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[Planning Code, Zoning Map - One Oak Street Project] 

Ordinance amending the Zoning Map of the Planning Code to change the height and 

bulk districts for the One Oak Street project, Assessor's Parcel Block No. 0836, Lot 

Nos. 001, 002, 003, 004, and 005, to increase the allowed height for the podium of the 

building, from the current base height limit of 120 feet to 140 feet; affirming the 

Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act; 

and making public necessity, convenience, and welfare findings under Planning Code, 

Section 302, and findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority 

policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1. 

NOTE: Unchanged Code text and uncodified text are in plain Arial font. 
Additions to Codes are in single-underline italics Times New Roman font. 
Deletions to Codes are in strikethrough italics Times New Roman font. 
Board amendment additions are in double-underlined Arial font. 
Board amendment deletions are in strikethrough Arial font. 
Asterisks (*   *   *   *) indicate the omission of unchanged Code  
subsections or parts of tables. 

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of San Francisco: 

Section 1. Land Use Findings. 

(a) On March 19, 2026, the Planning Commission, in Resolution No. 21902, adopted

findings that the actions contemplated in this ordinance are consistent, on balance, with the 

City’s General Plan and eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1.  The Board 

adopts these findings as its own.  A copy of said Resolution is on file with the Clerk of the 

Board of Supervisors in File No. 260083, and is incorporated herein by reference. 

(b) Pursuant to Planning Code Section 302, this Board finds that these Planning Code

amendments will serve the public necessity, convenience, and welfare for the reasons set 
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forth in Planning Commission Resolution No. 21902, and the Board adopts such reasons as 

its own.  A copy of said resolution is on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in File 

No. 260083 and is incorporated herein by reference. 

 

Section 2. General Legislative and Environmental Findings. 

(a)  The One Oak Street residential project (Assessor’s Parcel Block No. 0836, Lot 

Nos. 001-005, referred to herein as the “Project”) is planned for a site that consists of five 

contiguous lots totaling 18,219 square feet (0.42 acres) in area at the northwest corner of the 

intersection of Market Street, Oak Street, and Van Ness Avenue in the southwestern portion 

of San Francisco’s Downtown/Civic Center neighborhood, within the Market and Octavia Plan 

Area (the “Property”). 

(b)  As originally approved in 2017, the Project proposed a 400-foot-tall building 

with 304 dwelling units (the “Original Project”). 

(c)  The City prepared an Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”) for the Original Project.  

On June 15, 2017, the Planning Commission, through in Motion No. 19938, certified the EIR, 

finding it fulfilled all procedural requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (Cal. 

Pub. Res. Code Section 21000 et seq., hereinafter “CEQA”), the State CEQA Guidelines (Cal. 

Admin. Code Title 14, Section 15000 et seq., (hereinafter “CEQA Guidelines”) and Chapter 31 

of the San Francisco Administrative Code (hereinafter “Chapter 31”).  The EIR is available for 

review at the San Francisco Planning Department, 49 South Van Ness Avenue, San 

Francisco, California, 94103.  

(d)  On June 15, 2017, in Motion No. 19939, the Planning Commission adopted CEQA 

findings for each of the significant effects identified in the EIR, including findings that changes 

or alterations had been required in, or incorporated into, the Project which avoid or 

substantially lessen the significant environmental effects as identified in the EIR, and that 
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specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations make infeasible the 

mitigation measures or project alternatives identified in the final EIR.  Also through Planning 

Commission Motion No. 19939, the Planning Commission made a Statement of Overriding 

Considerations, finding that the Project’s economic, legal, social, technological, and other 

benefits outweighed its unavoidable adverse effects. 

(e)  On June 15, 2017, the Planning Commission, through Motion No. 19940, adopted 

findings and determined that net new shadows cast by the Original Project on Patricia's 

Green, Page & Laguna Mini-Park, and the proposed park at 11th and Natoma Streets would 

not be adverse to the use of the subject parks.  The Planning Commission approved a 

Downtown Project Authorization for the Original Project pursuant to Planning Code Section 

309 through Motion No. 19943 and approved a Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to 

Planning Code Sections 303 and 151.1 through Motion No. 19944. 

(f)  The Original Project was modified on July 14, 2022, when the Planning Commission 

approved a new Section 309 Downtown Project Authorization for modifications of the 

approved Original Project through Motion No. 21141 (the “Modified Project”). Under the 

Modified Project, the tower remained 400 feet tall (with a 120-foot podium) but was revised to 

include approximately 460,000 gross square feet of floor area and 460 dwelling units, as well 

as 115 parking spaces (3 car share spaces), a retail area, and open space.  The Modified 

Project received exceptions for rear yard/lot coverage, open space, bulk, unit exposure, and 

wind reduction requirements, among others. 

(g)  At present, the project sponsor proposes to further modify the Modified Project 

through a new Section 309 Downtown Project Authorization, increasing the number of 

dwelling units from 460 to 541 and the total floor area to 507,754 square feet. As part of this 

modification, the project sponsor seeks to increase the podium height from 120 feet to 140 

feet and increase the footprint (and massing) of both the podium and the tower. To allow the 
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increase in the Project’s podium height, the Project seeks an amendment of the Zoning Map. 

(h)  The Project is located on Assessor’s Block No. 0836, across lots 001, 002, 003, 

004, and 005.  Lots 001, 002, 003, and 004 are located within the 120/400//140/450-R-4 

height and bulk district. Lot 005 is located within the 120//140/450-R-4 height and bulk district. 

The Project requires a Zoning Map amendment to increase the base height limit of the podium 

from 120 feet to 140 feet.  This height limit would allow the Project to develop a 140-foot 

podium necessary to add dwelling units and floor area, adding much needed housing stock to 

the City.  It also allows the Project to develop a more thoughtfully designed building at the 

intersection of Market and Van Ness, contributing to the area’s neighborhood character and 

providing an important and significant contribution to the City’s architectural profile. 

(i)  The legislative amendment also furthers the intent of the City’s height and bulk 

requirements.  Planning Code Section 251 provides that the City’s height and bulk districts 

are, in part, intended to relate “the height of buildings to important attributes of the City pattern 

and to the height and character of existing development.”  The new 140-foot podium height 

achieves this because it is the same podium height limit as the neighboring parcels directly 

across Market Street at 10 South Van Ness (Block 3506, Lot 004) and directly across Van 

Ness at 30 Van Ness (Block 0835, Lot 004).  A 140-foot podium height limit at the property 

would allow for a cohesive and well-designed group of towers and podiums at one of the 

City’s most notable intersections.    

(j)  The Planning Department has determined that the actions contemplated in this 

ordinance comply with CEQA.  Specifically, the Planning Department has determined that 

there are no substantial changes in the Project or the Project circumstances that would 

require major revisions to the EIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental 

effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects, and 

that no new information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have 
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been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the EIR was certified, shows 

that the Project any of the following: that the Project will have one or more significant effects 

not discussed in the EIR; that significant effects previously examined will be substantially 

more severe than shown in the EIR; that mitigation measures or alternatives previously found 

not to be feasible would in fact be feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more 

significant effects of the Project, but the project proponents decline to adopt them; or that 

mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed in 

the EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the environment, but the 

project proponents decline to adopt them.  Said determination is on file with the Clerk of the 

Board of Supervisors in File No. 260083 and is incorporated herein by reference.  The Board 

affirms this determination. 

 

Section 3.  Pursuant to Sections 106 and 302(c) of the Planning Code, Sheet HT07 of 

the Zoning Map is amended as follows: 

 
Description of Property 
(Assessor’s Block - Lot) 

Height and Bulk Districts 
to be Superseded 

Height and Bulk Districts 
Hereby Approved 

0836-001 120/400//140/450-R-4 140/400//140/450-R-4 

0836-002 120/400//140/450-R-4 140/400//140/450-R-4 

0836-003 120/400//140/450-R-4 140/400//140/450-R-4 

0836-004 120/400//140/450-R-4 140/400//140/450-R-4 

0836-005 120//140/450-R-4 140/400//140/450-R-4 

 

Section 4.  Scope of Ordinance.  In enacting this ordinance, the Board of Supervisors 

intends to amend only those words, phrases, paragraphs, subsections, sections, articles, 

numbers, punctuation marks, charts, diagrams, or any other constituent parts of the Municipal 
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Code that are explicitly shown in this ordinance as additions, deletions, Board amendment 

additions, and Board amendment deletions in accordance with the “Note” that appears under 

the official title of the ordinance.   

 

Section 5.  Effective Date.  This ordinance shall become effective at 12:00 a.m. on 

the 31st day 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: 
DAVID CHIU, City Attorney 
 
 
By: /s/ Andrea Ruiz-Esquide_ 
 ANDREA RUIZ-ESQUIDE 
 Deputy City Attorney 
 
 
 
4900-2359-7962, v. 1 



 
FILE NO.  260083 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS  Page 1 

 
 

LEGISLATIVE DIGEST 
 

[Planning Code, Zoning Map - One Oak Street Project] 
 
Ordinance amending the Zoning Map of the Planning Code to change the height and 
bulk districts for the One Oak Street project, Assessor's Parcel Block No. 0836, Lot 
Nos. 001, 002, 003, 004, and 005, to increase the allowed height for the podium of the 
building, from the current base height limit of 120 feet to 140 feet; affirming the 
Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act; 
and making public necessity, convenience, and welfare findings under Planning Code, 
Section 302, and findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority 
policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1. 
 

Existing Law 
 
The Zoning Map includes height and bulk districts that set forth the authorized height and bulk 
of buildings in the different areas of the City.   
 
The One Oak Street project is located at the northwest corner of the intersection of Market 
Street, Oak Street, and Van Ness Avenue, in the southwestern portion of San Francisco’s 
Downtown/Civic Center neighborhood, within the Market and Octavia Plan Area.  The project, 
as initially approved in 2017, contained 304 dwelling units within a 400-foot tower, with a 120-
foot podium.  The project’s current height and bulk designation allows for a base height limit of 
120 feet for the podium, and 400 feet for the tower. 
 

Amendments to Current Law 
 
This Ordinance seeks to amend the Zoning Map to increase the allowed height for the podium 
of the One Oak project, from the current base height limit of 120 feet to 140 feet, to facilitate 
the current revised proposal, which includes 541 dwelling units. The base height limit for the 
tower would remain at 400 feet. 
 

Background Information 
 
The Ordinance contains ample findings that describe the history of the project and the 
justification for the increased height allowance.  It also contains environmental and land use 
findings. 
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March 31, 2026

Ms. Angela Calvillo, Clerk 
Honorable Supervisor Dorsey 
Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco 
City Hall, Room 244
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: Transmittal of Planning Department Case Number 2024-005509MAP: 
1500-1540 Market Street (aka “One Oak”)
Board File No. 260083

Planning Commission Action: Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

Dear Ms. Calvillo and Supervisor Dorsey, 

On March 19, 2026, the Planning Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly 
scheduled meeting to consider the proposed Ordinance, introduced by Supervisor Dorsey. The proposed 
Ordinance would amend the Zoning Map of the Planning Code to change the height and bulk districts for the 
One Oak Street project, Assessor's Parcel Block No. 0836, Lot Nos. 001, 002, 003, 004, and 005, to increase the 
allowed height for the podium of the building, from the current base height limit of 120 feet to 140 feet . At 
the hearing the Planning Commission adopted a recommendation for approval. 

Please find attached documents relating to the actions of the Commission. If you have any questions or 
require further information please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

Audrey Merlone
Acting Manager of Legislative Affairs

Sincerely,

Plli{iiiii§ 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

628.652.7600 
www.sfplanning.org 

c:p :X:~ Fe%~~ I Para informaci6n en Espafiol llamar al I Para sa impormasyon sa Filipino tumawag sa I Elil bi§t thong tin b~ng ti§ng Vi~t. vui long g9i s6 

628.652.7550 
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cc: Andrea Ruiz-Esquide, Deputy City Attorney  
Madison Tam, Aide to Supervisor Dorsey 
John Carroll, Office of the Clerk of the Board 

ATTACHMENTS : 

Planning Commission Resolution  
Planning Department Executive Summary 

Planning 

http://www.sf-planning.org/info


Planning Commission Resolution No. 21902 
HEARING DATE: MARCH 19, 2026 

Project Name: Planning Code, Zoning Map - One Oak Street Project 
Case Number:  2024-005509MAP [Board File No. 260083] 
Initiated by: Supervisor Dorsey / Introduced January 27 
Staff Contact:  Joseph Sacchi 

Joseph.Sacchi@sfgov.org, 628-652-7308 
Reviewed by: Audrey Merlone, Acting Manager of Legislative Affairs 

audrey.merlone@sfgov.org, 628-652-7534

RESOLUTION ADOPTING A RECOMMENDATION FOR APPROVAL OF A PROPOSED ORDINANCE THAT 
WOULD AMEND THE ZONING MAP OF THE PLANNING CODE TO CHANGE THE HEIGHT AND BULK 
DISTRICTS FOR THE ONE OAK STREET PROJECT, ASSESSOR'S PARCEL BLOCK NO. 0836, LOT NOS. 001, 
002, 003, 004, AND 005, TO INCREASE THE ALLOWED HEIGHT FOR THE PODIUM OF THE BUILDING, FROM 
THE CURRENT BASE HEIGHT LIMIT OF 120 FEET TO 140 FEET; AFFIRMING THE PLANNING DEPARTMENT’S 
DETERMINATION UNDER THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT; MAKING FINDINGS OF 
CONSISTENCY WITH THE GENERAL PLAN, AND THE EIGHT PRIORITY POLICIES OF PLANNING CODE, 
SECTION 101.1; AND MAKING FINDINGS OF PUBLIC NECCESSITY, CONVENIENCE, AND WELFARE UNDER 
PLANNING CODE, SECTION 302. 

WHEREAS, on January 27, 2026 Supervisor Dorsey introduced a proposed Ordinance under Board of 
Supervisors (hereinafter “Board”) File Number 260083, which would amend the Zoning Map of the Planning 
Code to change the height and bulk districts for the One Oak Street project, Assessor's Parcel Block No. 
0836, Lot Nos. 001, 002, 003, 004, and 005, to increase the allowed height for the podium of the building, 
from the current base height limit of 120 feet to 140 feet; and 

WHEREAS, on June 15, 2017, the Planning Commission, through in Motion No. 19938, certified the 
Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”) for the One Oak Street Project, finding it fulfilled all procedural 
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (Cal. Pub. Res. Code Section 21000 et seq., 
hereinafter “CEQA”), the State CEQA Guidelines (Cal. Admin. Code Title 14, Section 15000 et seq., 
(hereinafter “CEQA Guidelines”) and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code (hereinafter 
“Chapter 31”).  The EIR is available for review at the San Francisco Planning Department, 49 South Van Ness 
Avenue, San Francisco, California, 94103; and 

WHEREAS, on March 4, 2026, the Planning Department published an Addendum to the FEIR determining 
that the FEIR adopted through approval of Motion No. 19938 remain valid and that no supplemental 
environmental review is required, under CEQA Section 21166 and CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 and 

Pllll1i'rig 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

628.652.7600 
www.sfplanning.org 
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15163. The proposed revisions to the Original Project would not cause new significant impacts not 
identified in the EIR, and no new mitigation measures would be necessary to reduce significant impacts; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission (hereinafter “Commission”) conducted a duly noticed public hearing 
at a regularly scheduled meeting to consider the proposed Ordinance on March 19, 2026; and, 
 
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has heard and considered the testimony presented to it at the public 
hearing and has further considered written materials and oral testimony presented on behalf of 
Department staff and other interested parties; and 
 
WHEREAS, all pertinent documents may be found in the files of the Department, as the Custodian of 
Records, at 49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has reviewed the proposed Ordinance; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission finds from the facts presented that the public necessity, convenience, 
and general welfare require the proposed amendment; and 
 
MOVED, that the Planning Commission hereby adopts a recommendation for approval of the proposed 
ordinance.  
 

