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AMENDED IN COMMITTEE

FILE NO. 111278 5202013 - ORwLINANCE NO.

S

[Plannlng Code Zonlng Map Estabhshlng the Art and Desngn Educational SpeCIal Use-

Dlstrlct 1111 Elghth Street]

Ordinance amending the Plann.ing Code, by adding Section 249.67, and the Zoning
Ma'p, Section Map SU08, to establish the Art and Design }Educational Special Use
District at 111 1»Eighth‘ Street to facilitate the continued operation of the Californié
C'olllege of the Arts, and provide a regulatory scheme for a potential future phased
expansion of the cémpus; and making environmental findings, Planning Code, Section
302, findingé, and findings of consistency with the General Plan and the priority

policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1

NOTE: Addltlons are Szngle underlme zfalzcs Times New Roman;
deletions are
Board amendment additions are double- underhned

Board amendment deletions are s#keﬂ%eagh—ne;mal

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of San Francisco:
Section 1. Findings. |

" (a) The Planning D.epartmént has determined that the actions contemplated in this

‘Ordinance comply with the California Environmental Quality Act-(Public Resources Code

Section 21000 et seq.). Said determination is on file with the Clerk of the Board of
Supervisors in File No. 111278 and is incorporated herein by reference.
(b) Pursuant to Planning Code'S'ection 302, this Board of Supervisors finds that this

Ordinance will serve the public necessity, convenience and welfare for the reasons set forth in

Planning Commission Resolution No. 18850 and incorporates those reasons herein by

reference. A copy of said Resolution is on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in

File No. 111278.

Supervisor Cohen :
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS _ Page 1
’ : : 5/20/2013
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(c) This Board of Supervisors finds that this Ordinance is consistent with the Priorities
Policies of Section 101.1(b) of the Planning Code for the reasons set forth in Planning
Cohmissibn Resolution No. 18850 and incorporates said Resolution herein by reférence.

Section 2. The San Francisco Planning Codé is here.b'y amended by adding Section

249.67, to read as follows:

SEC. 249.67. ART & DESIGN EDUCATIONAL SPECIAL USE DISTRICT.

(a) Purpose. The Art & Desion Educational Special Use District is intended to facilitate the

continued operation of the California College of the Arts campus at 1111 Eighth Street, which is

characterized by instruction in industrial arts and/or fine arts, while providing an appropriate

regulatory scheme for a potential phased expansion of the campus in the future.

 (b) Geography. The boundaries of the Art & Design Educational Special Use District are

shown on Sectional Map No. SUOS of the Zoning Map. The area includes Parcel numberkv 3808/004,
3820/002. 3820/003. 39423913/002. and 39423913/003.

» (c) Controls. All provisions of the ‘Plannz'ng Code currenz“lv applicable shall continue to apply.

including but not limited to the provisions of the PDR-1-D zoning district, except as otherwise provided

in this Section.

(1) Postsecondary Educational Institutional Uses. Postsecondary educational institutional

uses are exempted from use size limitations and shall be permitted as of right. Postsecondary

educational institutional uses for the purposes of academic, professional, business or fine-arts

education shall have an institutional master plan considered by the Planning Commission pursuant to

Section 304.5 of this Code.

(2) Student Housing. Student housing, as defined by Section 102.36 of this Code. is peﬁm‘z‘z‘ed

subject to the following requirements:

o (i) For any housing project within this Special Use District, the standards for development.

project review, entitlement process, and impact fees of the UMU District shall apply.

Supervisor Cohen
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS _ Page 2
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(ii)_The total number of beds on gll parcels within the Special Use Disﬁ’iqr shall not exceed

750. The number of beds per parcel is not limited, but will be determined by the regulations on the built

o © W ~N o o A W N

envelope of buildings, includin,é height, bulk, setbacks. and lot coverage.

(3) Temporary Structures. The Zoning Administrator may authorize a temporary Structure

_ ‘wz'z‘houz‘ a public hearing provided that the structure is occupied by a use that is permitted by right or is

a use authorized by this Section 249.67.

| Section 3. Pursuant to Planning Code Sections 106 ar_\d- 302(c), and as duly approved
by resollution of the Planning Commission, Section Map SU08 of the Zoning Map of the City
and County of San Francisco shall designate the following real property as the Art & DeSIgn

Educatlonal Special Use Dlstrlct

_ Description of Property E ~ Special Use District to be Approved
Assessor's Block 3808, Lot 004; Block 3820, " Art & Design Educational Spécial '
Lots 002 and 003: Block 39123913, Lofs 002 and Use District_ | |
003. | |

Section 4. Effective Date. This ordinance shall become-effec_tive 30 days from the
date of passage. - | |
Section 5. This section is uncodified. In enacting this Ordinance, the Board intends to

amend only those words, phrases, paragraphs, subsections, sections, articles, numbers,

Apunctuation, charts, diagrams, or any other constituent part of the Planning Code that are

explicitly shown in this l_egislation as additions, delétions, Board amendment additions, and
1

I

I

I

Supervisaor Cohen : ' : .
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Board amendment deletions in accordance with the "Note" that appears under the official title

of the legislation.

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

By: (\ N (&J&\ o

JUDITH A. BOYAJIAN
Deputy City Attorney

n:\govermas2011\9901433\00848587.doc

Supervisor Cohen
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

2105

Page 4




FILE NO. 111278

e s e REVISED LEGISLATIVE DIGEST
’ (10/9/2012, Substituted)

[PIanning Code, Zoning Map - Establishing the Art and Design Educational Special Us
District - 1111 Eighth Street] | .

Ordinance amending the Planning Code, by adding Section 249.67, and the Zoning
Map, Section Map SUO08, to establish the Art and Design Educational Special Use
District at 1111 Eighth Street to facilitate the continued operation of the California
Coliege of the Arts, and provide a regulatory scheme for a potential future phased
expansion of the campus; and making environmental findings, Planning Code, Section
302, findings, and findings of consistency with the General Plan and the priority
policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1. - _ '

Existing Law

Article 2, Section 249.1 et seq. of the San Francisco Planning Code establishes a number of
Special Use Districts (SUDs), including SUDs for specific sites.

Amendments to Current Law

The proposed legislation will add a new section to Article 2 of the Planning Code and amend '
the San Francisco Zoning Map to establish an Art & Design Educational SUD for the :
California College of the Arts at 1111 Eighth Street. In this SUD, all provisions of the Planning
Code currently applicable to the property within its boundaries will continue to apply except
that: (1) postsecondary educational institutional uses are exempted from use size limitations
and are permitted as of right and (2) postsecondary educational institutional uses for the
purposes of academic, professional, business or fine-arts education are required to submit an
institutional master plan considered by the Planning Commission under Planning Code
Section 304.5, (3) student housing is permitted provided that the standards for development,
project review, entitlement process, and impact fees of the UMU District will apply to any
housing project and the total number of beds on all parcels does not exceed 750, and (4) the
Zoning Administrator is authorized to approve a temporary use without a public hearing if the
structure is occupied by a use that is permitted by right or is authorized by the section
establishing the SUD. i

Background Information

The California College of the Arts campus at 1111 Eighth Street is characterized by instruction
in industrial arts and/or fine arts. The purpose of the Art & Design Educational SUD is to
facilitate the continued operation of the College while providing an appropriate regulatory
scheme for a potential phased expansion of the campus in the future.

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS - ' : Page 1
: ' ' 10/4/2012

2106



SAN FRANGLISCO
PLANNING EEPARTMEE?

1650 Mission St

i - v : ' © Sufedod
April 30, 2013 ' - San Francisco,
- _ , : ' CA94103-2479
* Ms. Angela Calvillo, Clerk » B
: .- Reception:
: Honorable Supervisor Cohen 415.558.6378
Board of Supervisors. 7 a
C%ty and C_ognty of San Francisco ' S : ' ‘ Z?;.SSS.SAGQ
City Hall, Roqm 244 .
1 Dx. Carlton B, Goodlett Place , o . . Planining
San Francisco, CA 941 02 , : ' information:
. . . : : . 415.558.6377
Re: | Transmlttal of Planmng Department Case N umber 2011.1381TZ:

Board File No. 11-1278 Art & Design Educahonal Spec1a1 Use District
Planning Commission Recommendation: Approval with Modifications

Dear Ms. _Calviﬂo and Supervisor Colen,

On April 25, 2013 the San Francisco Planning Commission (hereinafter “Commission”) conducted
duly noticed publi¢ hearings at regularly scheduled meetings to consxder the proposed Ordinance
under Board of Supemsors File 11-1278.

At the April 25, 2013 T-Iear'm(7 the Commission voted 5-0 fo recommend approvél with
modifications to the proposed Ordinance to indicate Assecsor s Block 3913 where Block 3912 is
referenced.

