict with an
applicable plan, ordinance, or policy establishing a measure of effectiveness for the performance of the
circulation system, conflict with an applicable congestion management program OI other standards
established by the county congestion management agency for deéignated roads or highways, result in a
change in air traffic patterns, substantially increase hazards due to a design feature or incompatible uses,

result in inadequate emergency access, or conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding
e TN e st fanilian ax nthorwica erthetantially decrease the performanceor
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rezone the Additional Ad]acent Parcels would not change the analysis or conclusions reached in the EIR
and would have less-than-significant recreation unpacts

Although the expansion of the Van Ness and Market SUD would add additional re51dents to six of the

mine Adla}cent Parcel Eroposed for mdus1cp>£1 i ansioty world, not sbstantially inrrease

R L A

Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

December 24, 2013
File No. 131161

Sarah Jones
Environmental Review Officer
Planning Department- ,
1650 Mission Street, 4" Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Ms. Jones:
On December 10, 2013, Supervisor Kim introduced the following legislation:

File No. 131161

Ordinance amending Zoning Map, Sheets ZN01, ZN07, ZN08, HT07, HT08, and
SU07, to revise use districts and height and bulk districts for parcels adjacent to
and within the Western South of Market Plan Area; to extend the Van Ness and
Market Downtown Residential Special Use District; and making environmental
findings, Planning Code, Section 302, findings, and findings of consistency with
the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1.

This legislation is being transmitted to you for environmental review.

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

A s

By: Andrea Ausberry, Committee Clerk
LLand Use & Economic Development Committee

Attachment

c:  Monica Pereira, Environmental Planning
Nannie Turrell, Environmental Planning
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water quality’ standards or waste discharge requirements; substantially deplete groundwater supplies or
interfere subostantially with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer
volume or a Towering of the local groundwater table level; substantially alter the existing drainage pattern
of the site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner that
‘would result in substantial erosion of siltation on- or off-site; substantially alter the existing draihage
pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or
substantia]ly‘ increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result in flooding on-
or off-site; create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff; otherwise
substantially” degrade water quality; place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a
federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other authoritative flood hazard
delineation 1map; place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures that would impede or redirect
flood ﬂow_s; ‘expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding, .
indluding flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam; or expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death involving inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow. Therefore,
the legislation to rezone the Additional Adjacent Parcels would not change the analysis or conclusions
reached in the EIR and would have less-than-significant hydrology and water quality impacts.

Similarly, the expansion of the Van Ness and Market SUD would not violate any water quality standards
or waste discharge requirements; substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially
with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the
local groundwater table level; substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
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effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving rupture of a known earthquake fault, strong
seismic ground shaking; seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction; or landslides; result in
substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil; be located on geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that
would become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse; be located on expansive soil, as defined in the Uniform
Building Code, * creating substantial risks to life or property; have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not
. available for the disposal of wastewater; or change substantially the topography or any unique geologic
or physical features of the site. Thus, the legislation to rezone the Additional Adjacent Parcels would not
change the analysis or concdlusions reached in the EIR and would have less- than-s1gm.ﬁcant geology and
soils impacts.

The Van Ness.and Market SUD expansion itself would not result in any physical changes. However, it
could mdu'ectly increase incentives for development of mew structures that take advantage of the
increased FAR (from 9 to above 9) within the 160-F Height and Bulk limit. The SUD expansion would not
change the analysis or conclusion reached in the EIR because the expansion would not expose people or
structures to potential substantial adverse effects, incduding the risk of loss, injury, or death involving
rupture of a known earthquake fault, strong seismic ground shaking; seismic-related ground failure,
including liquefaction; or landslides; result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil; be located on
geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a result of the project, and
potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse; be
located on expansive soil, as.defined in the Uniform Building Code, creating substantial risks to life or
property; have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater
disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater; or change substantially
the topography or any unique geologic or physical features of the site. Thus, the SUD expansion would
not change the analysis or conclusions reached in the EIR and would have less—ﬂlan -significant geology
and soﬂs impacts. : :