Findings 
Having reviewed the materials identified in the preamble above, and having heard all testimony and 
arguments, this Commission finds, concludes, and determines as follows: 
 
The Commission because it would facilitate the redevelopment of a keystone parcel located at the 
prominent crossroads of the City’s two most significant streets (Market Street and Van Ness Avenue). The 
proposed changes to the property’s height limits would allow for increased residential density at a site that 
is currently underdeveloped, well-served by existing transit, is within walking distance of substantial goods 
and services.  The increased residential density would be accommodated within a building form with 
massing complementary to the city’s skyline as shaped by the anticipated cluster of new high-rise buildings 
in the area. 
 

General Plan Compliance 

The proposed Ordinance is consistent with the following Objectives and Policies of the General Plan: 
 

GENERAL PLAN: HOUSING ELEMENT 

OBJECTIVE 5.A 
CONNECT PEOPLE TO JOBS AND THEIR NEIGHBORHOOD WITH NUMEROUS, EQUITABLE, AND 
HEALTHY TRANSPORTATION AND MOBILITY OPTIONS. 

Planning 
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Policy 37 
Facilitate neighborhoods where proximity to daily needs and high-quality community services and 
amenities promotes social connections, supports caregivers, reduces the need for private auto travel, 
and advances healthy activities. 
 

GENERAL PLAN: URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT 

OBJECTIVE 1 
EMPHASIS OF THE CHARACTERISTIC PATTERN WHICH GIVES TO THE CITY AND ITS 
NEIGHBORHOODS AN IMAGE, A SENSE OF PURPOSE, AND A MEANS OF ORIENTATION. 
 
Policy 1.3 
Recognize that buildings, when seen together, produce a total effect that characterizes the city and its 
districts. 
 
Policy 1.7 
Recognize the natural boundaries of districts, and promote connections between districts. 
 

DOWNTOWN AREA PLAN 

OBJECTIVE 7 
EXPAND THE SUPPLY OF HOUSING IN AND ADJACENT TO DOWNTOWN. 
 
Policy 7.1  
Promote the inclusion of housing in downtown commercial developments.  
 
Policy 7.2  
Facilitate conversion of underused industrial and commercial areas to residential use. 
 

MARKET AND OCTAVIA AREA PLAN 

OBJECTIVE 1.1 

POTENTIAL AS A SUSTAINABLE MIXED-USE URBAN NEIGHBORHOOD. 
 
Policy 1.1.2 
Concentrate more intense uses and activities in those areas best served by transit and most accessible 
on foot or by bicycle. 
 
Policy 1.1.5 

 
 
OBJECTIVE 1.2 

LARGER URBAN FORM AND STRENGTHENS ITS PHYSICAL FABRIC AND CHARACTER. 

Planning 
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Policy 1.2.5 
Mark the intersection of Van Ness Avenue and Market Street as a visual landmark. 
 
Policy 1.2.7 
Encourage new mixed-use infill on Market Street with a scale and stature appropriate for the varying 
conditions along its length. 
 
The proposed Ordinance would build on numerous polices that support a vision for the neighborhood, 
historically known as “The Hub”, as a vibrant, mixed-use neighborhood. One of the overarching goals of the 
Market and Octavia Area Plan is to concentrate additional growth where it is most responsible and productive 
to do so—maximizing residential density near public transit service. The proposed Ordinance would directly 
support development of a prominent new residential building, including a total of 541 dwelling units.  
 

Planning Code Section 101 Findings 

The proposed amendments to the Planning Code are consistent with the eight Priority Policies set forth in 
Section 101.1(b) of the Planning Code in that: 
 

1. That existing neighborhood-serving retail uses be preserved and enhanced and future 
opportunities for resident employment in and ownership of such businesses enhanced; 

The proposed Ordinance would not have a negative effect on neighborhood serving retail uses and 
will not have a negative effect on opportunities for resident employment in and ownership of 
neighborhood-serving retail. 

2. That existing housing and neighborhood character be conserved and protected in order to preserve 
the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods; 

The proposed Ordinance would not have a negative effect on housing or neighborhood character. 

3. That the City’s supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced; 

The proposed Ordinance would not have an adverse effect on the City’s supply of affordable housing. 

4. That commuter traffic not impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or neighborhood 
parking; 

The proposed Ordinance would not result in commuter traffic impeding MUNI transit service or 
overburdening the streets or neighborhood parking. 

5. That a diverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service sectors from 
displacement due to commercial office development, and that future opportunities for resident 
employment and ownership in these sectors be enhanced; 

The proposed Ordinance would not cause displacement of the industrial or service sectors due to 
office development, and future opportunities for resident employment or ownership in these sectors 

Planning 
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would not be impaired.

6. That the City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss of life in 
an earthquake;

The proposed Ordinance would not have an adverse effect on City’s preparedness against injury and 
loss of life in an earthquake.

7. That the landmarks and historic buildings be preserved;

The proposed Ordinance would not have an adverse effect on the City’s Landmarks and historic 
buildings.

8. That our parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected from 
development;

The proposed Ordinance would not have an adverse effect on the City’s parks and open space and 
their access to sunlight and vistas.

Planning Code Section 302 Findings. 

The Planning Commission finds from the facts presented that the public necessity, convenience and 
general welfare require the proposed amendments to the Planning Code as set forth in Section 302.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Commission hereby ADOPTS A RECOMMENDATION FOR 
APPROVAL of the proposed Ordinance as described in this Resolution.

I hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was adopted by the Commission at its meeting on March 19, 
2026.

Jonas P. Ionin
Commission Secretary

AYES:   So, Williams, Braun, Moore, Campbell

NAYS:  Imperial

ABSENT: McGarry

ADOPTED: March 19, 2026

Jonas P Ionin Digitally signed by Jonas P Ionin 
Date: 2026.03.26 17:08:57 -07'00'



 

Executive Summary 
Zoning Map Amendment 

HEARING DATE: MARCH 19, 2026 
90-Day Deadline: May 7, 2026 

Project Name: Planning Code, Zoning Map - One Oak Street Project 
Case Number: 2024-005509MAP[Board File No. 260083] 
Initiated by: Supervisor Dorsey / Introduced January 27, 2026 
Staff Contact: Joseph Sacchi 

Joseph.Sacchi@sfgov.org, 628-652-7308 
Reviewed by: Audrey Merlone, Acting Manager of Legislative Affairs 

audrey.merlone@sfgov.org, 628-652-7534 
Environmental  
Review:  Addendum to FEIR - On June 15, 2017 the Planning Commission certified the 

Final Environmental Impact Report through Motion No. 19938. 

RECOMMENDATION: Adopt a Recommendation for Approval 

Zoning Map Amendment 
The proposed Ordinance would amend the Zoning Map of the Planning Code to change the height and bulk 
districts for the One Oak Street project, Assessor's Parcel Block No. 0836, Lot Nos. 001, 002, 003, 004, and 005, 
to increase the allowed height for the podium of the building, from the current base height limit of 120 feet 
to 140 feet. 

The Way It Is Now: 

The 1500-1540 Market Street (aka “One Oak”) project site is presently regulated by two distinct Height and 
Bulk Districts, with Parcels 0836/001-004 located within the 120/400//140-450-R-4 Height and Bulk District 
and Parcel 0836/005 within the 120//140-450-R-4 Height and Bulk District.1 

1 Per Planning Code Sec. 263.19, in the R-4 Height & Bulk District, building height limits are shown as two numbers 
separated by a double slash: The number before the double slash is the height limit for projects not using the Housing 
Choice–San Francisco (HC-SF) Program. The number after the double slash is the height limit for projects using the HC-
SF Program. When two numbers are separated by a single slash, the first number is the maximum podium height, and 
the second is the maximum tower height, subject to the bulk and tower spacing controls of Section 270(i). 

Pllitiiiii§ 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

628.652.7600 
www.sfplanning.org 

tj:i :Sz~ ~□~~~ ~ I Para informaci6n en Espaii.ol llamar al I Para sa impormasyon sa Filipino tumawag sa I El~ biet thong tin Mng tieng Vil~t, vui long g9i s6 

628.652.7550 

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?From=RSS&ID=7863756&GUID=83A4848B-9644-4B15-A221-FBB6B207E3DB
https://sfplanning.s3.amazonaws.com/sfmea/2009.0159E_DEIR.pdf


Executive Summary  Case No. 2024-005509MAP 
Hearing Date: March 19, 2026  1500-1540 Market Street (aka “One Oak”) 

 2  

The Way It Would Be:  

The 1500-1540 Market Street (aka “One Oak”) project site would be regulated by a single Height and Bulk 
District, with Parcels 0836/001-005 all located within the 140/400//140-450-R-4 Height and Bulk District. 

Background 

1500-1540 Market Street (aka “One Oak”) Residential Development Project 

The proposed Ordinance is necessary to facilitate the proposed residential development project located at 
1500-1540 Market Street (aka “One Oak”). The Project Site (“Site”) is located at 1500-1540 Market Street at 
the northwest corner of the intersection of Market Street, Oak Street, and Van Ness Avenue in the 
southwestern portion of San Francisco's Downtown/Civic Center neighborhood, within the Market and 
Octavia Plan Area. The Site consists of five contiguous lots (Lots 001-005) within Assessor's Block 0836, 
totaling 18,219 square feet (0.42 acres) in area. 
 
The Planning Commission first approved a version of the project (“Original Project”) on June 15, 2017, which 
proposed a 400-foot tall building with 304 dwelling units. The Planning Commission subsequently approved 
a revised version of the project (“Modified Project”) on July 14, 2022, which proposed an approximately 400-
foot tall building with 460 dwelling units. The current proposal (“Project”) proposes to construct a 400-foot 
tall building with 541 dwelling units. 
 

Prior Changes to Height and Bulk District 

When the Original Project (2017) and Modified Project (2022) were previously approved – and when the 
current Project’s applications were filed – the Site was located primarily within the 120/400-R-2 Height and 
Bulk District, with the western half of Parcel 0836/005 located within the 120-R-2 Height and Bulk District. 
 
The former height and bulk district classifications allowed for a 120-foot podium and 400-foot tower height 
on the majority of the Site, with the westernmost portion restricted to 120 feet. As designed, the Project’s 
tower height and position comply with these constraints. However, the Project’s podium – with a roof height 
of approximately 139 feet – exceeds the 120-foot limit. 
 
Changes to the Site’s height and bulk district classifications associated with the Family Zoning Plan, which 
became effective on January 12, 2026, removed the split geography height controls from Parcel 0836/005. 
This portion of the Site no longer includes a base tower height allowance, and as a result the Project’s tower 
location is presently non-compliant with the existing height controls. 
 
The proposed Ordinance would reclassify the whole of the Site to the 140/400//140-450-R-4 Height and Bulk 
District, thereby increasing the base podium height from 120 feet to 140 feet and defining a base tower 
height of 400 feet on Parcel 0836/005. 
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Issues and Considerations  

Consistency with Prior Planning Efforts & the General Plan 

The proposed increase of the podium height on the Site to 140 feet is consistent with prior Commission 
actions recommending approval of increased heights at the Site. 
 
The Site is located within the boundaries of the Market and Octavia Area Plan, as well as the Van Ness and 
Market Residential Special Use District. The Area Plan includes numerous policies that support a vision for 
the neighborhood, historically know as “The Hub,” as a vibrant new mixed-use neighborhood, and the SUD 
encourages the development of a transit-oriented, high-density, mixed-use residential neighborhood around 
the intersections of Market Street and Van Ness Avenue and Mission Street and Van Ness Avenue. 
 
In 2020, the Market and Octavia Area Plan Amendment process sought opportunities to enhance 
implementation of the policy goals of the Area Plan, including the construction of new housing and the 
generation of additional affordable housing resources for the City. Among other changes, the Area Plan 
Amendment explored increasing the maximum heights for 18 properties, including the One Oak Site. On May 
21, 2020, through Resolution No. 20711, the Commission voted to recommend approval of a Zoning Map 
Amendment which would have enabled 18 sites within the plan area to request additional height through an 
exception pursuant to Section 309. Under the proposed rezoning, the One Oak site would have qualified for a 
maximum 140-foot podium height and 450-foot tower height. However, the ordinance was later modified at 
the Board of Supervisors to reduce the number of sites eligible for increased heights from 18 to three, and 
the One Oak site was removed prior to final adoption. . The neighboring parcels directly across Market Street 
at 10 South Van Ness (Block 3506, Lot 004) and directly across Van Ness at 30 Van Ness (Block 0835, Lot 004) 
were included in the final ordinance and have maximum podium height limits of 140 feet. 
 
Although rezoning of the remaining sites was expected to be reconsidered at a later date, the proposal did 
not move forward following adoption of the amended ordinance. However, the One Oak site was included in 
the Family Zoning Plan, which became effective in January 2026. The revised height and bulk district 
classifications for the Site provide additional heights for projects utilizing the newly created Housing Choice-
San Francisco Program, up to a maximum 140-foot podium height and 450-foot tower height on the Site. 
However, for projects not utilizing the HC-SF program, the lower base podium and tower heights apply. 
 
While the base heights proposed under the Ordinance would be permitted without explicit Planning 
Commission action, projects of a comparable size would likely necessitate Commission review for exceptions 
pursuant to Section 309 or major modifications pursuant to the HC-SF program controls. 
 

Racial and Social Equity Analysis 

The proposed amendments only affect one property and therefore cannot be directly tied to a negative or 
positive impact in advancing the City’s racial and social equity. 
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Recommendation 
The Department recommends that the Commission adopt a recommendation for approval of the proposed 
Ordinance and adopt the attached Draft Resolution to that effect. 

Basis for Recommendation 

The Department supports the proposed Ordinance because it would facilitate the redevelopment of a 
keystone parcel located at the prominent crossroads of the City’s two most significant streets (Market Street 
and Van Ness Avenue). The proposed changes to the property’s height limits would allow for increased 
residential density at a site that is currently underdeveloped, well-served by existing transit, is within 
walking distance of substantial goods and services.  The increased residential density would be 
accommodated within a building form with massing complementary to the city’s skyline as shaped by the 
anticipated cluster of new high-rise buildings in the area. 

Required Commission Action 
The proposed Ordinance is before the Commission so that it may adopt a recommendation of approval, 
disapproval, or approval with modifications. 

Environmental Review 
On March 4, 2026, the Planning Department published an Addendum to the FEIR determining that the FEIR 
adopted through approval of Motion No. 19938 remain valid and that no supplemental environmental review 
is required, under CEQA Section 21166 and CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 and 15163. The proposed 
revisions to the Original 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, the Department found 
that no supplemental environmental review was required beyond the Addendum. The Addendum was 
distributed to the Commission and all parties who commented on the DEIR, and made available to others at 
the request of Planning Department staff. 

Public Comment 
As of the writing of this report, the Planning Department has not received any public comment regarding the 
proposed Ordinance. 
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      City Hall 
    1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

  BOARD of SUPERVISORS               San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 
      Tel. No. (415) 554-5184 
      Fax No. (415) 554-5163 
 TDD/TTY No. (415) 554-5227 

MEMORANDUM 

Date: February 6, 2026 

To: Planning Department/Planning Commission 

From: John Carroll, Assistant Clerk, Land Use and Transportation Committee 

Subject: Board of Supervisors Legislation Referral - File No. 260083 
Planning Code, Zoning Map - One Oak Street Project 

☒ California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Determination
(California Public Resources Code, Sections 21000 et seq.)
☒ Ordinance / Resolution
☐ Ballot Measure

☒ Amendment to the Planning Code, including the following Findings:
(Planning Code, Section 302(b): 90 days for Planning Commission review)
☒ General Plan     ☒  Planning Code, Section 101.1     ☒  Planning Code, Section 302

☐ Amendment to the Administrative Code, involving Land Use/Planning
(Board Rule 3.23: 30 days for possible Planning Department review)

☐ General Plan Referral for Non-Planning Code Amendments
(Charter, Section 4.105, and Administrative Code, Section 2A.53)
(Required for legislation concerning the acquisition, vacation, sale, or change in use of City property;
subdivision of land; construction, improvement, extension, widening, narrowing, removal, or
relocation of public ways, transportation routes, ground, open space, buildings, or structures; plans for
public housing and publicly-assisted private housing; redevelopment plans; development agreements;
the annual capital expenditure plan and six-year capital improvement program; and any capital
improvement project or long-term financing proposal such as general obligation or revenue bonds.)