Supervisor, please advise the City Aﬁomey at your earliest convenience if you wish to incorporate
the c:hanges recommended by the Commissions.

Please fmd attached documents relating to the actions of . the Commlssmn It you have any
questions or require further information p]ease do not hesitate to contact me.

AnMarle Rodgers
Manager of Legislative Affairs

ec: . Supervisor Malia Ceﬁen
Judy A.Boyajian, City Attorney

Attachments (one cony of the following):

- Planning Commission Resolution No. 18850
Draft Ordinance - .
Planning Department Executive Summary

www . siplanning.org
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SAN FRANCISCO | |
PLAﬂHING BEP&ETME?’JT

1650 Mission St.
© Suite 400
Plannmg Commlssmn Resolutlcn No. 18850 San Francisco,
* HEARING DATE: APRIL 25,2013 CASHIT 2479
_ Recepfion: -
Date: - - : April 18, 2010 T R - 415.558.6378
Case No.: 2011.1381TZ } ' o 5Fax
' PT‘Oj(ECf Address: 1111 Sﬂ“ Street ) ’ i 41:5.555.6439
Zoning: ' PDR-1-D (Production, DlStIlbutIOIl, Repair; Des1gn) o '
Pfopoéed SUbD: Art & Design Educatlonal Special Use District _ IF:;: ;;\Z%iom: /
Height/Bulk: 58-X : 415.558.6377
- Block/Lot: 3808/004; 3820/002, 003; 3913/002 003 '
: Projécf Sponsor: Supers/lsor Malia Cohen _
~Staff Contact: Diego R Sanchez — (415) 575-9082

diego.sanchez@sfgov.ory

RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION ADOPTING FINDINGS RECOMMENDING
 THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS. ADOPT A PROPOSED ORDINANCE ADDING PLANNING
CODE SECTION 249.67 TO ESTABLISH THE ART & DESIGN EDUCATIONAL SPECIAL USE
~ DISTRICT AND TO AMEND SHEET SUDS OF THE ZONING MAP TO REFLECT THIS NEW

SPECIAL USE DISTRICT FOR THE PROPERTY AT 1111 8™ STREET (LOTS 002, 003 IN
ASSESSOR’S BLOCK. 3820; LOTS 002, 003 IN ASSESSOR'S BLOCK 3913; AND LOT 004 IN
ASSESSOR’S BLOCK 3808) LOCATED WiTHIN THE AREA EOUNDED BY THE EAST SIDE OF DE
HARO STREET, THE NORTH SIDE OF 15™ STREET, THE EAST SIDE OF 8™ STREET, THE NORTH
' SIDE OF IRWIN STREET, THE WEST SIDE OF 7™ STREET, THE SOUTH SIDE OF HOOPER
 STREET AND THE SOUTH SIDE OF CHANNEL STREET TO 'PERMIT POSTSECONDARY
EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS WITHOUT USE SIZE LIMITATIONS, TO PERMIT STUDENT
HOUSING AND TO-ALLOW THE ZONING ADMINISTRATOR TO AUTHORIZE TEMPORARY
~ STRUCTURES WITHOUT PUBLIC HEARING PROVIDED THE STRUCTURE IS OCCUPIED BY A
' USE ALLOWED BY THE SPECIAL USE DISTRICT AND MAKING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS
~ AND FINDINGS OF CONSISTENCY WITH THE GENERAL PLAN AND THE PRIORITY POLICIES
OF PLANNING CODE SECTION 101 1.

WHEREAS, Or November 42 /011 Supewxsor Malia Cohen IIELIOdUCed a proposed O "rd‘nance under

" Board of Supervisors (hereinafter "Board”} File Number 111278, attached as EXHIBIT A, which would
amend the San Francisco Planning Code by adding Seéction 249.67 to create the Art & Design E Educational '
Special Use District (“SUD”) and to amend QheefSUOB’of the Zoning Map of the City and County of San
Francisco to reflect this new SUD to permit postsecoridary educational ir stitutions without use size
limitations, to allow student houcmg and to allow the Zoning Administrator to authorize temporary
structures without public hearing provid ed the structute is occupied by a use allowed by the Special Use :
District at 1111 8" Street, located within the area bounded by the east side ‘of De Haro Street, the north
side of 15% Street, the east side of 8% Street, the north side of Irwin Street, tlie west side of 7% Street, the
soith side of Hooper Street and the south side of Channel Street (Lots 602, 003 in Assessor’s Block qggg
Lots 002, 003 in Assessor’s Block 3913 3; and Lot 004 in Assessor’s Block 3808).

WHAN.S Q?:: hing.org
fgginaora



Resolution No. 18850 ' . S ~© CASE NO 2011.1381TZ
Hearing Date: ‘April 25,2013 - h 1111 8" Street

Supervisor Malia Cohen (hereinafter “Project Sporisor”) proposes to create the Art & Pesign Educational . -
Special Use District to facilitate the continued operation of the California College of the Arts and to

provide a regulatory scheme for potenhal future expansion of the California College of the Arts. The Art L

& Design' Educational Special Use District will permit as of right and without use size limits Post-
Secondary Educational Institutions, will allow Student Housmc and will- allow the Zoning Administrator
to authorize temporaiy structures wrthout public hearing provided the structure is occupled by a’sue
allowed by the Spec1a1 Use District. : '

On September 26 2012, the Plam'ung Department determined that no supplemeutal env1romnental
review is _requ_u:ed for the proposed “Art and Design Special Use District” eglslatlon (Board of
Supervisors File No. 111278). The environmental effects of this legislation have been adequately analyzed
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) in the Final Environmental Impact
Report (“FEIR) prevmus]y prepared for the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans project.
The Plannmg Department reviewed the proposed legislation in accordance with CEQA Guidelines

~ Sections 15162 and 15164. The Planning Department found that implementation of the proposed SUD
-would not cause new significant impactfs not identified in the FEIR or result in a substantial increase in
the severity of previously identified significant impacts, and nog new >_mitigatior'1 measures would be -
necessary to reduce significant impacts. No changes have occurred with respect to circumstances
surrounding the original project that would cause significant environmental, impacts to which the
modified project would conh:ibute considerably, and no new information has been put forward which
shows that the modified project would cause significant environmental impacts. Based on the foregoing
and in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15164 and San Francisco Administrative Code Section
31.19(c)(1), the Planning Department documented the reasons that no subsequent environmerital review
is required for the Art and Design SUD and issued an Addendum to Environmental Impact Report,

" attactied as Exhibit B to this case report for reference The Planning Commission finds the Addendum to

the EIR, under Case No. 2012.0045E, is adequate, accurate and objective, reflects the independent analysis
and judgment of the Planmng Department and the Planmncr Corrurussron and concurs with said
determination. o ’

. The Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting to consider
the proposed text amendment and map change on April 25, 2013. '

The goal of this legislation is to facilitate the continued operation of the California College of the Arts and
to provide a regulatory scheme for a potential future phased expansion of the campus,

The Department received two letters and telephone calls in support of the proposed Ordinance. _-

The proposed text amendment and map Change will promote the followmg relevant objectives and
- policies of the General Plan:

HOUSING ELEMENT:

-Objectives and Policies

SAN ERANCISCO . : 2
PLANNING DEFARTMENT ) -
2109



Resolution No, 18850 o  CASE NO 2011. :':esﬂz
Hearing Date: April 25, 2013 . : o oo 1111 8% Street

OE)FECF‘E“J—E -.E. S I ,,,,,,',. PR R o . I
IDENTIFY AND MAKE AV AEEF&ELE FQE{ DFVEEQFMENT ADAQUA TE SETES TO f\’fEE:T
' THE CITY'S F{GUSEN—G NEEDS, ESPECIALLY ?ERVANENTEY AFE“E}EDABEE HOUSING.

Pﬁhey 11 : _ .
Plan. for the full range of hOusmg nieeds in the City and Cotmty (}f Sart Francxsco, equCIaHy :
affordable housing. -

Policy 1.8 .
~ Promiote mixed use developmem, and include housing, parrzcdarly permanently affordable
: housmg, in new commercial, institutional or other smgle use development projects.

Pohcy 1.9

‘Require new ccmmercml developments and higher educaﬁona] _rtsu’cutlons to meet the housing
demand they generate, particularly the need for affordable housing for lower income workers
and students. ‘ '

Policy L. 10 :
Support new housm projects, especially affordable housing, where households can easily rely
- on pubhc transportatlon, walking and b*(:} cling for the majority of daIIV trips.

The proposal allows for the development of student hau,'sing and includes a maximum nuntber of student
 housing beds, aiding in the citywide effort to plan for the full range of housing needs. The proposal allows
for the student housing to be g part of a mixed use development, one that could include retail institutional
" or light industrinl uses, and would locate the student hausiﬁg either immediately adjacent to, or within -
 short walking distance of the nstructional buildings that the Cal;fm'hm College of the Arts operates within 7
_San Francisco. Given this proximity, it is reasonable to assume that a ma]orzty of f the daily trips of the

' inhabitants of the student housing will be made by bicycle or by walking.