~ Mineral and Energy Resources and Agricultural and Forest Resources
The EIR found that the Rezoning of Adjacent Parcels would result in less-than-significant impacts on

mineral and energy resources, and agricultural and forest resources. The rezoning would not result in a
Physical effect but could incentivize development according to the new use, height and bulk districts. The
rezoning of two Additional Adjacent Parcels would not result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to the region and the residents of the state; result in the loss of
availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan,
specific plan or other land use plan; or encourage activities which result in the use of large amounts of
fuel, water, or energy, or use these in a wasteful manner. The rezoning would occur in an urban area and
would not convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance; conflict
with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract; conflict with existing zoning for,
or cause rezoning of, forest land; result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest
use;. or involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, could
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CASE NO. 2008.0877E
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Rezoning of Additional Adjacent Parcels

September 25, 2013 :

reached in the EIR and would continue to have less-than-significant impacts’on mineral and energy
resources, and agricultural and forest resources.

The Van Ness and Market SUD expansion would not result in a physical effect but could induce
development according to the increased FAR from 9 to above 9. The SUD expansion would not result in
the loss of av-ailability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region and the residents
of the state; result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site
delineated om a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan; or encourage activities which -
result in the use of large amounts of fuel, water, or energy, or use these in a wasteful manner. The SUD
expansion would occur in an urban area and would not convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance; conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
contract; conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land; result in the loss of forest land
or conversiom of forest land to non-forest use; or involve other changes in. the existing environment
. which, due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use or
forest land to non-forest use. Therefore, the SUD expansion would not change the analysis or conclusions
_reached in the EIR and would continue to have less—tﬁan-sig[ﬁﬁcaht impacts on mineral and energy
. resources, and agricultural and forest resources. '

Effects That Can Be Avoided or Reduced to a Less-than-Significant Level with Mitigation Measures

The EIR found that that future development that could be encouraged by the Rezoning of Adjacent
Parcels has the potential to result in significant impacts in the following topic areas: Cultural and
Paleontological Resources, Noise, Wind, Biological Resources, and Hazardous Materials. However, these
potentially significant impacts can be avoided or reduced to a less-than-significant level with mitigation
measures incorporated as they relate to the Rezoning of the Adjacent Parcels. The mitigation measures
are described below, under Mitigation Measures. The rezoning of the two Additional Adjacent Parcels
would not result in new impacts or require new or modified mitigation measures in these topic areas not
previously identified in the EIR. Similarly, the expansion of the Van Ness and Market SUD would not

result in new impacts or require new or modified mitigation measures in these topic areas not previously
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AN

of Adjacent Parcels to a less-than-significant level. The rezoning of the Additional Adjacent Parcels and
expansion of the Van Ness and Market SUD would neither increase the severity of the biological
resources im pact, result in new or substantially different effects, nor require new or modified mitigation

measures in -this topic area.

Hazardous Materials :
( al development of the Adjacent Parcels subsequent to their rezoning would

ound that the potenti
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indirectly result in the handling of items containing polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBE) and mercury that
are intendedd for disposal and must be managed as hazardous waste in accordance with applicable
federal, state, and local laws. The rezoning of the Additional Adjacent Parcels and expansion of the Van
Ness and Market SUD would have the same impact. Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2
would reduce the indirect impact associated with potential PCB and mercury exposure that could occur
with implementation of the Rezoning of Adjacent Parcels to a less-than-significant level. The rezoning of
the Additioral Adjacent Parcels and expansion of the Van Ness and Market SUD would neither increase
the severity of the hazardous materials impact, result in new or substantially different effects, nor require
new or modified mitigation measures in this topic area.