☐ Historic Preservation Commission
☐ Landmark (Planning Code, Section 1004.3)
☐ Cultural Districts (Charter, Section 4.135 & Board Rule 3.23)
☐ Mills Act Contract (Government Code, Section 50280)
☐ Designation for Significant/Contributory Buildings (Planning Code, Article 11)

Please send the Planning Department/Commission recommendation/determination to John Carroll at 
john.carroll@sfgov.org. 

CEQA clearance under Addendum 2 for the One Oak 
Street Project, Case No. 2024-005509ENV, published 
March 4, 2026.

mailto:john.carroll@sfgov.org


Addendum 2 to Environmental Impact Report 

Date of Publication of Addendum: March 4, 2026 
Date of EIR Certification: June 15, 2017 
Case No.           2024-005509ENV 
Project Title: One Oak Street Project (1500-1540 Market Street) 
Block/Lot:           0836/001, 002, 003, 004, and 005 
Project Sponsor:          Brynn McKiernan, Emerald Fund, Inc.  

 (415) 489-1306
Lead Agency:  San Francisco Planning Department
Staff Contact: Rachel Schuett – (628) 652-7546

rachel.schuett@sfgov.org 

REMARKS 

Background 

On June 15, 2017, the San Francisco Planning Commission (planning commission) certified the One Oak 
Street Project Final Environmental Impact Report (One Oak FEIR or FEIR) pursuant to the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)1 and approved the project.2 A mitigation monitoring and reporting plan 
(MMRP) was adopted as a condition of approval, as well. The project analyzed in the FEIR (original project) 
is described, below.  

The project site is located at the northwest corner of the intersection of Market Street, Oak Street, and Van 
Ness Avenue in the southwestern portion of San Francisco’s Downtown/Civic Center neighborhood. The 
project site is made up of five contiguous, privately owned lots within Assessor’s Block 0836 (Lots 001, 002, 
003, 004, and 005) that, together, form an 18,219-square-foot trapezoid, bounded by Oak Street to the 
north, Van Ness Avenue to the east, Market Street to the south, and the interior property line shared with 
the neighboring property to the west. The project site measures about 177 feet along its Oak Street 
frontage, 39 feet along Van Ness Avenue, and 218 feet along Market Street. The existing street addresses of 
these parcels are referred to herein as 1500-1540 Market Street. 

The easternmost portion of the project site, 1500 Market Street (Lot 001), is currently occupied by an 
existing three-story, 2,750 square foot commercial building, built in 1980. This building is currently 
occupied by the 900-square-foot All Star Café on the ground floor and commercial offices on the second 

1 San Francisco Planning Department, One Oak Street Project, Final Environmental Impact Report, Planning Department Case No. 2009. 0159E, 
State Clearinghouse No. 2012102025, certified on June 17, 2017. Available online at:  https://sfplanning.org/environmental-review-documents, 
accessed on July 18, 2025.  
2 Planning Commission Motion M-20622. January 16, 2020.  
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and third floors. This building also includes an enclosure for a public elevator which provides access from 
the Van Ness Avenue sidewalk to the Van Ness Muni Metro station. Immediately west of the 1500 Market 
Street building is an existing 47-car valet-operated surface commercial parking lot (on Lots 002, 003, and 
004), with vehicular access via a driveway on Oak Street. The parking lot is fenced along its Market and Oak 
Street frontages. The westernmost portion of the project site at 1540 Market Street (Lot 005) is occupied by 
a four-story, 48,225-square-foot commercial office building, built in 1920. 

2017 Project 

As analyzed in the draft environmental impact report (draft EIR) the 2017 project included demolition of all 
existing structures on the project site and construction of a new 310-unit, 40-story residential tower (400 
feet tall, plus a 20-foot-tall parapet) with ground-floor commercial space and a three-level subsurface 
parking garage for residents with access from Oak Street. As analyzed in the draft EIR 155 parking spaces 
were proposed (0.50 parking spaces/unit); however, the approved project included 136 spaces (0.44 
parking spaces/unit). Bicycle parking for residents was included on the second-floor mezzanine and in 
bicycle racks on adjacent sidewalks for visitors. One 22-foot-long passenger loading space was proposed 
on the south side of Oak Street, near the residential lobby and one freight loading space and two service 
vehicle loading spaces were proposed within the ground floor level of the parking garage. 
 
The 2017 project included streetscape improvements along Oak Street and the construction of “Oak Plaza” 
a 16,050-square-foot public plaza that included 3,058 square feet3 within the Oak Street public right-of-way 
and a 1,645-square-foot area of the project site. Under the 2017 project, proposed Oak Plaza features 
included: custom precast concrete planters with small ornamental trees and plants which would also serve 
as seating, four approximately 90-square-foot retail kiosks along the north side of Oak, improved 
landscaping, and special paving, throughout. These streetscape improvements were facilitated by 
narrowing Oak Street from two vehicle lanes to one and removing on-street parking along the portion of 
Oak Street adjacent to the project site and replacement/widening of sidewalks on Oak Street (north and 
south sides) and Van Ness Avenue (west side). 
 
The 2017 project also included the construction of several free-standing wind canopies within Oak Plaza 
and one within the sidewalk at the northeast corner of Market and Polk streets to reduce pedestrian-level 
winds and replacement of the existing Van Ness Muni Station elevator enclosure.4 
 
More details on the 2017 project are included in Table. 1: Summary of Project Characteristics, below. 
 

Proposed Revisions to 2017 Project 

The revised project is entirely residential and includes a total of 541 residential units, comprised of 107 
studios, 262 one-bedroom units, and 172 two-bedroom units. The lot area is 18,219 square feet and the  
gross project area of 595,956 square feet. The revised project proposes to include a total of 135 on-site 
vehicle parking spaces. Of the proposed spaces, 124 parking spaces in the building’s garage can be accessed 
 
3 This area was counted toward the 2017 project’s open space requirement.  
4 Two options for the Muni elevator were considered (1) relocation of the existing Van Ness Muni station elevator entrance from the eastern end of  
the project site to the ground floor of the existing One South Van Ness building at the southeast corner of South Van Ness Avenue and Market Street, 
approximately 170 feet from its current location, with two elevators provided at the new location, and (2) relocation of the existing Muni elevator  
north into the proposed Oak Plaza (analyzed as a “project variant”). Subsequent to the publication of the draft EIR (November 16, 2016), the project  
variant was selected as the “preferred project”. 
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from the ground floor via automated parking lifts. The other 11 parking spaces (including 10 regular parking 
spaces and 1 van accessible parking space) are located on the building’s ground floor accessible from the 
project driveway. Subsequent to the certification of the final EIR, the following other aspects of the 
proposed project were revised. The key differences between the 2017 project that was analyzed in the EIR 
and the revised project are as follows:  
 
 
 Building Design. The shape of the building was modified, and the building was shifted towards the 

intersection of Van Ness Avenue and Market Street, resulting in a smaller open space area on that 
frontage. The mechanical penthouse/parapet height increased from 20 feet to 37 feet (at the highest 
point). 

 
 Development Program. The number of residential units increased from 310 to 541 units, an increase 

of 231 units. The amount of retail square footage was reduced from 4,025 gross square feet to 0 gross 
square feet; the proposed ground-floor use is now a community room and leasing office.  

 
 Parking. The residential parking ratio was reduced from 0.5 spaces per unit (as analyzed in the EIR) and 

0.44 spaces per unit (the approved project) to 0.25 spaces per unit. The proposed parking configuration 
continues to be an automatic multi-level stacker system; however, under the revised project, access to 
the vehicle storage would be via self-service rather than valet service. All access to the vehicle storage 
area would be via a 15-foot-wide curb cut along Oak Street (reduced from 24 feet under the 2017 
project). The number of car share spaces has increased from two to three. 

 
 Open Space/Streetscape Improvements. Under the 2017 project, the streetscape improvements 

would include replacement/widening of sidewalks on Oak Street and Van Ness Avenue and would be 
facilitated by narrowing Oak Street from two vehicle lanes to one and removing on-street parking. 
Given that the proposed building would be shifted towards the intersection of Van Ness Avenue and 
Market Street under the revised project, the portion of Oak Plaza that would be within the project site 
would be reduced from 1,645 square feet to 860 square feet. As in the 2017 project, proposed Oak Plaza 
features would continue to include planters, trees, and seating. Retail kiosks are no longer proposed. 
Special paving may be included, contingent upon approval by the Department of Public Works. 

 
 Wind-Reducing Features. The 2017 project included the construction of several free-standing wind 

canopies within Oak Plaza and one within the sidewalk at the northeast corner of Market and Polk 
streets to reduce pedestrian-level winds. As shown in Attachment A. Figures, pp. 24, 29, 44 and 45, the 
revised project incorporates an integrated lower-level porous wind canopy that wraps around the 
building, a 10-foot recess at the amenity level at the building’s “nose”; which is the narrowest park of 
the building facing South Van Ness Avenue, on-site solid wind screens along Market Street at the alley 
west of 55 Oak Street and free-standing porous wind screens along the public sidewalk adjacent to the 
1 South Van Ness Avenue building (at the southeast corner of South Van Ness Avenue and Market 
Street), and the addition of trees on the east side of South Van Ness, continuing the line of existing trees  
north toward Market Street.5 

 

 
5 ARUP, North America, Ltd., 1500-1540 Market Street – Modified Project, Wind Study, November 13, 2025. 
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 Excavation/Construction. The 2017 project included three subterranean levels; the revised project 
also includes three subterranean levels; however, these levels would house an automated parking 
stacker system, rather than a valet-operated parking system under the 2017 project which required a 
ramp. The garage would also include 12 fewer parking spaces than the 2017 project, so the overall 
parking area would be more compact. As such, the depth of excavation would be reduced from about 
50 feet below ground surface (bgs) to about 30 feet bgs. The amount of excavation would 
commensurately be reduced from about 35,000 cubic yards to 21,000 cubic yards. The estimated 
construction period would be increased from about 32 months in the 2017 project to about 33 months 
for the revised project. 

 
 Jobs/Housing Growth. The elimination of retail space under the revised project would result in no 

retail employees on the site; the property management maintenance team would typically have about 
20 employees on-site. As such the revised project would have 21 fewer employees than under the 2017 
project.6 The 2017 project would have added 627 residents to the project site and the revised project 
would add 1,093 residents, an increase of 466 residents.7 

 
As under the 2017 project the existing Muni elevator enclosure would be demolished and replaced, and the 
existing elevator would be retained, pending future replacement. 
 
Table. 1: Summary of Project Characteristics, below, includes a more detailed comparison of the 2017 
project and the revised project. 
 

Table. 1: Summary of Project Characteristics 
 2017 Project (EIR)1 Revised Project Difference 

Number of Buildings 1 1 none 
Building Height 400 ft. 

(420 ft. @ top of 
penthouse/parapet) 

400 ft. 
(437 ft. @ top of 

penthouse/parapet) 

+ 17 ft. 
(penthouse/parapet) 

Stories 40 41 + 1 
Uses Residential with 

Ground-floor 
Commercial 

Residential with 
Ground-floor 
Community 

Room/Leasing Office 

Community 
Room/Leasing Office 

substituted for 
Commercial 

Dwelling Units 
Studio 57 units 107 units + 50 units 

1 Bedroom 100 units 262 units + 162 units 
2 Bedroom 138 units 172 units + 34 units 
3 Bedroom 15 units 0 units (15 units) 
Total Units 310 units 541 units + 231 units 

Affordable Housing2 In-Lieu Fee In-Lieu Fee none 
 
6 Memo to Project File RE: Market and Octavia Plan Amendment (Hub Plan) Updated Population Estimates and Methodology. San Francisco Planning 
Department. January 2020. An employment factor of 350 gsf per employee is used for general retail uses. 
7 San Francisco Planning Department, Memo to Project File Re: Market and Octavia Plan Amendment (Hub Plan) Population Estimates 
and Methodology, January 2020. 
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GSF3 by Use 
Residential 435,465 gsf 529,811 gsf + 94,346 gsf 

Retail/Restaurant 4,025 gsf 0 gsf (4,025 gsf) 
Back of House4 17,755 gsf 122,797 gsf + 105,042 gsf 

Parking/Loading5 60,090 gsf 53,166 gsf (6,924 gsf) 
Total GSF 499,580 gsf 595,956 gsf + 96,376 gsf 

Parking and Loading 
Surface Parking 0 0 none 

Commercial Spaces 0 0 none 
Residential Spaces 136 spaces 135 spaces (1) spaces 

Carshare Spaces 2 spaces 3 spaces +1 spaces 
Parking Ratio 0.44 spaces/unit 0.25 spaces/unit (0.19 spaces/unit) 

Parking Configuration Automated multi-level 
stacker system 

Automated multi-level 
stacker system 

none 

Number of Parking 
Levels 

3 levels 3 levels5 none 

Access to Car Storage6 Valet Service Self-Service n/a 
Off-Street Truck 
Loading Spaces 

(12’ x 35’) 

1 space 1 space none 

Off-Street 
Service Vehicle 

Loading Spaces 
(8’ x 20’) 

2 spaces 2 spaces none 

On-Street 
Loading Spaces 

none 2 Freight Loading 
(45’3” feet) 

3 Passenger Loading  
(60 feet) 

+2 Freight Loading 
(45’3” feet) 

+3 Passenger Loading 
(60 feet) 

Curb Cut 24 feet (Oak Street) 15 feet (Oak Street) (9) feet 
Bicycle Spaces 

Class 1 310 spaces 210 spaces (100 spaces) 
Class 2 60 spaces 27 spaces (33 spaces) 

Total Spaces 370 spaces 237 spaces (133 spaces) 
Excavation + Foundation 

Area of excavation ~18,219 sq. ft. ~18,219 sq. ft. none 
Depth of excavation Up to 50 feet bgs7 ~30 feet bgs (~20 feet) 

Amount of excavation ~35,000 cubic yards ~21,000 cubic 
yards 

(~14,000 cubic yards) 

Foundation Design Mat Foundation Mat Foundation none 
Construction 

Total 32 months 33 months +1 month 
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Notes: 
1 One Oak Street Project (Case No. 2009.0159E) Final EIR. June 15, 2017. Table S.3: Comparison of Characteristics and Significant 
Impacts of the Proposed Project to the Alternatives. 
2 “In-lieu fee” refers to how the proposed project would comply with Section 415 of the Planning Code. 
3 GSF = gross square feet 
4 “Back of House” space includes all areas of the building that are not occupied by offices or residential units, including 
common areas, hallways, vertical circulation spaces, etc.  
5 Includes Class 1 bicycle parking 
6 Vehicle parking in the basement is provided in a stacker system. Vehicles enter the stacker system from the ground floor level 
via the driveway from Oak Street. 
7 bgs = below ground surface 

 
 
Project Setting 
 
The project site is located within the following zoning districts: the C-3-G (Downtown Commercial, General) 
District, the Market Street Special Sign District (Planning Code Section 608.8), and the Van Ness and Market 
Residential Special Use District (SUD) (Planning Code Section 249.33). The project site is currently within 
two distinct Height and Bulk Districts with parcels 0836/001, 0836/002, 0836/003 and 0836/004 within the 
120/400/140/450-R-4 Height and Bulk District and parcel 0836/005 within the 120/140-450-R-4 Height and 
Bulk District. For the proposed project, this means that the podium and tower height limits on parcels 001-
004 are 120 and 400 feet, respectively, and 120 feet on parcel 005.8  The project site is also within the Market 
and Octavia Better Neighborhoods Plan (the Hub) and Downtown Plan areas. 
 
Approvals 
 
The project sponsor expects to seek approvals for the proposed project, including, but not limited to the 
following:9 
 

 San Francisco Board of Supervisors 

o *An Ordinance amending the Zoning Map to increase the allowed height for the podium of 
the building, from the current base height limit of 120 feet to 140 feet. 

o If required, adoption of the proposed Oak Plaza into the City’s Plaza Program, pursuant to 
SF Administrative Code Section 94.3. 

o If required, approval of a Street Plaza Encroachment Permit for improvements within the 
proposed Oak Plaza and the public right-of-way (at Oak Plaza and at the northeast corner 
of Van Ness Avenue, Oak, and Market streets). 