GB}’EC’FIVE z '
RETAIN EXISTENU HOUSING UNITS AND PROMOTE SAFETY AND MAINTENANCE
STANDARDS, WITHOUT JEOPARDIZIN G AFFORDABILITY.

~ Policy 2.1
.DLScourage the demolition of sound ‘existing housing, unless tﬂﬂ dﬂmobtlon results in a net
mcreace in affordable housing. ' '

The proposal would not result in the demolition of sound existing housing as the existing property contains
institutional uses or vacant land. - '

CFS}’ECTWE 10 :
ENSURE A %TREAM‘LENED ZET 'THOROUGH, AND TRANQPARENT BECISION-
MAKING PROCES

SAR FRANCISGO : o ‘ v : 3

FIL.ANKMING DEFARTHMEMNT :
R 2110



Resolution No. 18850 S ' y - CASENO2011.1381TZ
Hearing Date: April 25,2013 _— , , 1111 8" Street

Pohcy 101
Create Certamty in the developrnent entlﬂement process, by prowdzng clear commumty
parameters for developmient and consistent application of these regulations. '

The proposal establishes clear regulatwrrs on the development of student houszng, Tequu ing the standards.
for deoelopment project review, entitlement process and impact fees be those of the UMLU (Urban Mixed
Use) zonirng district, as well as including an absolu te maximum number of student houszng units.

COF&‘[MERC_E AND END‘USTRY ELE_F_?TENT:

OEjectives and Policies

OBJECTIVE1 : - ' '
MANAGE ECONOMIC GROWTH AND CHANGE TO ENSURE ENHANCEMENT OF THE
‘ TOTAL CITY LIVING AND WORKING ENVIRONMENT

Policy 1.1

Encourage development WIuch provides Substantial net benefits and minimizes undesirable
consequences. Discourage development thch has substantial undesirable consequences that
cannot be mltlgated

The proposal facilitates housing development and institutional activities that on balance provide benefits to
the City and, given its location, minimizes any potential undesirable consequerces.

OB]ECTIVE 2
MAINTAIN AND ENHANCE A SOUND A_ND DIVERSE ECONOMIC BASE AND FISCAL
STRUCTURE FOR THE CITY.

Pohcy 2.3
Maintain a favorable social and cultural chmate in the city in order to enhance its attrachveness as
a firm locahon :

The proposdl er_zhances the ability of the California College of the Arts to provide a unigue and enriching
educational and cultural experience for its students as well as for the general public through the expansion
of its institutional facilities. By providing an attractive cultural and educational climate, firms are
‘motivated o locate in San Francisco to wnot only partake m the climates but to create potential
collaborations with the College as well

OBJECTIVE4 -
IMPROVE THE VIABILITY OF EXISTING INDUSTRY IN THE CITY AND THE
ATTRACTIVENESS OF THE CITY AS A LOCATION FOR NEW INDUSTRY.

Pohcy 4.2
Promote and attract those economic activities with potentlal benefit to the City.

SAN FRANCISCO " 4
PLANNING DEPSRTRMEN(



Eeseiazﬁaﬁ No. 18850 ' ' . : CASE NO 2011.13817Z
Hearing Date: April 25,2013 ' : L - 11118" Street

LdLCEEﬁD“ZﬂZ services is an economic sector in whzch the Cffy }'ms are ewnal comparative tZ[ZULZ‘HfLde mnd
which has multiple benefits to the City. The proposal facilitates the continued operation and potential
: ﬁzture‘ expansim of CCA, an educational services organizatipn. ' :

GBIECTWE 7
ENHANCE SAN FRANCISCO'S POSITION AS A NAﬂ@NAL AND REGIONAL CENT?
FOR GOVERNMENTAL, HEALTH, AND EDUCATIONAL SERVICES.

Pcmcy 7.2
Encourage the extension of needed health and educa’aonal services, but ranage expansm*z to
a»rom or minimize disruption of adjacent reslcientxal areas.

The proposal provides a framewér e for the future phased ei*;}ansion of CCA mzﬁ‘prouides certainty to the
surrounding community and Planning Department about the physical controls, entitlement processes,
impact fees and maximum number of student housing units to be developed. An Institutional Mas*er Plan
will be on file with the Planning Department ﬁzrrher outlining the expansion plans of CCA.

TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT:
Objectives and Policies

OBJECTIVET

MEET THE NEEDS OF ALL REQED S AND VISITORS FOR SAFE, CONVENIENT AND
INEXPENSIVE TRAVEL WITHIN SAN FRANCISCO AND BETW:EN THE CITY AND
OTHER PARTS OF THE REGION WHILE MAINTAINENG THE HIGH O{JALE"E'Y LI ‘JFHG
EN'V IRONMENT OF THE EAY AREA :

Policy 1.3 .
Give priority to public t'ransxt and other alternatives to the private au’fomoblle as the means of
meeting San Francisco's Lransportatlon needs, partrcularly tho se of commuters.

The proposal will locate fu;u’e studm: housmg in close pmxurz‘y to CCA zmzi fufuf‘e retail deve ?opment,
thereby eliminating the need, to a great ex tent, for students of CCA to use a privaie automobile.

OBJECTIVE 2

USE THE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM AS A MEANS FOR GUIDING DEVELOPMENT
AND IMPROVING THE ENVIRONMENT, '

Policy 2.2 : _
Reduce pollution, noise and energy corsumption.

The proposal will locate future student housmg in close p7oxzmzty to CCA and future retail development,
This location will facilitate walking and bicycling as a chief means of mobility, thereby reducing poll ution
generated from automobile traffic.

oL ARENNG DEFRRTEEENT 2112



Resolution No. 18850 - | o CASE NO 2011, 13817
Hearing Date: April 25, 2013 A . ‘ 1111 8% Street .

ARTS ELEf\i‘IEN‘T

OBIECT_[VE 12

' INCREASE .THE CONTRIBUT‘ON OF TH:: ARTS TO THE ECONOMY OF SAN
FRANCISCO. -

Pohcy I—Z 1 ,
Encourage and promote opportunities for the arts and artists to contrlbute to the economic
development of San Franusco ' ' '

The proposal will aid in the contrzbutzon of the arts to the Szzn Francisco economy in that the expanded
CCA facilities will require the employment of artists and designers as faculty and lecturers. The proposal .
will also train future. mdzmduals involved in the arts and students and employees of CCA will also’
contribute to the ecoriomm y by participating in arts related busznesses ,

OBJECTIVE II-3 -

PROMOTE ARTS EDUCATION PROGRAMS THAT REFLECT THE CULTURAL DIVERSITY
OF SAN FRANCISCO

- Policy II-3.1
‘Encourage arts education offerings in the cormnu.mty and the schools to include art and artists
from many cultures. : ' '

' The arts educational offerings at CCA mclude multi- c¢ltural arts educatwn The proposal will faalztate an'
"mcreuse in J e instructional and learmng faczlztles that can provide this arts education,

OB]ECTIVE V-2

s SECURE NEW SOURCES OF REVENUE FOR THE ARTS,
Policy V—Z 3 :
Reduce or eliminate, whenever poss1ble City-imposed costs associated w1th producmv the arts
by non-profit organizations and educat'xonal mstltutlons
The proposa[ allows the Zoniﬁg Administrator to authorize tempomry structures within the SUD without
a public hearing, provided the structure is occupied by a use allowed by.the SUD. This provision of the .

proposal will eliminate any posszble future heanng costs that ccA mtzy hzzve mcurred Jor the establishment
. ofa tempor ury use. : . :

OBJECTIVE VI-1 -

ﬁ-’fﬁﬂﬁcﬁ@ E;EPARTHEEHT - o 6
; | S 2118



 Resolution No. 18850 I ' CASE NO 2011 1381'?2 .
. Hearing Date: April 25, 2013 _ : - B S ‘“E‘E‘ES Street

' SUPPGRT THE COHTINUED DEYEE,G?‘VEENT AND E‘RESER‘JA’EION OF ARE‘ESTS' é.ND
&Q’{TS OKGAI&EZ ATIONS' SFACES.

Foiic'y VI-L11T : :
Identify, recognize, and support ems‘mcr arts CI‘.JSteI‘S and Wherever posmtle, encourage the
deveiopment of clusters of arts facﬂltles and arts relared busirnesses throucr}‘ out the city.

The g roposal allows for CCA to contri Zvufe to the existing, Mission/Poirero gmem! clustﬂr of arts activities.
Given' the properties- within the proposed SUD, arts- rela;ea‘ businesses and commercial and retail
' eqtablzef'mmts can ﬁnd a ready market for their goods and services and may locate and prosper ir the area.