Significant avzd Unavoidable Impacts

The EIR found the following significant and unavoidable impacts associated with the Rezoning of
Adjacent Paxcels: Cultural and Paleontological Resources, Air Quality, and Shadow.

Cultural and Paleontological Resources _

The EIR found that the implementation of the Rezoning of 'Adjacent Parcels (individually and in
combination) could indirectly result in the demolition of individual historic architectural resources or
contributing resources to a historic district located in the Project Area, causing a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a historical resource as defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5. The
rezoning of the Additional Adjacent Parcels and expansion of the Van Ness and Market SUD would have
the same impact. Implementation of Mitigation Measures M-CP-1a, M-CP-1b and M-CP-1c, as described
below, are applicable, but would not reduce the impact to a less-than-significant level. Adoption of the
proposed legislation to rezone two Additional Adjacent Parcels and expand the Van Ness and Market
SUD would neither increase the severity of the significant impact to historic architectural resources
associated writh the Rezoning of Adjacent Parcels, nor result in new or substantially different effects.

o~ P
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criteria air pollutants from subsequent individual development projects that would contribute to an
existing or projected air quality violation or result in a cumulatively considerable increase in criteria
pollutants. These impacts could be anticipated to occur as a result of development subsequent to
implementation of the rezoning,

The EIR indicates that such impacts could occur individually (to single parcel development) as well as
cumulatively (to development of parcels in combination). The rezoning of the Additional Adjacent
Parcels and expansion of the Van Ness and Market SUD would have the same potential impact.
Implementation of Mitigation Measures M-AQ-2, M-AQ-3, M-AQ-4, M-AQ-6 and M-AQ-7, described
below, are applicable but would not reduce these impacts to a less-than-significant level. Adoption of the
proposed legislation to rezone the Additional Adjacent Parcels and expand the Van Ness and Market
SUD would neither increase the severity of the significant impact to historic. architectural resources
associated would neither increase the severity of the air quality significant impacts associated with the
Rezoning of Adjacent Parcels, nor result in new or substantially different effects. Thus, the legislation
would not contribute considerably to adverse cumulative historic resource impacts identified in the EIR.

Shadow :

Finally, with respect to the shadow impacts, the EIR found that the implementation of the Rezoning of
Adjacent Parcels (individually and in combination) would indirectly create new shadow in a manner that
would SLiBsfanﬁale affect outdoor recreation facilities or other public areas, thereby resulting in a
potentially significant and unavoidable impact. ' -

The Rezoning of Adjacent Parcels could result in shadow impacts on other open spaces, such as the U.N.
Plaza and Civic Center Plaza, if the Adjacent Parcels are developed with buildings that take advantage of
existing height limits. However, shading from potentially taller new structures is unlikely to reach U.N.
Plaza and Civic Center Plaza (only the former of which is under the jurisdiction of the San Francisco
Recreation and Park Department), because these spaces are separated from the Adjacent Parcels by
several rows of relatively tall buildings south of Market Street (45 to 50 feet) and are surrounded by other
mid- to high-rise buildings noted above north of Market Street. Furthermore, they are located far enough
away that, during winter mormning and evenings, when shadows are the longest, the distance and Jocation

292 ‘
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with ‘the possible exception of a mini park. Nevertheless, the EIR could not concude that the
implementatdion of the Rezoning of Adjacent Parcels would not create new shadow in a manner that -
could substamtially affect potential future parks and open spaces. Therefore, in an abundance of caution,
potential shaxdow impacts on future parks and open spaces attributable to the Rezoning of Adjacent
Parcels were judged to be significant and unavoidable. There are no applicable mitigation measures.