 
8 Within the R-4 Height and Bulk District, the permitted building heights are expressed as two sets of numbers separated by a double slash. 
Preceding the double slash is the permitted building height limit for projects not using the Housing Choice-San Francisco (HC-SF) program. 
Following the double slash is the height limit for projects using the HC-SF Program. Where there is a set of two numbers separated by a single slash, 
the number preceding the single slash is the maximum base height for podium buildings and the number following the single slash is the maximum 
base tower height subject to the bulk and tower spacing controls of Section 270(i). 
9 Approvals that have been added or updated since publication of the FEIR are noted with a “*” prior to the approval action.  
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 San Francisco Planning Commission 

o *Certification10 of the Final EIR and adoption of CEQA Findings and adoption of a Mitigation 
Monitoring and Reporting Program. 

o *Approval of the project under Planning Code Section 309, including exceptions for useable 
open space (Section 135); permitted obstructions (decorative architectural features) over 
sidewalks (Section 136); lot coverage (Section 249.33); dwelling unit mix requirements 
(Section 207.6); volumetric limitations for roof enclosures and screens (Section 260); and 
bulk (Sections 270 and 272). 

o *Determination under Planning Code Section 295 that net new project shadow being cast 
on Patricia’s Green and Page and Laguna Mini Park would not adversely affect the use of 
the parks. 

 Zoning Administrator 

o *Approval of a Variance pursuant to Section 305 from the strict requirements of the 
Planning Code related to above-grade parking setback requirements (Section 145.1(c)(1)). 

o *Approval of a Height Exemption pursuant to Section 305 to permit relief from the strict 
limits of the Planning Code for the height of the elevator penthouse to accommodate the 
elevator overrun (Section 260(b)(1)(B)). 

 
 San Francisco Department of Public Works 

o Approval of changes in public rights-of-way and conversion of a portion of Oak Street into 
a pedestrian plaza. This approval may proceed under the City’s Plaza Program, San 
Francisco Administrative Code Sections 94.1-94.7. 

o Permit for removal and planting of street trees. 

o If needed, approval of subdivision map and condominium map applications. 

o Approval of a lot line adjustment. 

o Approval of a Street Space Permit from the Bureau of Street Use and Mapping for use of a 
public street space during project construction. 

o Approval of a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) regarding the maintenance and 
availability of curbside loading zones on Oak Street. 

 
10 The FEIR was certified by the Planning Commission on June 15, 2017, through their adoption of Motion No. 19938.  
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o Street Encroachment Permit, to be approved by the Director of Public Works, and by the 
Board of Supervisors if required by the Director, for improvements within the proposed Oak 
Plaza and for installation of wind canopies. 

 Actions by Other City Departments and State Agencies 

o Demolition, grading, building and occupancy permits (Department of Building Inspection). 

o *Approval of the recladding of the existing Muni Metro elevator; approval of ADA and Title 
24 access solution during temporary closure of station elevator, if necessary (San Francisco 
Municipal Transportation Agency). 

o Approval of foundation, shoring and dewatering systems as they relate to the Muni-Zone-
of-Influence (San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency). 

o Approval of foundation, shoring and dewatering systems as they relate to the BART-Zone-
of-Influence (Bay Area Rapid Transit). 

o If needed, approval of Oak Plaza conversion (San Francisco Municipal Transportation 
Agency). 

o Approval of Special Traffic Permit from the Department of Parking and Traffic for use of a 
public street space during project construction (San Francisco Municipal Transportation 
Agency). 

o Approval of the passenger loading (white) zone on the south side of the proposed Oak 
Street shared street pursuant to the SFMTA Color Curb program (San Francisco Municipal 
Transportation Agency). 

o If needed, approval of the proposed Oak Plaza design by the Civic Design Review 
Committee; approval of 1 percent Art Fee for installation of any artwork within the Plaza 
(San Francisco Arts Commission). 

o Recommendation to the Planning Commission that shadow would not adversely affect 
open spaces under Commission jurisdiction (San Francisco Recreation and Park 
Commission and General Manager). 

o Approval of project compliance with San Francisco Health Code Article 22A (the Maher 
Ordinance) (San Francisco Department of Public Health). 

o Recommendation of conditions of approval for residential development proposals under 
Administrative Code Chapter 116 (San Francisco Entertainment Commission). 
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Cumulative Setting 
 
CEQA Guidelines section 15130(b)(1) provides two methods for cumulative impact analysis: the “list-based 
approach” and the “projections-based approach”. The list-based approach uses a list of projects producing 
closely related impacts that could combine with those of a proposed project to evaluate whether the 
project would contribute to significant cumulative impacts. The projections-based approach uses 
projections contained in a general plan or related planning document to evaluate the potential for 
cumulative impacts. The cumulative impact analysis within this addendum employs both the list-based 
and projections-based approaches, depending on which approach best suits the resource topic being 
analyzed. 
 
Market and Octavia Area Plan and the Hub Plan. The project site is within the Market and Octavia Area 
Plan area which includes the general area within a short walking distance of Market Street between the Van 
Ness Avenue and Church Street Muni stations and along the new Octavia Boulevard that replaced the 
Central Freeway. The Market and Octavia Area Plan was originally adopted in 2008. In 2016, the San 
Francisco Planning Department initiated a multi-year public and cooperative interagency planning process 
to amend the Market and Octavia Area Plan, which was focused on “the Hub Plan area”.  
 
The Hub Plan EIR analyzed the environmental effects of proposed changes for the Hub Plan area, including 
(1) zoning and height changes, (2) specific changes to two individual private development projects within 
the Hub Plan area at 30 Van Ness Avenue and 98 Franklin Street, (3) streetscape and street network 
improvements along various streets and alleys within and adjacent to the plan area, and (4) the designation 
of portions or all of the Hub Plan area as a housing sustainability district (HSD). 11 
 
The EIR included a program-level analysis, for adoption and implementation of the Hub as well as project- 
level environmental review, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines section 15161.12 On April 30, 2020, the Planning 
Commission certified the final environmental impact report (FEIR), and adopted CEQA Findings,13,14 and a 
mitigation monitoring and reporting program (MMRP).15 
 
Cumulative Conditions 
 
The revised zoning under the Hub Plan allows for additional heights at two major intersections - Market 
Street and Van Ness Avenue and Mission Street and South Van Ness Avenue - ranging from 250 feet up to 
650 feet in these locations. Overall, the revised zoning includes changes to height and bulk districts at 18 
sites throughout the plan area to allow more housing, including more affordable housing. Modifications to 
land use zoning controls also allow more flexibility for development of nonresidential uses, specifically, 
office, institutional, art, and public uses. 
 

 
11 It should be noted that the Housing Sustainability District was not, ultimately, approved by the Board of Supervisors. 
12 The Hub Plan, 30 Van Ness Avenue Project, 98 Franklin Street Project, and Hub HSD Draft Environmental Impact Report. Case Nos. 2015-
000940ENV, 2017-008051ENV, 2016-014802ENV 1-7. San Francisco Planning Department. July 2019. [p. 1-5] 
13 https://default.sfplanning.org/plans-and-programs/in-your-neighborhood/hub/2015- 
000940_Adoption_02_01a_CEQA_Findings.pdf 
14 https://sfplanning.s3.amazonaws.com/sfmea/2015-000940ENV_Hub+Plan_Errata+2020+04+20.pdf 
15 https://default.sfplanning.org/plans-and-programs/in-your-neighborhood/hub/2015-000940_Adoption_02_01b_MMRP.pdf 
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To assist in analyzing the potential physical impacts of the implementation of the proposed Hub Plan and 
associated actions the draft EIR evaluated four scenarios: CEQA Baseline, Proposed Project, Existing Zoning 
Buildout (No Project), and Cumulative Conditions. The planning department issued a memorandum with 
estimates of growth anticipated for each scenario which included the number of residential units, 
residents, and jobs.16 
 
The “Cumulative Conditions” scenario included the projected buildout of the 18 sites identified for height 
limit increases within the plan area and all reasonably foreseeable development projects17 within 
approximately ¼ mile of the plan area.18 The cumulative conditions scenario from the Hub Plan EIR 
comprises an update to the cumulative setting considered in the One Oak Project EIR. It is both more 
current and more comprehensive in scope since it considers the projected buildout within the plan area. 
As such, the cumulative impact analysis within this addendum for topics relying on the projections-based 
approach has been updated to reflect the cumulative conditions scenario from the Hub Plan EIR. 
 
Topics that employ the list-based approach (shadow, wind, etc.) have also been updated to reflect projects 
generally within a 0.25-mile radius from the project site, that have been recently completed or are under 
construction and projects that are currently under review by the planning department or are entitled but 
not yet under construction; cumulative projects are included in Table 2. Cumulative Projects List, below. 
The potential cumulative effects of these projects are addressed, as appropriate, under each 
environmental topic herein. 
 
 

Table 2. Cumulative Projects List 
Case No. Address (APN) Description 
2015-004568PRJ 
 

10 South Van Ness 
(3506/004) 

The project proposes to demolish an existing two-
story commercial building and construct a new 67-
story building with 1,104 residential units over 
18,568 square feet of ground-floor retail.  

2019-013528PRJ 36-38 Gough Street 
(3504/028) 

Demolition of a 2-story, two-family home and 
construction of a 91-foot-tall residential building 
with eight residential units. 

2024-010303PRJ 1687 Market Street 
(3504/040) 

Demolition of the existing 3-story retail building 
and construction of a 16-story, 173-foot-tall 
building with approximately 102 residential units 
over three floors of arts space.  

2014.0409ENV 1740 Market Street 
(0855/010) 

Demolition of an existing two-story commercial 
building and construction of a new 101-foot-tall 
mixed-use building with approximately 100 
residential units over ground floor commercial. 

 
16 Memo to Project File RE: Market and Octavia Plan Amendment (Hub Plan) Updated Population Estimates and Methodology. San Francisco Planning 
Department. January 2020. 
17 Reasonably foreseeable development projects included projects that were entitled but were not under construction or for which the department 
had an active application as of May 23, 2018. 
18 Memo to Project File RE: Market and Octavia Plan Amendment (Hub Plan) Updated Population Estimates and Methodology. San 
Francisco Planning Department. January 2020. 
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2014.1121PRJ 1601 Mission Street 
(3514/043) 

Demolition of the existing structures and 
construction of a 140-foot-tall mixed-use building 
with approximately 200 residential units over 
ground floor commercial.  

2021-008648PRJ 1338 Mission Street 
(3508/022) 

Demolition of the existing buildings and 
construction of 30-story, 327-foot-tall mixed-use 
building with approximately 287 residential units 
over ground floor commercial. 

2016-014802PRJ 98 Franklin Street 
(0836/008 & 009) 

Demolition of an existing surface parking lot and 
construction of a new 365-foot-tall mixed-use 
building with up to 380 dwelling units over the 
secondary school facilities for the International 
High School of the French American International 
School and ground floor retail.  

2015-015133ENV 301 Grove Street 
(0809/001) 

The project proposes alterations to the existing 2-
story building including a three-story vertical 
addition; finished building height would be 69 feet 
tall.  

2024-008290PRJ 30 Van Ness Avenue 
(0835/004) 

The project includes demolition of the existing 
building (demolition is complete) and 
construction of an approximately 520-foot-tall 
building with approximately 348 residential units 
over seven levels of office uses, with ground floor 
retail uses.  

 
 

Analysis of Potential Environmental Effects 

 
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 for a lead 
agency's decision not to require a subsequent EIR or negative declaration for a project that is already 
adequately covered in a previous negative declaration. An addendum to a negative declaration may be 
prepared if only minor technical changes or additions are necessary or none of the conditions described in 
section 15162 calling for the preparation of a subsequent EIR or negative declaration have occurred. This 
addendum to the EIR  documents the environmental effects of the proposed modifications to the project 
described above and explains why the proposed modifications would not result in any new significant 
environmental impacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified environmental 
impacts, and would not require the adoption of any new or considerably different mitigation measures. 

PUin1iiiig 



Addendum to Environmental Impact Report   CASE No. 2024-005509ENV  
March 4, 2026                                                                                             One Oak Street Project (1500-1540 Market Street) 
 

12 

 
As described further below, the revised project would neither result in new or different environmental 
impacts, substantially increase the severity of the previously identified environmental impacts, nor require 
new mitigation measures. No new information has emerged that would materially change the analyses or 
conclusions set forth in the EIR. Therefore, the revised project would not change the analysis or conclusions 
previously reached in the EIR. 
 
Land Use and Planning. The consistency of the proposed project with plans, policies, and regulations that 
do not relate to physical environmental issues will be considered by City decision-makers when they 
determine whether to approve, modify, or disapprove the revised project. Any potential inconsistencies 
with plans or policies that could result in physical environmental impacts are discussed under the 
respective environmental topics, below. The FEIR found that the 2017 project would not obviously or 
substantially conflict with local or regional plans or policies. The revised project would require a Zoning 
Map Amendment to increase the allowed height for the podium of the building, from the current base 
height limit of 120 feet to 140 feet; this amendment is being undertaken by the project sponsor. However, 
the changes to the proposed building massing and program of development under the revised project 
would also not result in obvious or substantial conflicts with local or regional plans or policies.  
 
The FEIR found that the 2017 project would not divide an established community or conflict with land use 
plans, policies, or regulations adopted for the purpose of mitigating an environmental effect and would not 
have the potential to contribute to a significant cumulative impact related to land use and land use 
planning. The revised project also would not conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted 
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect or divide an established community 
which typically involves the construction of a physical barrier to neighborhood access, such as a new 
freeway, or the removal of a means of access, such as a bridge or a roadway. Therefore, as under the 2017 
project the revised project’s impacts related to land use and land use planning would be less than 
significant. 
 
Population and Housing. The FEIR found that the 2017 project would have less than significant impacts 
related to population and housing which typically occur when a project induces substantial unplanned 
population growth or displaces a substantial number of people or housing necessitating the construction 
of replacement housing elsewhere. No residential units exist on the project site; therefore, no displacement 
would occur. The revised project would add 231 units (an increase from 310 residential units to 541 units) 
and 466 additional residents to the project site and would result in 21 fewer employees than under the 2017 
project.19 
 
As under the 2017 project, the project-related residential population growth on the project site would be 
within and consistent with population projections for San Francisco developed by ABAG and projections 
related to the implementation of the Market and Octavia Area Plan. In addition, this increase in population 
would not substantially change existing area-wide population characteristics, and the resulting density 
would not exceed levels common and accepted in urban areas such as San Francisco, as well as levels 
anticipated and encouraged under the Market and Octavia Area Plan. Therefore, as under the 2017 project 
 
19 Under both the 2017 project and the revised project the proposed change in land use on the project site (from commercial and retail uses to a 
mixed-use residential building with ground-floor retail or community room/leasing office uses would result in a net decrease in on-site employment 
and would not create an additional demand for housing. 
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the revised project’s impacts related to population and housing both individually and cumulatively would 
be less than significant. 
 
Cultural Resources. The FEIR found that the 2017 project could have potentially significant impacts (both 
individually, and cumulatively) to archaeological resources and human remains, unique paleontological 
resources and/or unique geologic features if any of these resources are present within the project site. 
Potential impacts to these resources would result from soils disturbance, specifically excavation. The 
revised project has the same area of excavation as the 2017 project, although the depth of excavation has 
been reduced from approximately 50 feet below ground surface (bgs) to approximately 30 feet bgs and the 
amount of excavated material would be reduced from about 35,000 cubic yards to about 21,000 cubic 
yards. 
 
The FEIR also determined that these impacts would be reduced to a less-than-significant level with the 
following mitigation measures: 
 
 Mitigation Measure M-CP-2: Archeological Testing, Monitoring, Data Recovery and Reporting 
 Mitigation Measure M-CP-3: Paleontological Resources Monitoring and Mitigation Program 

 
These mitigation measures continue to apply to the revised project and impacts to cultural resources would 
remain less than significant with mitigation.20 
 
Tribal Cultural Resources. The FEIR did not analyze impacts on tribal cultural resources, as the application 
for the project was submitted in 2009 and the tribal cultural resources topic was not analyzed under CEQA 
until 2015. The proposed project has the potential to significantly impact, if present at the project site, 
Native American archeological resources, which are considered tribal cultural resources per prior 
consultation with Native American representatives. However, these impacts would be reduced to a less-
than-significant level with the implementation of Mitigation Measure M-CP-2: Archeological Testing, 
Monitoring, Data Recovery and Reporting, which would continue to apply to the revised project. As such, 
impacts to tribal cultural resources would be less than significant with mitigation.21 
 
Historic Resources. There are no historic resources on or immediately adjacent to the project site; 
therefore, as under the 2017 project the revised project’s impacts to historic resources would be less than 
significant. 
 