AR QG&LET‘{ ELEME&E?:

- Objectives and Policies
OBJECTIVE 3

DECREASE THE AIR QUALFE'Y IMPACTS OF DEVELOPME NT BY C GGRDINATLON QF
LAND USE AND TRA“&ISPQR TATION DECIQEOXS

Policy 3.2: , ‘ : .
Encourage mixed land use development near transit lines and provide retail and other types of
service oriented uses within walking distance to m'mim_ize automobile dependent development.

The proposed SUD will permit student housing in an area that is ukely to be developed with & wide mix of
uses. This mix of uses within walking and bicycling proximities will help to minimize pollution and other -
negative externalities from private automebile use.

SHOWPLACE SQUARE/ POTRERO AREA PLAN
Obj ec_tives and Policies’

(}B;ECTVF 2.4
LOWER THE COST OF THE PRODUCTION GE HGUSING

POLICY 244
Facilitate housing produc’u{m by =1r‘1phfv1no the'approval process Wherever possible.

The proposal establishes the LUMU (Ur ban Mued Use) zoning district standards for physwtz] development, '
entitlement and zmpaa t fees, thereby providing certaiuty about zzpproval processes for amy future sruderzt ’
housing development within the SUD,

OB}ECTEVEZS
PROMOTE HEALTH THROUGH RESID;:NTIAL DEVEEOPMEN’E DESIGN AND
EGCAXTION

POLECY 251

PELARNMNIKG DEFARTMMENT

SAN FRANCISCD . : 21 1 4 : . ) , 7



Resolution No. 18850 o I _ CASE NO 2011,1381TZ
" Hearing Date: April 25,2013 - , i . , 1111 8" Street

Consider how the produchon of new housmg can 1mpr0ve the conchtlons reqmred for health of
San Francisco residents,

. The proposal will allow the siting of student haus’iﬁg in close pi'oximity to the insﬁu:ctl;onal facilities of-

CCA. This benefits the health of ot only existing San Fr ancisco residents but of the incoming students in
that the mcommg students will rely on private automabzle trzps to a lesser degree given: the proximity of
CCA and future retazl dezzeiopmam

OB]ECTIVE 7.1

o PROVIDE ESSENTIAL COMMUNITY SERV—CES AND FACILITIES

" POLIGY7.1.2

Recognize the value of emstmg facxhties, including recreational and. cultural fa@htles and
support their expansion and continued use.

The chief i of the proposzzl is to facilitate the continued operation of CCA while promdzng a 7egulatory
scheme for potentzal fui‘ure expunswn

The proposed amewdments to the Planning Code are consistent with the elght Pnorlty 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 proposal will have no adverse effect upon the existing neighborhood serving retail uses as the proposed_
SUD does not impede future retail developmmt or propose ummediate de*oelopment of retail uses.
© 2. That ems’ang housmg and nmghborhood character be conserved and protected in order to
preserve t the t:ultural and economic dlverSIty of our neighborhoods;
The proposal does 1ot alLer the existing nezghborkood character as the immediate character is of an
educational institution and its fualltzes and physical plant. ' '
3. That the City’s supply of a_fforda'ble housing be preserved and enhanced;
The proposal does 1ot affect the supply of aﬁ[ordqble housing.
- 4. That commuter traffic not impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or
newhborhood parkmg,
The proposed SUD will niot impede Muni transit service or overburden streefs or neighborhood parking as
- the SUD proposes to locate student housing in walkmg distance ﬁom the corresponding znstmctzona]
_ factlltzes -
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
SAN FRAKCISCO ' . : o 8

PLANNING DEPARTMENT ) ) ) 21 1 5



'Resolution No. 18850 ' - - CASE NO 2011.13817Z
Hearing Date: April 25, 2013 . - ' it 8ﬂf Street

329} iov*nen’t and ow*tersm m fhese se&ors be e?hqpced
P

‘Spécial Use District allowing student hovsing.

The proposal does not fzzrz itate tke dze;jlncemem of z*zduQ*rzal or service secior activity due to corwe?cizzf
office developmert mt’zci’, it assists ir the continued opeﬂztwfz ofa posL—seLondary educational azstztuhon

That the City achieve the greatest pOSSLbIe preparnér*ess to prmect against m]ury and locs of hfe:
in an earthquake; :

"713 proposed ordinance has no effect upon the City’s ability to przpare and protect aga.nc m]ury and loss
of life in an earthquake.

That the landmarks and historic bmldmgs be precerved

The p?opocal does mot affecr oy landmark or historic buzldmos

That our parks and open. =:pace and their access to sunlight and vistas be pmtected from

development;

The proposal does not affect parks or open space as it is an amendment to the Planning Code to add a

v

a

Further, for the foregoing reasons and based on the facts presented, the Commission finds, pursuant to

Section

302, that the public necessity, convenience, and general welfare require the adoption of this

legislation. |

NOW T‘HEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Comus<10n '1ereby recominends that the Be}ard of
. Supervzsurs ADOFPT the proposed Orcimanco '

2013,

I ‘hereby ce*tlfy that the 1’:c>regomU esolution was ADOPTED by the Planning Commission on April 25,

Jonas lonin

Acting Commission Secretary "

AYES;

Commissioners Hillis, Fong, Antonini, Moore, and Wu
NAYES: None
ABSENT: * Commissioners Borden, Sugaya

ADOPTED:  April 25,2013

- - Attachments: EXHIBIT A (P‘ropoée’d Ordinance introduced by Supervisor Cohen)

gﬁéﬁéﬁ%‘é :sssml . v 2116
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Executive Summary
Planning Code Text and Map Change
| HEARING DATE: APRIL 25, 2013

. Date: April 18, 2013
Case No.:. 2011.1381TZ
Project Address: 1111 8% Street
Zoning: . PDR-1-D (Productlon D1str1but1on Repair: De51gn)
Prbposed sup: Art & Design Educational Special Use Dlstnct
. Height{Bulk: - 58X
Block/Lot: 3808/004; 3820/002, 003; 3913/002, 003
Project Sponsor: . Supervisor Malia Cohen '
Staff Contact: Diego R Sénchez — (415} 575-9082

: dleU'O sanchez@sfcrov org.

. Recommendation: Approval to Board of Superwsors

PROJECT DESCRIPTION -

The pro_posed' Ordinance would -amend the Planning Code to establish the Art & Design ’Edueatiorial

1650 Mission St
Suite 400

San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479

Reception:
415.558.6378
Fax:. -
415.558.6409

Plaﬁning,
Infarmation:
415.558.6377

Special Use Districi for the property at 1111 8* Street (Lot 004 in Assessor’s Block 3808; Lots 002 and 003 -

in Assessor’s Block 3820; Lots 002, 003 in Assessor’s Block 3913). The amendment will facilitate the
continued operation of the California Collewe of the Arts (CCA) while providing a regulatory scheme for
potential future expansion, :

The proposed Special Use District W111 perrmt Post -Secondary Educatxoral Instxtutlons as of right and
without use size limits, will allow. Student Housmg within the SUD and would allow the Zording
- Admirsistrator to authorize temporary structures without pubhc hearmg provided the structure. is
occupied by a use allowed by the SUD.: -Any housmg prolect within the SUD will be subject to the
standards for development, project review, entitlement process and impact fees of the UMU (Urban

Mixed Use) zoning dlstrlct In-addition, an absolute maximum of 750 beds will be allowed within the -

-entire SUD,

SITE DESCRIPTION AND PRESENT USE

The primary building within the San Francisco cémpué of the California College of the Arts is located at
1111 8% Street, which is on thé east side of 8% Street between Hooper and Irwin Streets, Lot 003 in
Assessor’s Block 3820. However CCA also owns propertxes adjacent to the 1111 8% Street property and
the total of property owned in the area is in excess of 6.7 acres.. These properties are located on 15% Street,
between De Haro and Carolina Streets; on Hooper Street between 7™'and 8% Streets; on 7 Street, between
Hooper and Irwin Streets; and on Irwin Street between' 7% and: 8 Streets. The propetrties are located

within the PDR-1-D (Production, Distribution and Repair - Design) Zoning District and 58-X Height and

Bulk District. These properties contain teaching and learning spaces, faculty and student centers, the main
San Francisco campus, a vacant lot and admmlstratwe offices.

w.wv.sféﬂp{y iNg.org



Executive Summary | . © CASENO.2011.13817Z
Hearing Date: April 25, 2013 - o . - 1111 8" Street

SURROUND]EG PROPERTTESKN’D* NEIGHBORHOOD - -

The area surrounding the project site, wh11e featunng a number of different uses, is li ght industrial in.
character. The majority. of buildings are one- and two—story bulldmgs that provide no front setback.
Retail and/or wholesale establishments are found in. the area, and the retail establishments are either .
eating - and_ drinking establishments or establishments that sell goods for the home or restaurant.