The rezoning of the Additional Adjacent Parcels and expansion of the Van Ness and Market SUD would
have the sarme significant and unavoidable impact. Any future development proposal over 40-feet in
height on the Additional Adjacent Parcels or nine parcels proposed for inclusion in the Van Ness and
Market SUD would be subject to the Planning Department’s requirement to prepare a shadow study to
evaluate project-specific shading impacts to comply with Planning Code Section 295 and CEQA. At this
time, the Department cannot conclude that the rezoning of the Additional Adjacent Parcels or expansion
of the Van INess and Market SUD would not create new shadow that could substantially affect future
parks and open spaces. Similarly, in an abundance of caution, potential shadow impacts on future parks

and open _sp aces Additional Adjacent Parcels and nine parcels proposed for

due to development on the
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Mitigation M easures

The EIR’s mi tigation measures, incorporated here by reference, may apply to future development projects
within the two Additional Adjacent Parcels and nine parcels proposed for inclusion in the expanded Van
Ness and Market SUD as applicable, if project-specific review finds that such a project were to result in
potentially significant environmental impacts.® The measures are summarized below. '

Measure M—CP-1a, Documentation of Historical Resource: requires the sponsors of individual projects
that would cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource through
demolition prepare Historic American Buildings Survey (HABS)-level photographs and an
accompanying HABS Historical Report, which shall be maintained onsite, as well as in the appropriate
repositories.

Measure M—CP-1b, Oral Histories: requires the project sponsor to undertake an oral history project that
includes interviews of people such as residents, past owners, or former employees for projects that would
demolish a Fistorical resource for which Planning Department preservation staff determined that such a
measure would be effective and feasible. Copies of the completed oral history project shall be submitted
to the San Francisco Public Library or other interested historical institutions.
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review processs in order to demonstrate that acceptable interior noise levels consistent with those in the
Title 24 stanclards can be attained. \

Measure M-NO-1¢, Siting of Noise-Generating Uses: i'equires the project sponsor of new development
including coammerdial, industrial, or other uses that would be expected to generate noise levels in excess
of ambient noise, to reduce potential conflicts between existing sensitive receptors and new
noise-genera ting uses, by preparing an analysis that includes, at a minimum, a site survey to identify
potential noi se-sensitive uses (primarily, residences, and also including schools and child care, religious,
and convalescent facilities and the like) within two blocks or 900 feet of, and that have a direct
line-of-sight to, the project site, and at least one 24-hour noise measurement (with average and maximurm
noise level readings taken so as to be able to accurately describe maximum levels reached during
nighttime hours), prior to the first project approval action. The analysis shall be conducted prior to
completion of the environmental review process.

Measure M-NO-1d, Open Space in Noisy Environments: requires that project sponsors of new
development, including noise-sensitive uses, to minimize effects on development in noisy areas by
protecting ojpen space required under the Planning Code to the maximum feasible extent, from existing
ambient noise levels that could prove annoying or disruptive to users of the open space. Implementation
of this measure could involve, among other things, site design that uses the building itself to shield
on-site open space from the greatest noise sources, construction of noise barriers between noise sources
and open space, and appropriate use of both common and private open space in multi-family dwellings.

Measure M~-NO-2a, General Construction Noise Control Measures: requires that the project Sponsor
minimize comstruction noise from the project to the maximum extent feasible by ensuring that equipment
and trucks used for project construction use the best available noise control techniques, limit and reduce
noise from stationary noise sources, avoid noise associated with compressed air exhaust from
pneumatically powered tools, undertaking the most noisy activities during times of least disturbance to
surrounding residents and occupants, as feasible, and selecting haul routes that avoid residential
buildings inasmuch as such routes are otherwise feasible. Finally, prior to the issuance of each building
permit, along with the submission of construction documents, the sponsor of a subsequent development

) . lannine Denartment and Department of Building Ip@gicg'on
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Measure M-AQ-3, Reduction in Exposure to Toxic Air Contaminants for New Sensitive Receptors:
requires development projects in the Project Area to undergo site-specific evaluation and to incorporate the
maximum feasible mitigation for impacts resulting from PMzs or TAC levels in excess of significance
thresholds or other appropriate standards as may be amended in the future.