Transportation and Circulation. For the transportation analysis, key changes under the revised project 
include the increase in residential units (231 additional units), the conversion of 4,025 gross square feet of 
retail space to a community room/leasing office, and reduction of parking (see Table 1). Also, with the 
revised project, the parking spaces would be accessible via a stacker system from the ground floor level 
rather than a ramp. As such, the ground floor level was redesigned, including slightly repositioning the 
driveway and curb cut and reducing the width of the curb cut 24 feet to 20 feet. Streetscape improvements 
under the revised project are generally the same as under the 2017 project. However, under the revised 
project the sidewalk bulb out along the project site’s Oak Street frontage would be reduced in length to 

 
20 Environmental Planning Cultural Resources Review Memo, 1500-1540 Market Street (aka One Oak), Case No. 2024-005509ENV. August 21, 2025.  
21 Environmental Planning Cultural Resources Review Memo, 1500-1540 Market Street (aka One Oak), Case No. 2024-005509ENV. August 21, 2025.  
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allow for more on-street pedestrian loading space and a curb ramp to allow for ADA access near the building 
lobby. 
 
Since the Planning Commission’s approval of the 2017 project, the City has adopted amendments to the 
San Francisco Planning Code that would apply to the revised project. Those amendments include: 
 
 San Francisco Planning Code section 169: Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Program 
 San Francisco Planning Code section 155(u): Driveway and Loading Operations Plan (DLOP) 

 
These two code sections effectively implement two FEIR improvement measures and remove the necessity 
of applying these improvement measures to the revised project: 
 
 I-TR-A: Transportation Demand Management Plan, and 
 I-TR-D: Loading Operations Plan 

 
In addition, I-TR-B: Revision of Truck Restrictions on Market Street and I-TR-C: Removal of Flexible Bollards 
on Market Street are not applicable to the revised project because these improvement measures related to 
the 2017 projects ground floor retail space. The revised project does not have any retail space, therefore, 
these improvement measures are not applicable to the revised project.  
 
The impact analysis for the 2017 project was based on a transportation impact study, prepared in 2016 
(“2016 Study”) which relied on the department’s Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines for 
Environmental Review from October 2002.22 In 2019, the department comprehensively updated the 
Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines for Environmental Review (“2019 guidelines”). Updates 
included changes in both the scope and methodology for impact analysis and resulted in the elimination 
and/or consolidation of some topics.23 
 
A transportation coordination memo24 was prepared for the revised project, consistent with the current 
guidelines (“2025 Study”), which included: trip generation and loading demand calculations and 
evaluation of the currently proposed streetscape plan, driveway location and garage configuration. The 
2025 Study evaluated the revised project based on current conditions and the department’s 2019 
guidelines.25 The 2025 Study also updated the cumulative analysis to include findings from the Hub Plan 
EIR, and the Better Market Street EIR as well as reasonably foreseeable development projects within 0.25 
miles from the project site. 
 
This addendum is based on the 2025 Study and reflects the changes in the 2019 guidelines: specifically, 
removal of sidewalk capacity and transit capacity impact criteria. This deletion is consistent with state 
guidance about the environmental benefits of more people walking and new transit riders and to reflect 

 
22 One Oak Street Project Transportation Impact Study (Case No. 2009.0159E). LCW Consulting. November 11, 2016. 
23 San Francisco Planning Department, “Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines Update: Summary of Changes Memorandum”, February 14, 2019. 
24 One Oak Street (1500-1540 Market Street) (Planning Department Case No. 2024-005509ENV) – FINAL Transportation Technical Memo, Kittleson & 
Associates, Inc. September 23., 2025. 
25 San Francisco Planning Department. Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines for Environmental Review. February 2019 (updated October 
2019). Available at: https://sfplanning.org/project/transportation-impact-analysis-guidelines-environmental-review-update#impact-analysis- 
guidelines. 
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funding sources for, and policies that encourage, additional ridership.26 Accordingly, this addendum does 
not evaluate the revised project’s impact on sidewalk capacity or transit capacity. 
 
Some other changes in the 2019 guidelines relate to travel demand updates, including for passenger 
loading, and the organization of certain topics such as impacts related to hazards and accessibility for 
people walking, bicycling and driving, and for transit operations are grouped under “Potentially Hazardous 
Conditions” and “Accessibility”. Accordingly, this addendum uses updated travel demand information, 
including passenger loading, and organizes the topics like the 2019 guidelines. 
 
The impacts under the revised project are compared to the 2017 project, below. 
 
Trip Generation. The revised project would generate an estimated 3,209 total person-trips (inbound and 
outbound) on a weekday daily basis, of which 285 person-trips would occur within the PM peak hour 
compared to 3,513 daily and 577 PM peak hour trips under the 2017 project. The PM peak hour trips 
generated for both the 2017 project and the revised project are included in Table 3. Weekday PM Peak 
Hour Trip Generation by Mode, below. As shown in Table 3, the total number of PM Peak hour person trips 
for the revised project would be less than under the 2017 project.  
 

Table 3. Weekday PM Peak Hour Trip Generation by Mode 
 Auto Taxi/TNC Transit Bicycle Walking Other1 Total Vehicle 

Trips 
2017 Project  
(2016 Study) 

231  178  107 60 577 1712 

Revised Project 
(2025 Study) 

112 10 54 11 98  285 933 

Difference (119)  (124)  (9)  (292) (78) 
Sources: 
LCW Consulting (2016 Study), SF Guidelines (October 2002) 
Kittleson & associates, Inc. (2025 Study), SF Guidelines (October 
2019) 
Notes: 
1 In the 2016 Study “Other” modes include: bicycles, motorcycles, taxi/TNC vehicles, and other modes. 
2 Based on an average vehicle occupancy rate of 1.35 persons/vehicle 
3 Based on an average vehicle occupancy rate of 1.3 persons/vehicle for auto trips and 1.5 persons per vehicle for taxi/TNC trips, so the resulting number 

of vehicle trips is less than the sum of the person-trips for the two modes. 

 
Vehicle Miles Traveled. The FEIR found that the 2017 project would have less than significant existing plus 
project and cumulative vehicle miles traveled impacts. The EIR determined this because the project site is 
located within an area of the city where existing and future vehicle miles traveled is below the regional 
vehicle miles traveled thresholds by more than 15 percent. 
 
The revised project would be located at the same project site as the 2017 project. No substantial changes 
have occurred to the revised project that would change the 2017 project's vehicle miles traveled impact 
findings. The revised project may result in less vehicle miles traveled per capita than the 2017 project due 

 
26 San Francisco Planning Department, “Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines Update: Summary of Changes Memorandum”, February 14, 2019. 
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to less overall vehicular parking in the revised project. Thus, like the EIR findings for the 2017 project, the 
revised project’s vehicle miles traveled impacts would be less-than-significant. 
 
Potentially Hazardous Conditions. The FEIR found that the 2017 project would have less than significant 
existing plus project and cumulative impacts related to traffic hazards, and hazardous conditions for 
people walking or bicycling. As under the 2017 project the revised project would include design features 
that are consistent with the City of San Francisco’s Better Streets Plan and the urban form of the 
surrounding blocks and streetscape features intended to reduce potentially hazardous conditions for 
people walking, most notably the bulb-out at Oak Street and Van Ness Avenue. Also, the only driveway for 
the project’s off-street parking would be located on Oak Street and would not conflict with the pedestrian 
and bicycle facilities on Market Street. In compliance with Planning Code section 155(u), the Driveway and 
Loading Operations Plan for the revised project requires a plan to be prepared in consultation with SFMTA 
and planning to reduce conflicts between driveways and loading. With the reduction in loading demand, 
vehicle trips, and parking supply under the revised project, the project would result in fewer opportunities 
for conflicts between drivers and pedestrians or bicyclists at the project driveway. Consequently, the 
revised project would not create potentially hazardous conditions for people walking, bicycling, driving, or 
to public transit operations. Thus, impacts of the revised project would remain less than significant. 
 
Transit Delay. The FEIR found that the 2017 project would have less than significant existing plus project 
and cumulative impacts related to transit delay. The revised project would generate an estimated 86 trips 
by private vehicle and 7 trips by taxi or transportation network company (TNC) for a total of 93 vehicle trips 
during the PM peak hour, reduced from 171 vehicle trips under the 2017 project. The  total number of 
vehicle trips is less than the Planning Department’s transit delay screening criterion of 300  inbound project 
vehicle trips during the PM peak hour, below which there is no expectation of substantive transit delay. 
Therefore, as under the 2017 project, the revised project’s project-level impacts to transit would be less 
than significant. 
 
The Better Market Street EIR identified a significant cumulative transit impact on the Muni 27 Bryant line. 
However, the project site is not near the route of the 27 Bryant, and it would not contribute to the identified 
cumulative transit impact. No significant transit impacts were identified in the Hub Plan EIR. Additionally, 
as stated above, the revised project would have less vehicle trips than the 2017 project. Therefore, as under 
the 2017 project the revised project’s cumulative impacts to transit would be less than significant. 
 
Accessibility. The FEIR noted that adequate access to the project site is already provided via existing 
bikeways, sidewalks, streets, and curb cuts and that the Better Market Street project27 would continue to 
bring improvements to the public realm. As under the 2017 project, there are no proposed changes to the 
public right-of-way that would adversely affect these elements. As such, the revised project would not 
interfere with accessibility of people walking or bicycling to and from the project site and adjoining areas. 
Therefore, as under the 2017 project the revised project’s existing plus project and cumulative impacts to 
people walking or bicycling would be less than significant. 
 

 
27 A Final Environmental Impact Report for the Better Market Street project was certified by the Planning Commission on October 10, 2019. The 
project was approved by the SFMTA Board on October 15, 2019. https://www.sfmta.com/projects/better-market-street-project. 
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Freight Loading. The FEIR found that the 2017 project would have less than significant existing plus project 
and cumulative impacts related to freight loading demand. The revised project would generate a freight 
loading demand of 0.73 spaces in the peak loading hour compared to 1.69 spaces under the 2017 project. 
Rounding up, this would be one space in the peak loading hour for the revised project and two spaces for 
the 2017 project. There would be no change to the proposed off-street freight loading supply under the 
revised project. Consistent with Planning Code requirements one full-sized (12 feet x 35 feet) freight loading 
and two service vehicle (8 feet x 20 feet) loading spaces are proposed within the garage. Additional 
commercial loading spaces are proposed on Oak Street subject to MTA approval through the Color Curb 
Program. A truck turning template analysis confirmed that the proposed design for both the streetscape 
improvements and the garage can adequately accommodate the turning movements for the AASHTO SU- 
30 single unit truck design vehicle, as well as the smaller NACTO DL-23 delivery truck design vehicle. Given 
that the freight loading demand reduced under the revised project compared to the 2017 project, and off-
street loading supply would be the same, impacts related to freight loading would remain less than 
significant. In addition, the Driveway and Loading Operations Plan for the revised project requires the 
presence of a loading attendant to proactively manage loading activities to further reduce any loading 
impacts on Oak Street. 
 
Passenger Loading. As noted, above, passenger loading impacts were not analyzed for the 2017 project. 
Passenger loading demand for the revised project would be 0.84 spaces during the peak 15-minute period, 
which is rounded up to 1 space. The project proposes one 60-foot passenger loading zone (three loading 
spaces) on Oak Street adjacent to the garage entrance, subject to MTA approval through the Color Curb 
Program. If the passenger loading zone was approved by MTA, the passenger loading demand would be 
accommodated within the proposed passenger loading zone on Oak Street. Moreover, even if the proposed 
loading zone was not approved by MTA, and no passenger loading zone was provided for the proposed 
project, secondary impacts would be unlikely. If passenger loading demand is not met at the curb, 
passenger loading would likely occur within the public right-of-way on Oak Street, near the entrance to the 
project garage, close to the proposed residential lobby. This is, and would be, a narrow section of Oak 
Street, which is not a major thoroughfare, does not include a bike lane, is not on a transit corridor, and 
includes adequate sidewalks. Therefore, even if passenger loading demand is not met within an on-street 
passenger loading zone, it would not be likely to create potentially hazardous conditions for people driving, 
bicycling, or walking, or significant delays for people riding transit. Therefore, impacts related to passenger 
loading would be less than significant under the Revised Project. 
 
Emergency Access. The FEIR found that the 2017 project would have less than significant existing plus 
project and cumulative impacts related to emergency access. Emergency vehicle access to the project site 
is currently provided along Oak Street, Market Street, and Van Ness Avenue. San Francisco Fire Department 
(SFFD) Station 36 is located a block away from the project site on Oak Street just west of Franklin Street. 
The one-block segment of Oak Street between Franklin Street and Van Ness Avenue is used by fire trucks 
to access Van Ness Avenue (southbound) or Market Street (eastbound) from Station 36.28 The revised 
project would not include features that would inhibit emergency vehicle access to the project site. The 
proposed streetscape improvements would reduce the curb-to-curb width of a section of Oak Street to 20 
feet, which meets the minimum width required by SFFD and would allow continued access from Fire 
 
28 Station 36 is interconnected with adjacent traffic signals at Franklin Street and at Gough Street to facilitate emergency vehicle access from the 
station in both directions (i.e., to travel eastbound against traffic flow on Oak Street to access Gough Street, and to travel eastbound on Oak Street 
to Franklin Street). 
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Station 36 to Van Ness Avenue and Market Street. As under the 2017 project, the revised project’s 
streetscape features would be designed to allow emergency vehicle access to Van Ness Avenue and there 
would be no change in emergency access to the project site; impacts to emergency access would remain 
less than significant. 
  
Construction. The FEIR found that the 2017 project would have a less than significant project-level 
construction impact. The estimated construction period would be increased from 32 months under the 
2017 project to 33 months under the revised project, which is not a substantial change. As under the 2017 
project the revised project’s transportation-related construction impacts would be less than significant. 
 
Since publication of the FEIR, the department improved its understanding of existing city regulations 
related to transportation construction impacts. That improved understanding has identified the 
redundancy of Mitigation Measure M-C-TR-7 and Improvement Measure I-TR-E: Construction Measures with 
existing city regulations, such as San Francisco Regulations for Working in San Francisco Streets (Blue 
Book), San Francisco Transportation Code (transportation code), and San Francisco Public Works Code 
(public works code).29 Therefore, Mitigation Measure M-C-TR-7 and I-TR-E are no longer applicable to the 
revised project. However, as under the 2017 project the revised project’s cumulative transportation-related 
construction impacts would remain significant and unavoidable given the substantial extended duration 
and intense activity of cumulative projects and the potential for them to overlap with the revised project’s 
construction activities and result in significant impacts. 
 
Noise. The FEIR found that the 2017 project could have potentially significant project-level noise impacts. 
Specifically, demolition and construction activities would temporarily and periodically increase ambient 
noise and vibration in the project vicinity compared to existing conditions which could impact sensitive 
receptors, including nearby residents. 
 
The FEIR also determined that this impact could be reduced to a less-than-significant level with the 
implementation of Mitigation Measure M-NO-2: General Construction Noise Control Measures. The FEIR 
noted that other cumulative projects in the area, which may be under construction at the same time would 
also be required to comply with similar mitigation. Under the revised project the construction period has 
been extended by one month (from 32 to 33 months), but less excavation is proposed which would likely 
reduce the period of time in which any ground-borne vibration could occur. 
 
Mitigation Measure M-NO-2 would continue to apply to the revised project and noise-related impacts would 
be less than significant with mitigation. 
 
Air Quality. The FEIR found that the 2017 project could have potentially significant project-level air quality 
impacts. Specifically, the project would generate toxic air contaminants, including diesel particulate 
matter, exposing sensitive receptors to substantial air pollutant concentrations during construction (from 
diesel construction equipment) and operations (from a diesel back-up generator). As a result, the project 
could contribute to cumulative air quality impacts. 
 