Educatxonal institittions are also located within the area. Properties in the area are zoned PDR-1 D

(Production, Dlstrlbutlon, Repair: Design), PDR- 1-G (Productlon, Distribution, Repau' General) UMU
_ (Urb.an Mixed Use) and MB-RA (Mission Bay Redevelopment Area).

ENVIRON MENTAL REVIEW _
The Pm)ect is covered under the Addendum to the Eastern NelgththoodS Rezonmg and Area Plans
Final EIR. : :
- HEARING NOTiFlCATION . _
' TYPE ! ~ REQUIRED "REQUIRED _ f'bf_ TACTUAL . . [ ACTUAL
- v | ¢ PERlOD 'NOTICE DATE * |  “NOTICE DATE ' | PERIOD
Cla551f1ed News Ad 20 days April 5, 2013 - B April 5, 2013 20 days
Posted Notice | none | n}a ' nla nla
Mailed Notice { 10days April iS, 2013 April 5, 2013 | 20 days

PUBLIC COMMENT

The Planning Department received two letters in support of the Special Use District.

ISSUES AND OTHER CONSIDERATIO‘\IS

The California College of the Arts submitted an Instltutwnal Master Plan for acceptance by the
Planning Comimission, pursuant to Plannmg Code Section 304.5. Planning Code Section 304. 5
requires post-secondary institutions to have an Institutional Master Plan (IMP) on file with the
Planning Department The IMP provides a descnptlon of the institution’s physical plant and
employment, affirmative action program, ownershlp of propertles throughout the City and
County of San Francisco, services provided and populatior, parking availability and other

relevant general information. The purpose of the IMP is to provide this information to the
" Commission and the public. The IMP is available for public review, and has been posted on the

-Planning Department’s website, Any proposed chaniges in land use described in an IMP would

‘require separate review and approval by the Planmng Comrmssmn and/or Department staff, as
. applicable.

~ Removing the use size limitation of 20,000 square feet on Post—SecondaJ:y Educatlonal Institutions
_ allows the California College of the Arts to proceed with enlarging existing buildings or'adding

new buildings to the San Francisco Campus without first providing Student Housmg, allowing
the California College cf the Arts ﬂex1b1hty in any expansmn plans.

SAN FRANGISGD - ’ i 2
PLANNING DEPARTMENT '- - 21 1 8 B



Executive Summary o © CASENO.2011.1381Tz
He'aring Daie: April 25, 2013 - _ o 1111 8" Streef

®

’I‘he eXISﬁng PDR 1D LOI’LEIIC' dlsfrzct does not allow housing of any type. The proposed SUD
allows Student Housmg and reqmres any future Student Housmg to follow the physzcal.

_development standards, entitlement processes and development impact fee schedule of the UMLJ .'

(Urbari Mixed Use) zoning district, a zoning district int close proximi ty The SUD also limits the

' 'number of Student Housing beds/umts within the SUD to 750, . prowdmg certamry to the

corrtmuru‘y and Planning Department about the intensity of future Student Housmc

: development

- REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION
N The Comumission may apprmre, or apprmre in part or dzsapprove the proposed Planning Code Text
Amendment and Zoruncr Map Change ‘

'BASISFCOR RECG?&?&@ERDAT?DFE

C e

Prowdmcr the commmlty and the Pl lanmrg Department with fo ‘eseen . expansion plans s, '~
beyond being requued by the Planning Code, a good faith gesture to the community and
informative to the Planning Department’s and the City's longer range plannmg efforts for the -

" area and the economlc sector.

The prop osed sUD prowdes a reasonable legislative solution to allow the expansion of a long
established academic use that reinforces San Francisco’s roie asa creative and educational city.

The ploposed SUD, whtie ailowma ﬂembuty W1th1n existing zonmg, utilizes existing
development standards to regulate future development,

The propdsal is, on balahce, consistent with the General Plan.

RECOMMENDATION: » >App ovﬁi o the Boa_td of Supervisors of Text and Map Changes to the

Planning Code to create the Art & Demgn Edt_catmnal Spe‘:mi Use
District.

SAN FRANCISCO 3.
PLANMING DESARTMENT ! ‘ M ., 21 1 9 -




" Executive Surnmary e , | . CASE NO.2011.13817Z

Hearing Date: April 25, 2013 S e _ o ' 1111 8™ Street
' Attaéhm€n§ Chiecklist
: EI Exédltive Summary - N | & Proposed Ordinance

- @ Draft Cdﬁmission Resolution

IZI Eﬁvironmen_talfbeteminaﬁoﬂ :
- X zoning District Map
I:I Héigl;lt &’Buik Map

X SUDMap
& Parcél Map
Eﬂ S:anBom-Map "

' @__Aerial Pho-tos

10\

.'Pian.ner"s z‘_mh:;,ls\ ’

. Exhibits above marked with an “X” are included in this packet

DRS: G:\DOCUMENTS\RezoningU 111 8th StreefiCommission Packef1 111 8th Strea! EXécuﬁve Summary.doc -
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Parcel Map

Text and Map Change

Case Number2011.1381 TZ
Art & Design Educational SUD
1111 8% Street |
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Aerial Photo

Text and Map Change
Case Number 2011.1381 TZ
Art & Design Educational SUD
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Special Use District Map
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Addendum to Environmental Impact Report | oo Hission S
. . : - - B B ' B : $an Francisco. -
Addendum Date:  September 26, 2012 (CASOZTS

Cuse No.- 2011.1381E . ' ' © Recepton

. Project Title: Art & Design Educational qpecml Use District (1111 8th Stleet) ' 415.558.6378
EIR: _ Eastern Nelghborhoods_ Rezoning and Area Plans Final EIR . B Fa
' SCL No. 1984061912, certified August 7, 2008 S ' 415.558. 5409
Zoning: : PDR-1-D; 58-X Heiglt and Bulk Disirict - ‘ _
Block/Lots: ~ 3808/004, 3820/002, 3820/003, 3913/002, 3913/003 : pag
Lot Size: varies 415.558.6377

Project Sponsor:  Supervisor Maha Cohen Dlstrlct 10
- Sponsor Contact:  Andrea Bruss, Legislative Aide, 415554, 7670
Lead Agency: San Francisco Planning Department
Staff Contact: Michael Jacinto - 415.575.9033 '
michaeliacinto@isfeov.org

The purpose of this Addendum to the Eastern Neiéhborhocids Rezoning and Area Plans Final EIR is {o
substantiate the Plarning Department’s determination that no supplemental environmental review is
required for the proposed “Art and Design Special Use District” legislation (Board of Supervisors File-
No. 111278) because the environmental effects of implementation of this legislation have been adequately
analyzed pursuam to the Califorrida Environmental Quality ACL _("CEQA”) in a Final Environmental
Impact Report (“FEIR") previousls y prepared for the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans
_project. This' memorandum describes the proposed legislation’s relationship to the Eastern
Néighborhood_s Rezoning and Area Plans FEIR and Showplace Square/Potrero Hill Area Plan, analyzes
-the proposed legislation in the context of the previous environmental review, and summarizes the
‘potential ervironmental effects'that rmay-occur as a result of implementing the legislation.

PROPOSED LEGISLATION , _
The project is:proposed legislation that would amend the San Francisco?larining Code by adding Section
249.66 to create the Art and Design Special Use District (“SUD”). The SUD would apply to five lots on
three blocks in the Showplace Square/PotrerQ Hill area of San Francisco, The amendment would facilitate
_continued operatian of the California College of the Arts (“CCA”) and pfovide a regulatory scheme for'a
‘potential future expansion of the campus, including permittir.g student housing which would be limited
to 750 beds on any parcel within the SUD boundaries. The proposed ordinance would also amend the
San Francisco Planning Code Sectional Map SUO08 of the City and County s Zoning Map to reflect the
creation of the Art and Design .Special Use District. The legislation further stipulates that for any
potential housing project within the SUD, standards for developmient, project review, entitlement
process, and impact fees of the Urban Mixed Use (“UMU") district would apply.!

PROJECT CESCRIPTION

 Background

" The Eastern Newhborhoods Rezonmg and Area Plans Project was adopted in December 2008. The Project
was adopted in part to support housing development in some areas previously zoned for industrial uses,

See Planning Code Section 843 et seq. for rnore information.