Measure M-AQ-4, Siting of Uses that Emit PMzs or DPM and Other TACs: requires the preparation of
an analysis by a qualified air quality spedialist that includes, at a minimum, a site survey to identify
residential or other sensitive receptors within 1,000 feet of the project site, and assessment of the health risk
from all potential stationary and mobile sources of TACs generated by the proposed project.

Measure M-AQ-6, Construction Emissions Minimization Plan for Criteria Air Pollutants: requires
project sponsors of subsequent developmient projects that may exceed the standards for criteria air
pollutants to undergo an analysis of the project’s construction emissions and if, based on that ‘analysis,
construction period emissions may be significant, submit a Construction Emissions Minimization Plan to
the Environmental Review Officer for review and approval by an Environmental Planning Air Quahty
.Specialist.

Measure M-AQ-7, Construction Emissions Minimization Plan for Health Risks and Hazards: requires
the project sponsor of each development project in the Draft Plan Area or on Adjacent Parcels to
undertake a project-specific construction health risk ‘analysis performed by a qualified air quality
spedialist, as appropriate and determined by the Environmental Planning Division of the San Francisco
Planning Department.
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City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
LAND USE AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

_ NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT the Land Use and Economic Development Committee will -
hold a public hearing to consider the following proposal and said public hearing will be held as follows,
at which time all interested parties may attend and be heard:

Date: Monday, January 13, 2014
Time: 1:30 p.m.
Location: Committee Room 263, located at City Hall

1 Dr. Cariton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA

Subject: Adjacent Parcels to the Western South of Market, East South of Market,
and Market and Octavia Area Plans and Cleanup .

File No. 131162. Ordinance amending the General Plan by amending the boundaries of the East
South of Market Area Plan to incorporate 40 nearby parcels on Mission Street, generally bounded by
7th Street to the east, 9th Street to the west, and Minna Street to the south; amending the Market and
Octavia Planning Area to incorporate nine adjacent parcels along Mission Street and 10th Street,
generally bound by Washburn Street to the east, and Minna Street to the south; amending the
Western South Market Area Plan to remove one parcel on 10th Street; and making environmental
findings, and findings of consnstency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning

Code, Section 101.1. _
File No. | 131161 Ordinance amending Zoning Map, Sheets ZNO1, ZNO7> ZNO08, HTO7, HT08, and

o e

d height and bulk dJsincts for Darcels adiacent to: an W|th|n the
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City Hall
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

MEMORANDUM

TO: Regina Dick-Endrizzi, Director
‘ Chris Schulman, Commission Secretary
Small Business Commission, City Hall, Room 448

FROM: Andrea Ausberry, Clerk, Land Use and Economic Development
Committee Board of Supervisors

DATE: December 27, 2013 -

SUBJECT: REFERRAL FROM BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
Land Use & Economic Development Committee

The Board of Supervisors’ Land Use and Economic Development Committee has
receiVed the fol_lowing Iegislati_on, _whic»h“js being referred to the Small Business
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City Hall
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

December 24, 2013

- Planning Commission and
_Attn: Jonas lonin
1660 Mission Street, 5" Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Commissioners:
On December 10, 2013, Supervisor Kim introduced the following legislation:
File No. 131161

Ordinance amending Zoning Map, Sheets ZN01, ZN07, ZN08, HT07, HT08, and
SU07, to revise use districts and height and bulk districts for parcels adjacent to
and within the Western South of Market Plan Area; to extend the Van Ness and
Market Downtown Residential Special Use District; and making environmental
findings, Planning Code, Section 302, findings, and findings of consistency with
the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1.