 

 
29 San Francisco Planning Department. Memorandum: Certain Transportation-Related Construction Management Measures. October 27, 2021. 
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The FEIR also determined that these impacts could be reduced to a less-than-significant level with the 
following mitigation measures: 
 
 Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2: Construction Air Quality 
 Mitigation Measure M-AQ-4: Best Available Control Technology for Diesel Generators 

 
The FEIR noted that other cumulative projects in the area, which may be under construction at the same 
time would also be required to comply with similar mitigation. Under the revised project the construction 
period would be extended by one month (from 32 to 33 months), but less excavation is proposed which 
could reduce the amount of diesel-fueled equipment on the site and/or the length of time that such 
equipment is in use. Moreover, these mitigation measures would continue to apply to the revised project 
and impacts to air quality would be less than significant with mitigation. 
 
Wind. The FEIR found that the 2017 project would not create wind hazards in publicly accessible areas of 
substantial pedestrian use and that wind-related hazards would be less than significant. Under the revised 
project, the shape of the building was modified, the building was shifted towards the intersection of Van 
Ness Avenue and Market Street and the mechanical penthouse/parapet height was increased from 20 feet 
to 37 feet (at the highest point).  
 
As shown in Attachment A. Figures, pp. 24, 39, 44 and 45, the revised project would incorporate the 
following wind-reducing design features:  
 

 An integrated 50 percent porous wind canopy that would be 12-feet-deep along the Oak Street and 
Market Street frontages and 15-feet-deep around the building’s nose and 25 feet, 8 inches height;  

 A 10-foot-deep recess at the amenity levels (levels 15-17) around the building’s nose;  

 Three solid free-standing wind screens at the alley off of Market Street (west of 5 Oak Street);  

 Five 50 percent porous free-standing wind screens along the public sidewalk adjacent to the 1 
South Van Ness Avenue building (at the southeast corner of South Van Ness Avenue and Market 
Street).30 

The inclusion of these wind-reducing design features in the revised project implements FEIR Improvement 
Measure I-W-1: Wind Reduction Features.  
 
A full wind analysis was conducted for the revised project which included wind tunnel testing in a boundary 
layer wind tunnel using a 1:300 scale model with detailed surrounding developments.31 The following three 
scenarios were tested: 
 

 
30 Based on the most recent wind tunnel tests, the incorporation of these wind-reducing features for the Revised Project would obviate the need 
for the on-site and off-site free-standing wind canopies that were included with the 2017 Project. 
31 ARUP, North America, Ltd., 1500-1540 Market Street – Modified Project, Wind Study, November 13, 2025. 
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 Existing Scenario: includes all existing buildings and buildings currently under construction without 
the revised project 

 Project Scenario: adds the revised project to the existing scenario 
 Cumulative Scenario: includes the revised project and surrounding cumulative projects that are under 

review or approved 
 

A summary of the wind hazards for each scenario is included in Table 4. Summary of Wind Hazards, below. 
 
As shown in Table 4, there are four wind hazard exceedance locations in the existing scenario for a total of 
57 hours, annually. In the project scenario, there would be four wind hazard exceedance locations for a 
total of 41 hours, annually. Hazard exceedances would occur at locations 30, 40, 111 and 112 in both the 
existing and project scenarios.  
 

Table 4. Summary of Wind Hazards 
 

 
Scenario 

 
# of exceedance 

locations 

# of hours per year 
wind speeds 

exceed 
hazard criterion 

 

 
Notes: 

Existing 
Scenario 

4 57 Hazardous wind speeds occur at locations 
30, 40, 111, and 112. 

Project 
Scenario 

4 41 Hazardous wind speeds would occur at 
locations 30, 40, 111, and 112. Compared 
to the existing scenario, in the project 
scenario, the hours of exceedance are 
reduced from 57 to 41. 

Cumulative 
Scenario 

17 214 Compared to the project scenario, in the 
cumulative scenario new hazards would 
occur at locations 1, 9, 17, 19, 20, 21, 27, 
28, 29, 31, 33, 72, 92, 117 and 126. 
Hazardous wind speeds at locations 30 and 
111 that were present in the existing 
scenario and the project scenario are 
present in the cumulative scenario. 
Hazardous wind speeds at locations 40 and 
112 that were present in the existing 
scenario and the project scenario are 
eliminated in the cumulative scenario. 

Source: ARUP North America, Ltd., November 13, 2025 

 
Given that the number of wind hazard exceedance locations would be the same and hours of exceedances 
would be reduced under the revised project, project-level wind hazard impacts would be less than 
significant. 
 
In the cumulative scenario, there would be 17 wind hazard exceedance locations for a total of 214 hours, 
annually. However, given that the hours of exceedances would be reduced in the project scenario, and 
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given that the revised project includes wind-reducing design features both on-and-off-site, the revised 
project would not contribute considerably to a cumulative wind impact; therefore, as under the 2017 
project the revised project’s cumulative wind impacts would be less than significant. 
 
Shadow. The FEIR found that the 2017 project would not create new shadow that substantially and 
adversely affects the use and enjoyment of publicly accessible open spaces and shadow-related impacts 
would be less than significant both individually and cumulatively. The shadow analysis conducted for the 
2017 project32 identified three publicly accessible open spaces that would receive net new shadow from 
the 2017 project: Patricia’s Green, Page & Laguna Mini Park, and the planned 11th and Natoma Park, all 
under the jurisdiction of the Recreation and Park Department. 
 
A supplementary shadow analysis was conducted for the revised project which included modeling of the 
revised project’s building massing and location33 based on the current existing conditions context which 
includes all existing buildings and buildings currently under construction. A summary of the quantitative 
shadow model results for the 2017 project and the revised project are included in Table 5. Summary of 
Net New Shadow, below. 
 
The revised project would no longer result in any net new shadow on the planned 11th and Natoma Park. 
As shown in Table 5, the revised project would cast incrementally more net new shadow on Patricia’s Green 
and Page & Laguna Mini Park than under the 2017 project. 
 

Table 5. Summary of Net New Shadow 

Affected Open Space 
2017 Project Revised Project 
Annual SFH (% of TAAS) Annual SFH (% of TAAS) 

Patricia’s Green 148,200 (0.22%) 162,926 (0.24%) 
Page & Laguna Mini Park 9,576 (0.04%) 10,018 (0.04%) 
Source: Prevision Design, November 5, 2025 

  
The revised project would cast net new shadow on fewer open spaces. Although the revised project would 
cast incrementally more shadow on Patricia’s Green and Page & Laguna Mini Park, this net new shadow 
would be limited to the early morning hours and would occur for a maximum of 21 minutes (Patricia’s 
Green) and 23 minutes (Page & Laguna Mini Park). Therefore, as under the 2017 project the revised project’s 
shadow impacts would be less than significant. 
 
Water Supply. CEQA Guidelines section 15155 and sections 10910 through 10915 of the California Water 
Code (often referred to as SB 610) require the preparation of a water supply assessment for certain large 
projects that meet the definition of a water demand project to determine whether projected water supplies 
will be sufficient to satisfy the demands of the project in addition to existing and planned future uses.  
 
According to CEQA Guidelines section 15155, a residential development of more than 500 dwelling units 
comprises a “water demand project.” The 2017 project included 310 residential units and was not 

 
32 Prevision Design, Shadow Analysis Report for the Proposed One Oak Street Project Per SF Planning Code Section 295 Standards. May 30, 2017. 
33 Prevision Design, Shadow Analysis Report for the Proposed 1500-1540 Market Street Project. November 5, 2025. 
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considered a water demand project. The revised project would include 541 units; therefore, a water supply 
assessment was prepared by the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC).34 
 
The SFPUC approved a water supply assessment for the proposed project on July 22, 2025.35 The water 
supply assessment for the proposed project identifies the project’s total water demand, including a 
breakdown of potable and non-potable water demands.   
 
The proposed project is subject to San Francisco’s Non-potable Water Ordinance (Article 12C of the San 
Francisco Health Code). The Non-potable Water Ordinance requires new commercial, mixed-use, and 
multi-family residential development projects with 100,000 square feet or more of gross floor area to install 
and operate an onsite non-potable water system. Commercial buildings must meet their toilet and urinal 
flushing and drain trap demands through the collection, treatment, and use of available blackwater and 
condensate. Residential and mixed-use buildings must meet their toilet and urinal flushing, irrigation, 
clothes washing, and drain trap priming demands through the collection, treatment, and use of available 
graywater and condensate. While not required, residential and mixed-use projects may use treated 
blackwater if desired. Furthermore, projects may choose to apply non-potable water to other non-potable 
water uses, such as cooling tower blowdown and industrial processes, but are not required to do so under 
the ordinance. The proposed project would meet the requirements of the Non-potable Water Ordinance by 
using graywater and rainwater for toilet and urinal flushing and irrigation.  
 
Both potable and non-potable demands for the project were estimated using the SFPUC’s Non-potable 
Water Calculator. According to the demand estimates, the project’s total water demand would be 0.038 
mgd, which would be comprised of 0.025 mgd of potable water and 0.013 mgd of non-potable water. 
Accordingly, 34 percent of the project’s total water demand would be met by non-potable water. 
 
The water supply assessment determined that the water demand associated with the proposed project is 
encompassed within the 2020 Urban Water Management Plan water demand projections and the 2023 
Interim Water Demand Projections.  
 
The water supply assessment analyzed water supply and demand under three scenarios: (1) No 
implementation of the Bay-Delta Plan Amendment (Scenario 1), (2) Implementation of the Healthy Rivers 
and Landscapes Agreement (Scenario 2), and (3) Implementation of the Bay-Delta Plan Amendment 
(Scenario 3) and concluded that the SFPUC’s total projected water supplies through 2045 will (1) meet the 
demands of the Project in normal years under all three scenarios, (2) meet the demands of the Project in 
dry years without rationing beyond the SFPUC’s level of service (LOS) goal of no more than 20% system-
wide rationing under Scenario 1, (3) require water use reduction but to a lesser degree and in closer 
alignment to the LOS goal of no more than 20% system-wide water use reduction under Scenario 2 and in 
comparison to Scenario 3; and (4) not reliably meet the projected demands of the Project without rationing 
at a level greater than that required to achieve the LOS goal under Scenario 3; and further concluded that 
the relatively small volume of water demand generated by the proposed project itself would not exacerbate 
the projected shortfalls resulting from implementation of the Bay-Delta Plan Amendment.36  
 
34 As the water supplier for the City and County of San Francisco, the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) is required to prepare and 
adopt a water supply assessment for all water demand projects in San Francisco.  
35 San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, Resolution No. 25-0122, July 22, 2025.  
36 Ibid. 
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Therefore, the proposed project would be served with water supply from existing entitlements and 
resources and as under the 2017 project, the revised project would have less-than-significant water 
supply impacts.  
 
Other Environmental Topics. Compared to the 2017 project, the revised project would add 231 residential 
units and 466 residents to the project site which would incrementally increase the demand for public 
schools and libraries, police and fire services, water, wastewater treatment and waste management 
services, and recreational resources, but not to the extent that additional facilities would be required. The 
project site is mostly covered with impervious surfaces and the revised project would not increase the 
building footprint, change the drainage patterns on the project site or affect groundwater supply. The 
revised project would not create new hazards or increase potential exposure to hazardous materials. 
 
The project site is within an urbanized area with high levels of human activity and does not contain any 
prime farmland, unique farmland, or farmland of statewide importance; forest land; or land under a 
Williamson Act contract. The area is not zoned for any agricultural uses, there are no known mineral 
resources or sensitive biological resources on the project site. The project site is not located in or near lands 
with state responsibility for fire management or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones. The 
revised project would comply with San Francisco’s GHG Reduction Strategy and state, local and federal 
regulations that protect birds and wildlife. The final foundation design for the revised project has not 
changed from under the 2017 project and would be reviewed and approved by the Department of Building 
Inspection. 
 
Therefore, the revised project would not change the analysis or conclusions reached in the FEIR on these 
other environmental topics and impacts to public services, utilities, recreational resources, hydrology and 
water quality, hazards and hazardous materials, agricultural, forestry, mineral, energy and biological 
resources, greenhouse gas emissions and geotechnical and wildfire hazards would remain less than 
significant. 
 
Mitigation Measures  
 
Mitigation measures established in the initial study and EIR for the previous project would still apply to the 
revised project, except for Improvement Measures I-TR-A: Transportation Demand Management Plan, I-TR-
B: Revision of Truck Restrictions on Market Street, I-TR-C: Removal of Flexible Bollards, I-TR-D: Loading 
Operations Plan, Improvement Measure I-TR-E: Construction Measures, and Improvement Measure I-W-1: 
Wind Reduction Features, which do not apply to the revised project, as explained above. No new mitigation 
measures are required. 
 
 
 
 

(Continued on reverse side) 
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REMARKS (CONTINUED) 

Conclusion 

CASE No. 2024-005509ENV 

One Oak Street Project (1500-1540 Market Street) 

Based on the foregoing, it is concluded that the analyses conducted and the conclusions reached in the 
final environmental impact report adopted and issued on June 15, 2017 remain valid and that no 
supplemental environmental review is required. 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. 

I do hereby certify that the above determination as been made pursuant to State and Local requirements. 

Lisa Gibson 
Environmental Review Officer 

cc: Brynn McKiernan, Emerald Fund, Inc. 
Joseph Sacchi, Current Planner 
San Francisco Planning Commission 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
Bulletin Board/ Master Decision File 
Distribution List 

Date of Det~rmination: 
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Attachment A. Figures 
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115' SEPARATION FROM 1546-1564
MARKET STREET, NOT IN COMPLIANCE

02/19/2026

BEFORE THE SAN FRANCISCO FAMILY ZONING PLAN, LOT 005 STRADDLED A 120-FOOT
AND 400-FOOT HEIGHT-LIMIT. THE TOWER WAS LOCATED WITHIN THE 400-FOOT ZONE
AND WAS COMPLIANT. WHEN LOT 005 WAS REZONED SO THE ENTIRE PARCEL FELL
UNDER THE 120-FOOT LIMIT, THE TOWER’S PLACEMENT BECAME NONCOMPLIANT.

PRIOR TO THE REZONING, TOWER SEPARATION WAS MEASURED BETWEEN TOWER
ELEMENTS. THE PREVIOUSLY APPROVED PROJECT AT 98 FRANKLIN WAS THE CLOSEST
KNOWN TOWER AND WAS USED TO ESTABLISH THE TOWER SEPARATION DISTANCE.
THE NEW ZONING REQUIRES SEPERATION FROM BUILDINGS TALLER THAN 85'.

LOT 005
66'-0"

115' DISTANCE 

TO 98 FRANKLIN
02/27/2026

115'-0"
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437 ft Top of Crown

423 ft Base of Crown

400 ft Roof400 ft Roof

436 ft 1 in Height of Elevator Overrun
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10' DEEP RECESS FOR WIND
MITIGATION AT LEVELS 15-17 NOT
SHOWN ON THIS PAGE, SEE PAGE 44
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INTEGRATED POROUS WIND
CANOPY @ 25'-8" ABOVE
GRADE. 12' DEEP ALONG OAK
STREET AND MARKET STREET,
15' DEEP AT BUILDING'S NOSE.
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10' DEEP RECESS FOR WIND
MITIGATION AT LEVELS 15-17 NOT
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MITIGATION AT LEVELS 15-17 NOT
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RECESSED NOSE FOR WIND
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10' DEEP AND 31'-5"
TALL RECESS AT
LEVELS 15 - 17
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THREE ON-SITE SOLID WIND
SCREENS AT THE ALLY @ 6'
TALL, 3' WIDE, PLACED 10'
APART AND ORIENTED
PARALLEL TO MARKET STREET.