2126



wh:le preservmg an adequate supply of space for emstmg and future production, distribution, and repair
“("PDR” or generally light industrial) employment and businesses. The project established new zoning
‘districts that permit PDR uses exclusively; in combmatlon with comniereial uses; in districts mixing

residential and comntercial uses and residential and PDR uses; as well as new residential- only districts. . -

The ‘zoning districts replaced existing mdustnal comrercial, residential single-use, ‘and mixed-use
districts. The PI‘OJeCt also resulted’ in amendments to height and bulk districts in some ‘areas to
accom modate ant1c1pated resxdentlal and commerc1a1 growth '

“In conjunction with the Plannmg Code amendments the Pianrung Department developed area plans for

the East South of Markéet Area’ (”East SoMa”), the Mission, Showplace Square/Potrero Hill, and the
‘Central Waterfront for inclusion in the General Plan. These area plans address policy-level ssuies
pertaining’ fo land use, transportatlon urban design (ircluding building heights and urban form), open
space, housing, hlstonc resources, ‘community facilities and economic development. The overarching
objective of the Eastern Nelghborhoods Area Plans is to address key policy objectives that both ensure a =
~ stable future for PDR businesses in the city, mainly by reserving a certain amount of land for PDR use
and alsg prov1de a substantial amount of new housing, particularly affordable housing in appropriate ;
areas that create complete naghborhoods” by provn:lmg appropriate amenities and services for area
zesidents and workers, oo

"Duuntr the Eastern Ne1ghborhoods adoption phdce the Plannlng Commission. held pu"*hx_ hearings to
-consider the various aspects of the proposed area plans, and Planning Code and Zoning' Map'
‘amendments. On August 7, 2008, the Planning Commission certified the Eastern NGIthOIhOOdS Final’
EIR by Motion 176592 and adopted the Preferred Project for final recommendation to the Board of
Supervisors. The mayor signed the final legislation an December 19, 2009,

Final Environmental impact Report

The Eastern Neighborhoods Final EIR is a comprehensive, programmatic document that analyzes the
environmental effects of implementing the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans, as well as
the environmental impacts under several alternative zoning scenarios: The Draft EIR evaluated three
rezoning alternatives (“Options 4, B and C”), two community- proposed alternatives that focused largely
on the Mission District, and a "No Project” alternative. The alternatives varied in the amount of potential
area-wide land supply that would be zoned for PDR, mixed-use or residential use compared to existing
: cond1t1ons at the time. Optlon A retained the greatest amount of land supply: for PDR use ‘within the
. 2,300-acre plan area; Option 'C the least, and designated comparat:vely more expansive areas of :

- residential and mixed-use zoning throughout the Eastern Neighborhoods and a. lesser amount of land

. area exclusively for PDR use. Option B sought to balanice the disposition of land uses between Options A

‘and C. The alternative selected, or the “Preferred’ Project”, was analyzed in. the EIR’s Response to
Comments document and represented a combination of Options B and. C, The Planning Commissicn
adopted - the Prefeired. Project after - fully comidermg 1ts environmental effects and the various
alternatives discussed in the FEIR. :

The Final- EIR included analyses of environmental issues assoaated Wlth amended use and height
districts and new General Plan policies including: land use; plans and policies; visual quality and urban
‘deswn* population, housing, business activity, and employment (growth inducement); hansportanon
noise; air quahty, parks, recreation and open space; shadow; archeological resources; historic
architectural resour ces; hazards; and other issues not addressed in the prev1ously issued initial study for
.the Eastern Nexcrhborhoods prcqect No specific development pro]ects were analyzed or as part of the
FEIR. - -

Case No. 2011.1381E Addendurm to Environmental Impact Regort
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This addendum reviews the proposed SUD legislation in the context of the analysis of the FEIR’s land
use-{zoning) and- height-district-al ernatltr'ea listed above.-Any future projects-that could entail a CCA-
Campus expansion, changes of use or new uses on the campus, or alterations to existing buildings on ‘the
campus that adoption of the SUD would facilitate are unknown at this time because no sucl prajects are
proposed. Future prO}ECtS would be subject to project- cpecrftc envxrorrnental review,

SPT"EE\;‘*"

Project Location

The project site is located in the S‘rowplace Squa e/Potrero HIH area of San Francrsco The proposed sSuD
would apply to five lots on three blocks ‘within an area ger érally defined by 7th, 8th, Irwin, Chaniel,
De Haro, and 15th Sireets in the Showpiace chare Design Drstnct (see Frvure L 1"1 O}ect Location Map):

Assessor Block 3913, Lot 003 is located at. 30 50 Ibth Street The lot. has frontages on Berry and
15th Streets. The lot accomumodates a 3,950-square-foot, two story building constructed in 1910 that
accommodates CCA’s graduate writing lab. Immediately adjacent, on Lot 002 at 80 Caroliria Street is a
24,000-square-foot, two-story bulldmg thataccornn odates CCA’s student center.

The building located on Assessor Block 3808 Lot 004, at 184 188 Hooper Street, is or an irregularly-
shaped block bounded by Hooper Street to the south, 8th Street to the west, Channel to the north and 7th
Street to the east. The three-story buﬂdhrg, constructed in 2008, comprises 21,350-square-foot of building
area which CCA currently uses for its graduate center. - ': ' :

The building located on Asseestat Block 3820, Lot 002, at 1140 7th Street/450 Irwin Street, was builf in 1351
and was originally used as a maintenance shop by Greyhound Lines, The 120_,000—5truare-foot building is
located on the east side of 8th Street between Hooper and Irwin Streets and functions as CCA’s primary
campus building and includes studio and fabrication spaces, class rooms and a lecture hall. To its
northeast on the same block is lot 003. This approximately 101,705-square-foot lot was formerly occupied
by a Greyhound Bus Lines maintenance facrhty is currently vas.apt ard is characterized by a large, flat
concrete pad.? ' '

CCA Use Characteristics® : : :

California College of the Arts was founded in 1907 in the East Bay to provrde an education for artists and
designers mtegrat_nc both art theory and - ‘practice. ‘Since jts inception in the early 1900s, CCA has
developed two campuses - one in Oakland and one in San Francisco. The Oakland campus, located in the
Rockridge dls‘-mcL accommodates CCA’s entire frrst year proc'ram aswellasa selectron of underfrraduate

2 On January 13, 2012, CCA submitted an application for a lotline adjustment to the Departm’ént of Public Works to
merve Jots 002 and 003 on this blodk into a single parcel. Email communication with David Meckel, CCA Director

- of Research and Planmng, January 27, 2012, available for review in Case File No. 2011.1381E at the Planning
Department 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Franc1sco CA '
In.formatron related to CCA's use charactenstu:s cited from hitp://www.cca.edu, drgltallv accessed February 1, 2012;
ernail communicatiori with David Meckel, CCA Director of Research and Planning, January 27, 2012; and Dream
Big, California College of the Arts Strafegic Plan 2010-2015, available for review in Case File No. 2011.1381E &t the
Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, Sar Francisco, CA. - :

Case No, 2011.1381E Addendum to Environmental Impact Revort
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' departmel‘ ts. Starting in the 1980s, CCA used leased space for its architectuire and design programs and

- since 1996 has had-a permanent campus- in-San Francisco. CCA-offers studies in 2T undergradiate and
sevenn graduate majors in the areas. of fine arts, architecture, design, and writing. The San Francisco -
campus has about 177,560 square feet of space. The Oakland campus has 193, 670 square feet of space.
Both campuses are connected by &_ee trans-bay shuttles that operate while classes are in session. :

As of Fall 2011, CCA’s total enrollment is 1,965 students. About 75 percent of these students are
undergraduates (e.g., 1,475) and the remaining 25 percerit {490) are graduate students. First year students
(426) are typically based in Qakland, Grad students (490) are typically based in San Francisco. CCA
estimates the Oakland/San Frarcisco split in students and facility usage to be 40 percent irt Oakland and
60 percent in San Francisco. Using that as a guide, the Oakland campus’ student load is about 786
- students; the student load in San Francisco is about 1,171 students. Using the same formula for CCA’s
' 520-person faculty, of which one-third are full-time faculty and two- thirds are part-time, the Oakland
campus has a 200-person faculty and San Francisco has a faculty of 320..CCA’s Oakland staff is
apprommately 109 persons. CCA staff in San Francisco is about 115 percons All of CCA’s owned
,housmg is in Oakland (250 beds). CCA leases some housirg in San Francisco (about 45 beds). CCA’s
2010-2015 Strategic Flan calls for modest growth exceeding 2,000 students by year 2015.¢ Smce the year
2000, CCA’s hlstonc growth pattern has averaged about 80 s’-udents per year,

Vicinity Land Uses :

Land uses in the vicinity of CCA include showrooms wholesale interior-design-related estabhshments
galleries, light industrial businesses, offices, a public park, residences (including live/work), retail uses,
stor age, transportation and utility services, fleet parkmg lots ard warehouses.