The proposed ordinance is being transmitted pursuant to Planning Code Section 302(b) for
public hearing and recommendation. The ordinance is pending before the Land Use &
Economic Development Committee and will be scheduled for hearing upon receipt of your
response. _ ' - :

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

o

By: Andrea Ausberry, Committee Clerk .
Land Use & Economic Development Committee

c: John Rahaim, Director of Planning
"~ Scott Sanchez, Zoning Administrator
Sarah Jones, Chief, Major Environmental Analysis
AnMarie Rodgers, Legislative Affairs
Monica Pereira, Environmental Planning
Nannie Turreéll, Environmental Planning
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City Hall
Dr. Cariton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
. TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

December 24, 2013

File No. 131161

Sarah Jones .
Environmental Review Office
Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, 4" Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Ms. Jones:
On December 10, 2013, Supervisor Kim introduced the following legislation:

File No. 131161

Ordinance amending Zoning Map, Sheets ZN01, ZN0O7, ZN08, HT07, HT08, and
SU07, to revise use districts and height and bulk districts for parcels adjacent to
and within the Western South of Market Plan Area; to extend the Van Ness and
Market Downtown Residential Special Use District; and making environmental
findings, Planning Code, Section 302, findings, and findings of ‘consistency with
the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1.

This legislation is being transmitted to you for environmental review.

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

e

By: Andrea Ausberry, Committee Clerk
Land Use & Economic Development Committee

/?/w/w sect q mmtﬁm)é mcé((éé/
i G D) vrrsIede Y O AL el
¢ Monica Pereira, Environmental Planning Ot ad ct od¥ers Sol

Nannie Turrell, Environmental Planning _ Cormmuney How, G jmqu A 4(@/2—

broels, aud 358 E (L
7, oy

4‘ ,fuﬂ?;za/cc//?fﬁ? e
?/,752//4@/;)/ /?;u/(.}, T3,
Cwae 2008,077€, & 7, oo .
285 o \)é.aza%i%*ﬁé/

Attachment



286



SoMa Clear s

BE-54 “

_AHLX mfu?\,




T agirsE

R 1

. HIVAS-I

SOVE

298



3G Ul pojejdwic

e H

buiuozay

w-ae




e Only remaini

g
€

§

¥ \
, ‘&w_

299



m_>ﬂoo\umv:m_>_ JO HE

ewdoenepey 1steN-pIN K

O} @np sealy ue|d Ol S|o!







304



DEPARTMENT

275

7 Bunsix3g

JUIUO

21






e

i

e

7 bunsixg

UIUO

(R U LS A : - —

Western South of Market Plan Area to extend the Van Ness and Market Downtown Residential
Special Use District; and making environmental findings, Planning Code, Section 302, findings, and
frndrngs of conSIStency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Plannlng Code, Section
101.1.

In accordance with San Francisco Administrative Code, Section 67.7-1, persons who are
unable to attend the hearing on this matter may submit written comments to the City prior to the time
the hearing begins. These comments will be made a part of the official public record in this matter,
and shall be brought to the attention of the members of the Committee. Written comments should be
addressed to Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board, Room 244, City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton Goodlett Place,
San Francisco, CA 94102. Information relating to this matter is available in the Office of the Clerk of
the Board. Agenda information relating to this matter will be available for public revrew on Friday,

January 3, 2014. }K 5”
Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

DATED: December 27,2013
‘PUBLISHED/MAILED/POSTED: January 3,2014 280
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Tel No 554 5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

December 24, 2013

File No. 131161

Sarah Jones
Environmental Review Officer
Planning Department-

1650 Mission Street, 4" Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Ms. Jones:
On December 10, 2013, Supervisor Kim introduced the following legislation:

File No. 131161

Ordinance amending Zoning Map, Sheets ZN01, ZN07, ZN08, HT07, HT08, and
SU07, to revise use districts and height and bulk districts for parcels adjacent to
and within the Western South of Market Plan Area; to extend the Van Ness and
Market Downtown Residential Special Use District; and making environmental
findings, Planning Code, Section 302, findings, and findings of consistency with
the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1.

This legislation is being transmitted to you for environmental review.

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

By: Andrea AUsberry, Committee Clerk
LLand Use & Economic Development Committee

Attachment

c:  Monica Pereira, Environmental Planning
Nannie Turrell, Environmental Planning
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