FIVE OFF-SITE POROUS
WINDSCREENS AT 1 SOUTH
VAN NESS AVENUE @ 6' TALL, 3'
WIDE, PLACED WITH RESPECT
TO TRAFFIC VISABILITY AND
SIDEWALK ACCESSIBILITY

PROJECT SITE

1 SOUTH VAN
NESS AVENUE

1500 MISSION
STREET

DIAGRAM
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        City Hall 
  1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

  BOARD of SUPERVISORS    San Francisco, CA  94102-4689 
        Tel. No. (415) 554-5184 
        Fax No. (415) 554-5163 

     TDD/TTY No. (415) 554-5227 

DATED ~ POSTED ~PRINTED: April 3, 2026 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
LAND USE AND TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San 
Francisco’s Land Use and Transportation 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, April 13, 2026 

Time: 1:30 p.m. 

Location: Legislative Chamber, Room 250, located at City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco,  CA 94102 

Subject: File No. 260083.  Ordinance amending the Zoning Map of the Planning Code 
to change the height and bulk districts for the One Oak Street project, 
Assessor's Parcel Block No. 0836, Lot Nos. 001, 002, 003, 004, and 005, to 
increase the allowed height for the podium of the building, from the current 
base height limit of 120 feet to 140 feet; affirming the Planning Department’s 
determination under the California Environmental Quality Act; and making 
public necessity, convenience, and welfare findings under Planning Code, 
Section 302, and findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight 
priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1. 

In accordance with Administrative Code, Section 67.7-1, persons who are unable to attend the 
hearing on this matter may submit written comments. These comments will be added to the official 
public record in this matter and shall be brought to the attention of the Board of Supervisors. 
Written comments should be addressed to Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board, City Hall, 1 Dr. 
Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244, San Francisco, CA, 94102 or sent via email (bos@sfgov.org). 
Information relating to this matter is available with the Office of the Clerk of the Board or the 
Board of Supervisors’ Legislative Research Center (https://sfbos.org/legislative-research-center-lrc). 
Agenda information relating to this matter will be available for public review on Friday, 
April 10, 2026. 

mailto:bos@sfgov.org
https://sfbos.org/legislative-research-center-lrc


NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
File No. 26083 (Zoning Map Amend) 
Hearing Date: April 13, 2026 Page 2 

DATED ~ POSTED ~PRINTED: April 3, 2026

For any questions about this hearing, please contact the Assistant Clerk for the Land Use and 
Transportation Committee: 

John Carroll (john.carroll@sfgov.org ~ (415) 554-4445) 

Angela Calvillo 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
City and County of San Francisco 

jec:vy 

mailto:john.carroll@sfgov.org
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Public Notices
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GOVERNMENT

NOTICE OF PUBLIC 
HEARING BOARD OF 

SUPERVISORS OF THE 
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN 

FRANCISCO LAND USE 
AND TRANSPORTATION 

COMMITTEE
MONDAY APRIL 13, 2026 - 

1:30 PM 
Legislative Chamber, Room 
250, City Hall 1 Dr. Carlton 

B. Goodlett Place, San 
Francisco. CA 94102

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT 

the Board of Supervisors of the City 

and County of San Francisco’s Land 

Use and Transportation 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: 

File No. 260083. Ordinance 

amending the Zoning Map of the 

Planning Code to change the 

height and bulk districts for the 

One Oak Street project, Assessor’s 

Parcel Block No. 0836, Lot Nos. 

001, 002, 003, 004, and 005, to 

increase the allowed height for the 

podium of the building, from the 

current base height limit of 120 feet 

to 140 feet; affirming the Planning 

Department’s determination under 

the California Environmental Quality 

Act; and making public necessity, 

convenience, and welfare findings 

under Planning Code, Section 302, 

and findings of consistency with the 

General Plan, and the eight priority 

policies of Planning Code, Section 

101.1.

In accordance with Administrative 

Code, Section 67.7-1, persons who 

are unable to attend the hearing 

on this matter may submit written 

comments. These comments will be 

added to the official public record in 

this matter and shall be brought to the 

attention of the Board of Supervisors. 

Written comments should be 

addressed to Angela Calvillo, Clerk 

of the Board, City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton 

B. Goodlett Place, Room 244, San 

Francisco, CA, 94102 or sent via 

email (bos@sfgov.org). Information 

relating to this matter is available with 

the Office of the Clerk of the Board or 

the Board of Supervisors’ Legislative 

Research Center (https://sfbos.

org/legislative-research-center-lrc). 

Agenda information relating to this 

matter will be available for public 

review on Friday, April 10, 2026.

For any questions about this hearing, 

please contact the Assistant Clerk 

for the Land Use and Transportation 

Committee: John Carroll (john.

carroll@sfgov.org ~ (415) 554-4445)

EXM-4030271#

NOTICE OF REGULAR 
MEETING

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD 
OF SUPERVISORS

RULES COMMITTEE
CITY HALL, LEGISLATIVE 

CHAMBER, ROOM 250
1 DR. CARLTON B. 

GOODLETT PLACE, SAN 
FRANCISCO, CA 94102

April 6, 2026 –
10:00 AM

The agenda packet and legislative 

files are available for review at 

https://sfbos.org/legislative-research-

center-lrc, in Room 244 at City Hall, 

or by calling (415) 554-5184.

EXM-4029461#

NOTICE OF REGULAR 
MEETING SAN 

FRANCISCO BOARD OF 
SUPERVISORS LAND USE 
AND TRANSPORTATION 

COMMITTEE 
CITY HALL, LEGISLATIVE 

CHAMBER, ROOM 250 
1 DR. CARLTON B. 

GOODLETT PLACE, SAN 

FRANCISCO, CA 94102
MONDAY, APRIL 6, 2026 - 

1:30 PM
The agenda packet and legislative 

files are available for review at 

https://sfbos.org/legislative-research-

center-lrc, in Room 244 at City Hall, 

or by calling (415) 554-5184.

EXM-4029368#

NOTICE OF PUBLIC 
HEARING 

TUESDAY, APRIL 28, 2026 
– 1:30 P.M. 

City Hall, Room 400
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett 

Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 

Tuesday, April 28, 2026 – 1:30 PM 

City Hall, Room 400, 1 Dr. Carlton 

B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, 

CA 94102, at a Regular Meeting of 

the San Francisco Public Utilities 

Commission:

Public Hearing, discussion, 

and possible action to adopt the 

proposed water, sewer, and power 

rates and charges for customers of 

the San Francisco Public Utilities 

Commission. The resolutions to be 

presented at the hearing are:

1. Proposal to Adopt Retail Water 

Rates for FYE 2027 (July 1, 2026 – 

June 30, 2027) and FYE 2028 (July 

1, 2027 – June 30, 2028);

2. Proposal to Adopt Sewer Rates for 

FYE 2027 (July 1, 2026 – June 30, 

2027) and FYE 2028 (July 1, 2027 – 

June 30, 2028); and

3. Proposal to Adopt Hetch Hetchy 

Power Rates for FYE 2027 (July 1, 

2026 – June 30, 2027).

If approved, the new rates and 

charges would take effect July 1, 

2026.

The detailed agenda and related 

files will be available at least 72 

hours before the scheduled meeting 

at the SFPUC website www.sfwater.

org or by calling (415) 554- 3165. For 

more information about the proposed 

rates, please visit:

https://www.sfpuc.gov/accounts-

services/water-power-sewer-rates/

proposed-water

https://www.sfpuc.gov/accounts-

services/water-power-sewer-rates/

power-rates

EXM-4028950#

BULK SALES

NOTICE TO CREDITORS OF 
BULK SALE

(Division 6 of the 
Commercial Code)
Escrow No. 027262-KL

(1) Notice is hereby given to creditors 

of the within named Seller(s) that 

a bulk sale is about to be made 

on personal property hereinafter 

described.

(2) The name and business 

addresses of the seller are: 

SARDOOL S. SAMRA, 1000 KING 

DRIVE, SUITE 100, DALY CITY, 

CA 94015

(3) The location in California of the 

chief executive office of the Seller 

is: SAME

(4) The names and business address 

of the Buyer(s) are: RUKSHANA & 

MUNTAZ & SONS, 151 FRANCISCO 

DRIVE, SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO, 

CA 94080

(5) The location and general 

description of the assets to be sold 

are: FURNITURE, FIXTURES, 

EQUIPMENT AND GOODWILL of 

that certain business located at: 1000 

KING DRIVE, SUITE 100, DALY 

CITY, CA 94015

(6) The business name used by the 

seller(s) at said location is: SUBWAY 

#46712

(7) The anticipated date of the bulk 

sale is APRIL 22, 2026 at the office 

of: GREEN ESCROW SERVICES, 

INC, 6700 KOLL CENTER PKWY. 

STE 245 PLEASANTON, CA 94566, 

Escrow No. 027262-KL, Escrow 

Officer: KATHY LOZANO, CSEO, 

CEI

(8) Claims may be filed with Same 

as “7” above.

(9) The last date for filing claims is: 

APRIL 21, 2026.

(10) This bulk sale is subject to 

Section 6106.2 of the Uniform 

Commercial Code.

(11) As listed by the Seller, all other 

business names and addresses 

used by the Seller within three years 

before the date such list was sent or 

delivered to the Buyer are: NONE.

DATED: MARCH 31, 2026

TRANSFEREES: RUKSHANA & 

MUNTAZ & SONS, A CALIFORNIA 

LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY

ORD-5139268 EXMINER-DALY 

CITY -INDEPENDENT

4/3/26
SPEN-4029966#

EXAMINER - DALY CITY 

INDEPENDENT

CIVIL

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 
FOR CHANGE OF NAME

Case No. 26-CIV-01760

Superior Court of California, County 

of SAN MATEO

Petition of: MUHAMMAD NADEEM 

AZAM for Change of Name

TO ALL INTERESTED PERSONS:

Petitioner MUHAMMAD NADEEM 

AZAM filed a petition with this court 

for a decree changing names as 

follows:

MUHAMMAD NADEEM AZAM to 

NADEEM AZAM

The Court orders that all persons 

interested in this matter appear 

before this court at the hearing 

indicated below to show cause, if 

any, why the petition for change 

of name should not be granted. 

Any person objecting to the name 

changes described above must file 

a written objection that includes the 

reasons for the objection at least 

two court days before the matter 

is scheduled to be heard and must 

appear at the hearing to show 

cause why the petition should not 

be granted. If no written objection is 

timely filed, the court may grant the 

petition without a hearing.

Notice of Hearing:

Date: 5/20/2026, Time: 9:00 A.M., 

Dept.: M/C, Room: N/A

The address of the court is 400 

COUNTY CENTER, REDWOOD 

CITY, CA 94063

(To appear remotely, check 

in advance of the hearing for 

information about how to do so on 

the court’s website. To find your 

court’s website, go to www.courts.

ca.gov/find-my-court.htm.)

A copy of this Order to Show Cause 

must be published at least once 

each week for four successive weeks 

before the date set for hearing on the 

petition in a newspaper of general 

circulation, printed in this county: 

THE EXAMINER REDWOOD CITY 

TRIBUNE

Date: 3/13/2026

----

Judge of the Superior Court

3/27, 4/3, 4/10, 4/17/26
SPEN-4026877#

EXAMINER - REDWOOD 

CITY TRIBUNE

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 
FOR CHANGE OF NAME

Case No. CNC-26-560575

Superior Court of California, County 

of San Francisco

Petition of: Debbie Ngan Kit Szeto 

AKA Debbie Kit Ngan Szeto for 

Change of Name

TO ALL INTERESTED PERSONS:

Petitioner Debbie Ngan Kit Szeto 

AKA Debbie Kit Ngan Szeto filed a 

petition with this court for a decree 

changing names as follows:

Debbie Ngan Kit Szeto AKA Debbie 

Kit Ngan Szeto to Debbie Kit Ngan 

Szeto

The Court orders that all persons 

interested in this matter appear 

before this court at the hearing 

indicated below to show cause, if 

any, why the petition for change 

of name should not be granted. 

Any person objecting to the name 

changes described above must file 

a written objection that includes the 

reasons for the objection at least 

two court days before the matter 

is scheduled to be heard and must 

appear at the hearing to show 

cause why the petition should not 

be granted. If no written objection is 

timely filed, the court may grant the 

petition without a hearing.

Notice of Hearing:

Date: May 05, 2026, Time: 9:00am, 

Dept.: 103, Room: 103N

The address of the court is 400 

McAllister Street San Francisco, 

CA-94102

A copy of this Order to Show Cause 

shall be published at least once each 

week for four successive weeks prior 

to the date set for hearing on the 

petition in the following newspaper 

of general circulation, printed in 

this county: - SAN FRANCISCO 

EXAMINER

Date: MAR 24 2026

Michelle Tong

Judge of the Superior Court

3/27, 4/3, 4/10, 4/17/26
CNS-4024897#

FICTITIOUS 

BUSINESS 

NAMES

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT

File No. M-303396

The following person(s) is (are) doing 

business as:

C Y P R E S S  C O A S T 

CONSTRUCTION, 195 AIRPORT 

ST, PRINCETON BY THE SEA, CA 

94019 County of SAN MATEO

Mailing Address: PO Box 2435, El 

Granada, CA 94018

Brian F Jenny, 195 Airport Street, 

Princeton By The Sea, CA 94019

This business is conducted by an 

Individual

The registrant(s) commenced to 

transact business under the fictitious 

business name or names listed 

above on 05/01/2000.

I declare that all information in this 

statement is true and correct. (A 

registrant who declares as true 

information which he or she knows to 

be false is guilty of a crime.)

S/ Brian F Jenny,

This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Mateo County 

on 03/27/2026.

Mark Church, County Clerk

[Deputy], Deputy

Filing with Changes

4/3, 4/10, 4/17, 4/24/26
NPEN-4028732#

EXAMINER - BOUTIQUE & 

VILLAGER

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT

File No. M-303381

The following person(s) is (are) doing 

business as:

BAYLINE SALES GROUP, 

1818 GILBRETH DR ,STE 127, 

BURLINGAME, CA 94010 County of 

SAN MATEO

UNITED VENTURES, INC., 

1818 GILBRETH DR ,STE 127, 

BURLINGAME, CA 94010

This business is conducted by a 

Corporation

The registrant(s) commenced to 

transact business under the fictitious 

business name or names listed 

above on N/A.

I declare that all information in this 

statement is true and correct. (A 

registrant who declares as true 

information which he or she knows to 

be false is guilty of a crime.)

United Ventures, Inc.

S/ Andrew Hibbits, CEO

This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Mateo County 

on 03/26/2026.

Mark Church, County Clerk

[Deputy], Deputy

Original

4/3, 4/10, 4/17, 4/24/26
NPEN-4028692#

EXAMINER - BOUTIQUE & 

VILLAGER

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT

File No. M-303382

The following person(s) is (are) doing 

business as:

PENINSULA WIRELESS 

SERVICES, 1818 GILBRETH RD 

,STE 127, BURLINGAME, CA 94010 

County of SAN MATEO

UNITED VENTURES, INC., 

1818 GILBRETH RD ,STE 127, 

BURLINGAME, CA 94010

This business is conducted by a 

Corporation

The registrant(s) commenced to 

transact business under the fictitious 

business name or names listed 

above on N/A.

I declare that all information in this 

statement is true and correct. (A 

registrant who declares as true 

information which he or she knows to 

be false is guilty of a crime.)

United Ventures, Inc.

S/ Andrew Hibbits, CEO

This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Mateo County 

on 03/26/2026.

Mark Church, County Clerk

[Deputy], Deputy

Original

4/3, 4/10, 4/17, 4/24/26
NPEN-4028691#

EXAMINER - BOUTIQUE & 

VILLAGER

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT

File No. M-303383

The following person(s) is (are) doing 

business as:

BAYFRONT MANAGEMENT CO, 

1818 GILBRETH RD ,STE 127, 

BURLINGAME, CA 94010 County of 

SAN MATEO

UNITED VENTURES, INC., 

1818 GILBRETH RD ,STE 127, 

BURLINGAME, CA 94010

This business is conducted by a 

Corporation

The registrant(s) commenced to 

transact business under the fictitious 

business name or names listed 

above on N/A.

I declare that all information in this 

statement is true and correct. (A 

registrant who declares as true 

information which he or she knows to 

be false is guilty of a crime.)

United Ventures, Inc.

S/ Andrew Hibbits, CEO

This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Mateo County 

on 03/26/2026.