Land uses to the west and northwest of CCA, west of De Haro Street, and north of Berry and Division
Streets incdlude -gallery, retail and showroom, light industrial, warelouse distribution and warehouse
retail. The Caltrain right-of-way rung along 7th Street beneath Interstate 280 to the east of CCA,
demarcat'ing Showplace Squiare frora Mission Bay. The block to. CCA’s south (bounded by Hubbell, 8th,
Irwin, ard 7th Streets) contains predominantly industrial and warehouse-based uses. Along Hubbell
Street, from southwest to northeast, arei Axis Cafe (restaurant); parking for AT&T service trucks;
* Paganini Electronic Corporation (light ir;ldusfrial)ﬁ Nibbi Brothers Contracting (office); and Economy

Restaurant letures (warehouse/reta'l)

To its southwest on the block bounded by hubbell, 16th and 7Lh. Streets, the Planning Commission
_recnmly approved a project on a currently vacant site that entails construction of approxxmdtely
470 residential units, 15,000 sq. ft. of ground-floor retail and restaurant uses, and appr roximately 8,000 sq.
ft. of small enterprise workspace space m two bulldmos plus circulation and other COIMMON Areas on a
‘currently vacant site. The site will also contain an approximately O. 88-acre pubhc park, contingent on
. future City approvals, that would be developed by the apphcant in the Daggett right-of-way that bisects
the site.”

At 1150 16th Streﬂt, the Planmnc Commission recently authorlzed pw}ect that would result in
demolition of the site’s existing single-story building and construction of two adjoined, mixed-use

Drenm Big, nhforma College of the A, t5 Strategic Plast 2010-2015, pg. 4. Available for review in Case File No.
. 2011.1381E at the Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street Suite 400, Sar: Francisco, CA. & .

> 1000 16th Street Urban Mixed Use Project, Motion Ne. 18419, adopted by the Planning Ccm_m1ssmn July 28, 2011.
Available for review in Case File No. 2003 0527E at the Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San.
Francisco, CA. : .

* Case No.2011.1381E . I ' Addendum to Environm efvrczl Impact Rmo/r

S S
1111 8th Street , 2130 September. 26, 2012
AN FRANCISCO

PLANNING DERPARTMENT



buildings. The 1150 16th Street building. Would be a 58 feet tall structure containing ground ﬂoor retail

and 15 dwelhng units above. The adjommo 1201 8th Street buﬂdmg would be a 68 feet tall structure : -

_' contalmng ground floor retail and PDR uses above, The two buildings would share a basement level
- garage containing 14 re51dem1a1 parkma spaces and elg]“t commerc1a1 parking spaces and are connected
by a central stalrcase 5 -

The blocks further south and southwest of the pro;ect 51te beyond 17th Street, become progresswely
more residential, but also include the two-block Jackson Playground, Anchor Brewmg (light mdustnal)
fleet parkmg for Coach 21 buses (transportatlon s’corqge), and various ofﬁce and retail uses.

Reguiatcly Setfmg

Plannmg Code :
The subject propertles are located in the Productlon Dlstnbutmn and Repa1r 1, De51gn (”PDR 1,

Des1gn ) Use District. As stated in Planning Code Section 210.9, the intention of this district is to “retain
and encourage less-intensive productlon dlstrlbuhon, and repair businesses, especially the ex13tmg
clusters of deswn—related businesses. Thus, this district prohlblts residential uses and office, and limits,
retail and institutional uses. Additionally, this district prokibits heavy industrial uses, which generate
- external noise, odors, and vibrations and engage in frequent trucking activities. Generally, all other uses
are pem:utted In cons1dermg any new land use not con’cemplated in this District, the Zonmg
Administrator shall take into account the intent of this District as expressed in this Section and in the
General Plan.” Secondary schools, either public or private, other than a school having industrial arts as
its primary course of study are perrmtted if less than 20,000 square feet, without assumated housmcr
(Plannmg Code Sectlon 217(1)). Housing is not permitted. The proposed Ieglslatlon would therefore
eliminate the 20,000-square-foot use limitation for secondary arts schools and permit up to 750 beds of
housing within the bour: daries of the SUD.

_Student Housmcr Le'“rlslatlon

. On May 19, 2012 the Mayor signed an ordmance passed by. the Board of Superwsors amendmcr the
San Frarcisco Planning Code by 1) adding a new Section 102.36, to create a definition of Student
Housing; 2) amending Section 124, to create a new subsection (k), to permit addltlonal square footage'
above the ﬂoor area ratio limits for Student Housing projects in buildings. in the C-3-G and C-3-S

Districts, that are not designated as. Slgmflcant or Contributory pursuant to Artlcle 11; 3) amer: ding. -

Section 135(d)(2), to adjust the minimum open space requirements for dwelling units that do not exceed
350 square feet, plus a bathroom; 4) amending Section 207.6(b)(3), to exempt Student Housmg from the
unit mix requirement in RTO, NCT, DTR and Eastern Neighborhoods Mixed Used Districts; 5) amending
Section 307, to permit the conversion of Student Housing into residential uses, when certain conditions
are met; &) amendmg Sectiori 312, to require notice for a change of use to Group Housing; 7) amending
Section 317, to prohibit the conversion of residential units inté Student Housmc, except in specified
circumstances; 8) amending Secuon 401, to make conforming amendments 9) amending Section 415 3, to
make conformmcr amendments and to simplify the monitoring responsibilities of the Mayor s Office of
‘Housing; 10) amenc'hncr Tables 814, 840, 841, 842 and 843, to make conforming amendments; and 11)
making findings, including environmental fmdmgs and ﬁndmgs of con51stency with the priority policies-
-of Plannmg Code Section 101.1 and the General Plan. :

® 1150 16th Street Mixed Use Project, Motion No. 18579 adopted by the Plannmg Comrrusswn API'I 5, 2012. Avallable
" for review in Case File’ No. 2004.1004EKC. at the Plan.nmg Department 1650 stswn Street Smte 400,
San Frarcisco, CA
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This new_'defim'tion of Stiident HO'using is based on occupancy ard ownership or 'control and applieable
 citywide. The new Section- 1”02»36 _defines Student. Housing-as “a. living space. for students of aecredited
post-secondary educational institutions that may take the form of dwelling units, group  housing, or
single-room occupancy (SRO), and is owned, operated or otherwise controlled by an accredited post-
secoridary Educational Institution.” It establishes that "the use of Student Housing is permitted where the
form of housing is permltted in the underlying Zoning District in winch itis Iocated g

Plarning Code Section 307(j) creates a process to allow conversions of Student H’ou~=1nCY into other
residential uses. It provides that “[i]f a residential project no longer qualifies as Student Housing, the

Zoning Administrator may allow the conversion of the Student Housing to ariy permitted residential use
in the zoning district in which the Studént Housing is located, once the Zoning Administrator finds that
the converted Student Housing Has complied with any applicable Inclusionary Affordable Housing
Requirements, and that all other Planning Code reqmrements applicable to that residential use have been

met or modified througlh approprlate procedures.”

On the other hand, the adopted Ieglslahon pr0h1b1ts conversion of residential uses into Student Housm
with four limited exceptlons If the Student Housing would be owned, operated or controlled by a not-
for- profit, post-secondary educational institution, and (1) the residential use was built by the post-
secondary educational institution; (ii} the residential use is in a eonVent monastery (or similar reli&ious
order facility); (iii) the residential use is on a lot directly adjacent to the post-secondary educational
institution, so long a3 the lot has been owned by the post-secondary educatlonal institution for at least -
ten years as of the effective date of this ordinance; or (iv) as of August 10, 2010, it was owned, operated or
- otherwise controlled by a post- secondary educational institution that had an Institutional Master Plan on
file with the Planning Commission, and where the occupancy by those other than students at that date
was. Less than 20% of the total occupants. (See amended subsection: 317(f)(1).)

The adopted legislation rnakes other- chancres related to this new ‘definition of Student Housmo It
amends Section 135(d)(2), to adjust the minimum open space requirements for dwelling units that do not .
exceed 350 square feet, plus a bathroom; it amends Section 207(b)(3), to exempt Studenit Housing from
the unit mix reqmrement in RTO, NCT, DTR and Eastern Neighborhoods Mixed Used Districts; and it
amends Section 312, to require notice ‘for a change of use to Group Housing. It also makes conforming
amendments to Sec’aons 401 and 415.3 of -the Plannmo Code, and to Tables 814 840, 841, 842 and 843.

Any future student housmg w1th1n the proposed SUD would be regulated within this context and subject
to the above and any other Plannmc Code requirements, as applicable.