Mark Church, County Clerk

[Deputy], Deputy

Original

4/3, 4/10, 4/17, 4/24/26
NPEN-4028690#

EXAMINER - BOUTIQUE & 

VILLAGER

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT

File No. M-303205

The following person(s) is (are) doing 

business as:

MOON HOUSE CAKES, 
200 PARK PLAZA DR., #37, 
DALY CITY, CA 94015 County 

of SAN MATEO

ALMA FREGOSO, 200 PARK 

PLAZA DR., #37, DALY CITY, CA 

94015 

This business is conducted by AN 

INDIVIDUAL

The registrant(s) commenced to 

transact business under the fictitious 

business name or names listed 

above on 01/01/2025.

I declare that all information in this 

statement is true and correct. (A 

registrant who declares as true 

information which he or she knows to 

be false is guilty of a crime.)

S/ ALMA FREGOSO - OWNER

This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Mateo County 

on 03/10/2026.

Mark Church, County Clerk

3/20, 3/27, 4/3, 4/10/26
NPEN-4022314#

EXAMINER - BOUTIQUE & 

VILLAGER

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT

File No. M-303261

The following person(s) is (are) doing 

business as:

Purpose Wealth, 379 Lexington Way, 

Burlingame, CA 94010 County of 

SAN MATEO

Mailing Address: 379 Lexington Way, 

Burli, CA

1030 Capital, 379 Lexington Way, 

Burlingame, CA 94010

This business is conducted by a 

Corporation

The registrant(s) commenced to 

transact business under the fictitious 

business name or names listed 

above on N/A.

I declare that all information in this 

statement is true and correct. (A 

registrant who declares as true 

information which he or she knows to 

be false is guilty of a crime.)

1030 Capital

S/ Todd Barney, Founder

This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Mateo County 

on 03/13/2026.

Mark Church, County Clerk

[Deputy], Deputy

Original

4/3, 4/10, 4/17, 4/24/26
NPEN-4020923#

EXAMINER - BOUTIQUE & 

VILLAGER

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT

File No. M-303167

The following person(s) is (are) doing 

business as:

THE PROVINTIA GROUP, 2108 

N ST STE N, SACRAMENTO, CA 

95816 County of SAN MATEO

TDOME LABS LLC, 2108 N ST STE 

N, SACRAMENTO, CA 95816

This business is conducted by a 

Limited Liability Company

The registrant(s) commenced to 

transact business under the fictitious 

business name or names listed 

above on N/A.

I declare that all information in this 

statement is true and correct. (A 

registrant who declares as true 

information which he or she knows to 

be false is guilty of a crime.)

TDOME LABS LLC, 

S/ TSUNGHAO CHUANG, 

MANAGING MEMBER

This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Mateo County 

on 03/04/2026.

Mark Church, County Clerk

HENRY SALGADO, Deputy

Original

3/13, 3/20, 3/27, 4/3/26
NPEN-4016725#

EXAMINER - BOUTIQUE & 

VILLAGER

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT

File No. M-303164

The following person(s) is (are) doing 

business as:

THE GUILD COOPERATIVE, 155 

WILLOWBROOK DR, PORTOLA 

VALLEY, CA 94028 County of SAN 

MATEO

KGF INTERIORS LLC, 155 

WILLOWBROOK DR, PORTOLA 

VALLEY, CA 94028

This business is conducted by a 

Limited Liability Company

The registrant(s) commenced to 

transact business under the fictitious 

business name or names listed 

above on N/A.

I declare that all information in this 

statement is true and correct. (A 

registrant who declares as true 

information which he or she knows to 

be false is guilty of a crime.)

KGF INTERIORS LLC,

S/ KELLY GRAY FLANNERY, 

MANAGING MEMBER

This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Mateo County 

on 03/04/2026.

Mark Church, County Clerk

HENRY SALGADO, Deputy

Original

3/13, 3/20, 3/27, 4/3/26
NPEN-4016722#

EXAMINER - BOUTIQUE & 

VILLAGER

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT

File No. M-303168

The following person(s) is (are) doing 

business as:

SPD, 126 CUESTA REAL, LA 

HONDA, CA 94020 County of SAN 

MATEO

STENT PLUMBING AND DRAIN 

LLC, 126 CUESTA REAL, LA 

HONDA, CA 94020

This business is conducted by a 

Limited Liability Company

The registrant(s) commenced to 

transact business under the fictitious 

business name or names listed 

above on N/A.

I declare that all information in this 

statement is true and correct. (A 

registrant who declares as true 

information which he or she knows to 

be false is guilty of a crime.)

STENT PLUMBING AND DRAIN 

LLC,

S/ CAMEROB STENT, MANAGING 

MEMBER

This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Mateo County 

on 03/04/2026.

Mark Church, County Clerk

HENRY SALGADO, Deputy

Original

3/13, 3/20, 3/27, 4/3/26
NPEN-4016427#

EXAMINER - BOUTIQUE & 

VILLAGER

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT

File No. M-303162

The following person(s) is (are) doing 

business as:

GOLDEN STATE SENIOR 

PLACEMENT, 4225 LUNAR WAY, 

UNION CITY, CA 94587 County of 

SAN MATEO

OMNIA SENIOR SOLUTIONS LLC, 

4225 LUNAR WAY, UNION CITY, 

CA 94587

This business is conducted by a 

Limited Liability Company

The registrant(s) commenced to 

transact business under the fictitious 

business name or names listed 

above on N/A.

I declare that all information in this 

statement is true and correct. (A 

registrant who declares as true 

information which he or she knows to 

be false is guilty of a crime.)

OMNIA SENIOR SOLUTIONS LLC,

S/ MANI MORTEZAEL, MANAGER

This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Mateo County 

on 03/04/2026.

Mark Church, County Clerk

HENRY SALGADO, Deputy

Original

3/13, 3/20, 3/27, 4/3/26
NPEN-3986107#

EXAMINER - BOUTIQUE & 

VILLAGER

GOVERNMENT

NIB FOR FIRE STATION 
NO. 91 ADA PARKING LOT 
AND PATH OF TRAVEL 
IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT 
IN AND FOR THE CITY OF 
DALY CITY, SAN MATEO 

COUNTY, CASealed proposals, 

submitted only upon the bid proposal 

forms furnished by the City will be 

received by the City of Daly City 

at the City Clerk’s Office, City Hall, 

333 - 90th Street, Daly City, CA 

94015 at 2:00 pm, Thursday, April 

30, 2026, at which time bids will 

be publicly opened and read. The 

work includes the removal and 

replacement of existing asphalt and 

concrete sidewalk, clearing and 

grubbing, reconstruction of curb 

ramps and driveways, construction 

of ADA parking space, installation of 

thermoplastic striping and markings, 

replacement of utility boxes, and 

adjustment of utility boxes to finished 

grade and related work as shown 

on plans or specified in the special 

provisions. Bidders may obtain 

Bidding Documents at a cost from 

Barker Blue Digital Imaging by 

calling (650) 696- 2100, toll free at 

(866) 347-1011, faxing at (650) 696-

2199, or emailing plans@barkerblue.

com. Please present a hard copy 

of pages 00300(1) through 00490, 

with original wet signatures, to the 

City Clerk’s office if you will be 

submitting a bid. Copies of the most 

recent “City of Daly City General 

Conditions, Standard Specifications 

and Drawings” will be available 

to intending bidders at the City of 

Daly City Public Works Department, 

Engineering Division, 333-90th 

Street, Daly City, CA 94015 for the 

price of $65.00, if obtained at that 

office, and $70.00, if requested 

by mail. You may also view and 

download these documents from the 

City’s website: https://www.dalycity.

org/581/Standards-Specifications 

Bids shall be accompanied by a 

bid bond, cash, certified or cashier’s 

check payable to City of Daly City, in 

an amount not less than 10% of the 

aggregate bid. A valid Class A license 

or other combination of any Class C 

licenses that constitutes a majority 

of the contract work must be in the 

possession of the successful bidder 

at the time the bid is submitted. The 

time limit for the completion of work 

is ninety (90) working days. The first 

day of this time period will be no later 

than the 28th calendar day after the 

contract award. In accordance with 

the California Labor Code, general 

prevailing hourly rates of per diem 

wages shall be paid on this project. 

Copies of applicable prevailing hourly 

rates of per diem wages are available 

on request to the City Engineer. 

Due to the passage of Senate Bill 

854, several additions and revisions 

were made to the California Labor 

Code. The addition of Labor Code 

1725.5 requires all contractors and 

subcontractors to register with the 

Department of Industrial Relations 

(DIR) to be eligible to work on public 

works projects. At the time the bid 

is submitted the Contractor and all 

subcontractors must be registered 

with the DIR in accordance with 

the California Labor Code to be 

eligible for the project. The project 

is subject to compliance monitoring 

and enforcement by the DIR. More 

information about DIR registration 

can be viewed on the DIR’s website: 

h t t p : / /www.d i r . ca .gov /Pub l i c -

Works/PublicWorks.html California 

Labor Code Section 1771.1. (a) A 

contractor or subcontractor shall 

not be qualified to bid on, be listed 

in a bid proposal, subject to the 

requirements of Section 4104 of the 

Public Contract Code, or 3/31/2026 

00020-2 engage in the performance 

of any contract for public work, 

as defined in this chapter, unless 

currently registered and qualified 

to perform public work pursuant to 

Section 1725.5. It is not a violation 

of this section for an unregistered 

contractor to submit a bid that is 

authorized by Section 7029.1 of the 

Business and Professions Code or 

by Section 10164 or 20103.5 of the 

Public Contract Code, provided the 

contractor is registered to perform 

public work pursuant to Section 
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D A I L Y  J O U R N A L  C O R P O R A T I O N

To the right is a copy of the notice you sent to us for publication in the SAN
FRANCISCO EXAMINER. Thank you for using our newspaper. Please read
this notice carefully and call us with ny corrections. The Proof of Publication
will be filed with the County Clerk, if required, and mailed to you after the last
date below. Publication date(s) for this notice is (are):

Mailing Address : 915 E 1ST  ST, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
Telephone (800) 788-7840 / Fax  (800) 464-2839
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The charge(s) for this order is as follows. An invoice will be sent after the last
date of publication. If you prepaid this order in full, you will not receive an
invoice.

NOTICE OF PUBLIC
HEARING BOARD OF

SUPERVISORS OF THE
CITY AND COUNTY OF
SAN FRANCISCO LAND

USE AND TRANSPORTA-
TION COMMITTEE

MONDAY APRIL 13, 2026 -
1:30 PM

Legislative Chamber,
Room 250, City Hall 1 Dr.
Carlton B. Goodlett Place,
San Francisco. CA 94102

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN
THAT the Board of Supervi-
sors of the City and County
of San Francisco's Land Use
and Transportation Commit-
tee 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:
File No. 260083. Ordinance
amending the Zoning Map of
the Planning Code to change
the height and bulk districts
for the One Oak Street
project, Assessor's Parcel
Block No. 0836, Lot Nos.
001, 002, 003, 004, and 005,
to increase the allowed
height for the podium of the
building, from the current
base height limit of 120 feet
to 140 feet; affirming the
Planning Department's
determination under the
California Environmental
Quality Act; and making
public necessity, conven-
ience, and welfare findings
under Planning Code,
Section 302, and findings of
consistency with the General
Plan, and the eight priority
policies of Planning Code,
Section 101.1.
In accordance with Adminis-
trative Code, Section 67.7-1,
persons who are unable to
attend the hearing on this
matter may submit written
comments. These comments
will be added to the official
public record in this matter
and shall be brought to the
attention of the Board of
Supervisors. Written
comments should be
addressed to Angela Calvillo,
Clerk of the Board, City Hall,
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett
Place, Room 244, San
Francisco, CA, 94102 or sent
via email (bos@sfgov.org).
Information relating to this
matter is available with the
Office of the Clerk of the
Board or the Board of
Supervisors' Legislative
Research Center
(https://sfbos.org/legislative-
research-center-lrc). Agenda
information relating to this
matter will be available for
public review on Friday, April
10, 2026.
For any questions about this
hearing, please contact the
Assistant Clerk for the Land
Use and Transportation

Committee: John Carroll
(john.carroll@sfgov.org ~
(415) 554-4445)

EXM-4030271#



 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Vladimir Vlad
To: Carroll, John (BOS); Melgar, Myrna (BOS); Chen, Chyanne (BOS); Mahmood, Bilal (BOS)
Cc: Brynn McKiernan; Tam, Madison (BOS); HVNA President; HVNA Vice President; Cooper, Raynell (BOS)
Subject: One Oak - LoS - Land Use & Transportation Committee
Date: Monday, April 13, 2026 12:00:44 PM
Attachments: HVNA_One Oak_2026_04_13.pdf

 

Dear Supervisors,

Please find the attached HVNA's letter of support regarding the One Oak development ahead
of today's Land Use and Transportation Committee meeting.

Thank you,

Vladimir

Chair, HVNA Transportation & Planning

I 

mailto:vvladsf@gmail.com
mailto:john.carroll@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:chyanne.chen@sfgov.org
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April 13, 2026  
 
Land Use and Transportation Committee 
Myrna Melgar, Chair  
San Francisco City Hall  
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place  
San Francisco, CA 94102 
CC: john.carroll@sfgov.org 

Subject: One Oak Development 

Dear Supervisors Melgar, Chen, Mahmood, 

The Hayes Valley Neighborhood Association (HVNA) is writing to formally express our support 
for the updated proposal for the One Oak development. As a project situated at the intersection 
of Market Street and Van Ness Avenue —where San Francisco’s two primary arterial grids 
converge—this development represents a significant opportunity to renew momentum on the 
vision for housing in ‘The Hub’ portion of the Market and Octavia Plan area. 

Our support is tied to several key aspects of the current proposal: 

●​ Adherence to the Market and Octavia Plan: We specifically appreciate that the project 
offers code-conforming parking. By respecting the parking caps established in the Market 
and Octavia Plan, the development team demonstrates an understanding and commitment 
to the transit-first policies that define our neighborhood's urban fabric. 

●​ Housing on a Transit-Rich Corridor: The increase in housing density at this location is 
long overdue. Placing high-density residential units at this specific junction ensures that 
new residents are integrated into one of the city's most robust transit corridors, supporting 
both local businesses and public transit ridership. 

●​ Activation of the Public Realm: The proposed plaza space at the base of the 41-story 
tower has the potential to be a transformative public asset. We look forward to a 
continued collaborative dialogue with the development team to ensure this space is 
designed to be inviting, safe, and successful for both residents and the broader public. 
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The One Oak project serves as a literal gateway to Hayes Valley. We believe this project is an 
integral piece towards addressing the city's dire housing needs. 

We encourage the Planning Commission to approve the requested entitlements to move this  
project forward. 

Sincerely, 

Vladimir Vlad, Chair HVNA Transportation & Planning Committee 

 
Joe Maloney, President, HVNA  
 

   
 
Trent Berry, Vice President, HVNA 

 

 



Introduction Form 
(by a Member of the Board of Supervisors or the Mayor) 

I hereby submit the following item for introduction (select only one): 

☐ 1. For reference to Committee (Ordinance, Resolution, Motion or Charter Amendment) 

☐ 2. Request for next printed agenda (For Adoption Without Committee Reference) 
(Routine, non-controversial and/or commendatory matters only)  

☐ 3. Request for Hearing on a subject matter at Committee 

☐ 4. Request for Letter beginning with “Supervisor  inquires…” 

☐ 5. City Attorney Request 

☐ 6. Call File No.  from Committee. 

☐ 7. Budget and Legislative Analyst Request (attached written Motion) 

☐ 8. Substitute Legislation File No. 

☐ 9. Reactivate File No. 

☐ 10. Topic submitted for Mayoral Appearance before the Board on

The proposed legislation should be forwarded to the following (please check all appropriate boxes): 

☐ Small Business Commission ☐ Youth Commission ☐ Ethics Commission

☐ Planning Commission   ☐  Building Inspection Commission   ☐ Human Resources Department

General Plan Referral sent to the Planning Department (proposed legislation subject to Charter 4.105 & Admin 2A.53): 

☐ Yes ☐ No

(Note: For Imperative Agenda items (a Resolution not on the printed agenda), use the Imperative Agenda Form.) 
Sponsor(s): 

Subject: 

Long Title or text listed: 

Signature of Sponsoring Supervisor: 
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