REMARKS
The Eastern. Nexghborhoods Rezonmg and Area Plans Fmal EIR 1dent1f1ed less-than 51gn1f1cant

environmental impacts in _the.followmg environmental topic areas: Visual Quality and Urban Design;
Population, Housing, Business Activity and Employment (Growth Inducement); Parks, Recreation and
Open Space; Mineral and Agricultural Resources; Wind; Utilities and Public Services; Biolovy;
Geology/Topography, Water; and. Energy and Natural Resources: The Final EIR found the following
effects that can be avmded or reduced to a_less-than-significant level with mitigation measures
incorporated in the following areas: Archeological Resources; Noise; and Air Quality. '

The .FEIR‘foun-d the followin'g: .é-igniﬁcant' and urfavoidablle'i'rnpacts. associated with the adoption of the

Eastern Neighborhoods zoning and area plans: Land. Use; Transportatior including traffic and transit;

Historic Architectural Resources; and Shadow,
) ’ A LT t
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As descubed under “Project Character1st1cs” on pg. 1 of thls Addendum, ’che proposed Artand Deswn
Spec1al Use Drstnct would entail ehmmatmg the current 20 ,000-squiare-foot maximum use size restriction
for secondary arts schools and permitting up to 750 beds of student housing within the boundariés of the
SUD. The proposed SUD would regulate proposed student housing based on controls adopted for the
UMU district, as set forth in Planning Code Section 843. The proposed SUD legislation would not amend
the sites’ existing 58-X Hewht and Bulk district. Becauise the SUD would rely on base zonirig within the
PDR1-D district and building envelope controls for student housing as part of the UMU district, the land
use characteristics of the proposed legislative amendment fall w1t111n the range Of aLtematlves mcluded in .
the Eastern \‘ezto'hborhoods Rezo1mg and Area Plans FEIR.

AI\EALYS?Q OF POTENT EAL ENV{RONMENTAF_ EFFECTS

San Frax .cisco Administrative Code Section 31.19(c)(1) states that a modlfled pl‘OjeC’E must be reevaluated
and that. “If, on the basis of such’ reevaluation, the Envlronrrental Review Ofncer determines, based on
the requirements of CEQA that rio additional environmental review is riecessary, this determination and -
the reasons therefore shall be noted in writihg in the case record, and no further evaluation shall be
r.equlred by this Chapter.”

CEQA. GuLdehnes Section 15164 prowdes for the use of an addendum to docuntent the basis of a lead
agency’s decision not to require a Subsequent or Supplemental EIR for: ‘a project that is aIreadV -
adequa LeIV covered in an existing certified EIR. The lead agency’s decision to use an addendum muist be
: supported by substantial evidence that the conditions that would trigger the prep_arahon of a Subsequent
. EIR, as provided in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, are not present. '

Since certification of the EIR, no changes have occurred in the circumstances under which the original
proy;ct (e.g., zoning and map amendments and adoption of area plans) as currently proposed would be
implemented, that would charige the severity of the phj ysical impacts of implementing the Showp ace
Square/Potrero Hill Area Plan as explained herein, and no new information has E'r‘erged that would
materially chanoe the analyses or conclusions set forth in the FEIR,

Further, the proposed legislative amendment as demonstrau:d below would not result In any new
51gnu1cant environmental impacts, substantial increases in the significance of prev1ouslv identified
effects, or necessitate implementation of additional or considerably different ml’aga’aon measures than
those identified in the FEIR. The effects associated with the legislative "amendment would be
substantially the same as those reported for the project in the Eastern Newhborhoods Rezoning and Area'
Plans F EIR The following discussion prowdes the basis for this concluswn '

Land Use Plans and Policies

According to data prepared in 2009 by the Planning Department land uses W1thm the Showplace
Squarell’otrero Hill Plan Area are residential (39%); vacant (15%); PDR/light industrial {12%); cultural,
educational, institutional (10%); mixed-use (3%); office (5%), retail/entertainument (4%); mixed-residential
(3%; and public/open space (3%).” Aside from CCA, there are two other extant educational institutions in
‘the .area: the American College of Traditional Medicine at 455 Arkansas Street and the California
_ Cuhnary Academy at 350 Rhode Island Street. Residential uses generally exist south of 16th and 17th
. Streets. '

! vShowpIn'ce Square/Potrero Hill Monitoring Report 2006-2010, San Francisco Planning Departfnent This document is
available for review in Case File No 2011.1381E at the Planning Departmen’r 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San
Francisco, CA. . :
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4.

CCA’s existing facilities and the proposed SUD is within an area that the Showplace Squa’re/Potrer'o Hill
Plan.Area identifies as the “Core Showplace Square Design District.” The overarching policy ob;ecnve in ..
thxs area is to ” protect meortant concentranon of demgn—onented PDR busmesses here, man y in hlstorlc
Prohlblt new re51dent1a1 development 8 PDR and related activities include arts actwﬁies perfor mance'
spaces, furniture wholesaling, and design activities — accredited schools and post-secondary educatlonal
'mstltutlons as well as res1denhal uses are excluded from thlS definition.?

The Eastern Nelghborhcod’s Final EIR evaluates land use effects based on three adopted criteria:
- whether a project would physically divide an existing commumty, conflict with any applicable land use
-plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with ]unsdlctlon over the project (mcIudmg but not limited to the_

general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of

avoiding or mitigating an e1w1ronmenta1 effect; or, have a substantial adverse impact on the existing

character of the vicinity.

‘ Ad.option of the proposed SUD would not disrupt or divide the surrounding community. The proposed

SUD legislation would eliminate thé current 20,000-square-foot use size limitation in the PDR-1-D district
“ within the mapped SUD boundaries as illustrated on Figure 1. It Would also permlt up to 750 beds of
student housmg on CCA parcels Wlthm the SUD '

Assessor Block 3820 Lot 002, the 2.3-acre (101 fOS—square foot) lot Iocated behind the existing CCA -
campus bu;ldmg is currently vacant. Eliminatirig the use size restriction on this parcel could facilitate a
_potential expansion/new construction of CCA facilities, which would represent a potential intensification
of land use compared to what is currently permitted and what currently exists at this parcel. While
~currently no building or campus expa_néion is proposed, any future building(sy size, volume, setbacks,
and general mass would be regulated by the pertinent Planning Code provisions, such as those related to
PDR-1-D districts inc'lu_c‘ling floor area ratios for non-residential uses, etc., in addition.to pertinent
provisions of the UMU district for student housing, as set forth in Planning Code Section 843 et seq.

In terms of land use compatibility,' adoptibn of the SUD could encourage the types of uses that already
exist at CCA in the surroundma v1c1n1ty - educational, institutional, admiristrative office, and nearby
residential uses. The CCA campus and its ancillary facilities would be expected to function and -
interrelate with surrounding land uses as they currently do without substantial dlSI‘upthl“l As stated in
" the Showplace Square/Potrero Hill Area Plan, the definition of PDR includes arts activities, performance
spaces, and design activities, among other things — activities integral to the scope and mission of CCA;
the proposed SUD legislation would permit student housing exclusively within the boundaries of the
SUD as an ancillary use to CCA. No housing would otherwise permitted by this or other legislation in
_the surrounding PDR-1-D district. Thus, the SUD is not anticipated to distupt or divide the
‘neighborhood, or result in any project-specific lard use impacts of greater severity than those reported in
‘the Eastern Neighborhoods FEIR. Further, adoption of the SUD would not conflict with any applicable
land use plan, pohcy, or-regulation adopted for the purpcse of avmdmg or mltlgatmg an environmental
effect. :

8 Showplace Square/Portrero Hill Area Plan, pg, 13. This document is available for review in Case File No. 2011.1381E
at the Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA.
’ Planning Code Section 102.2. o
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In the cumulative context, the Final EIR found that adoption of the preferred Eastern Neighborhoods use :
districts and zoning controls would restilt in a significant, adverse impact in the cumulative supply of
land for PDR uses and would not be mitigable without substantial change in use controls on land under "
~ Port of San Francisco jurisdiction. The finding was based on supply, demand and land use projections
- prepared for the Eastern Neighborhoods Final EIR; 1

The FEIR found that industrially-zoned land and PDR building space is expected to decrease over the
foreseeable f’u-ture ‘The use districts and zoning controls adopted as- part of the Eastern Neighborhoods
Rezoning and Area Plans project are expected to accommodate housing and primarily . management
information, and professional service land uses within the area over time. While the SUD would apply to
- CCA’s parcels, including the. 101,705- -square-foot vacant parcel where design- related FPDR uses’ are
permitted, potential increases in cultural, institutionial and educational space of upwards of 225,000 to
~ 260,000 square feet within the neighborhood were forecasted and envisioned as part of the local planning

_ process Addltlonaﬂy, ‘upwards of 2,600 housmg units are antlcxpated within the Plan aréa through the
~year 2025, Perrmttmg student housing within the CCA SUD would address residential demands
 generated by the institution as well as represent a portion of the areawide forecasted demand for this
N type of land use.

Because the type of housing that may be permitted is hrmted to student housing and because the
geography of the 5UD is confined to those parcels under control of and related to the California College
of fhe_ Arfé and not the surroundiﬁg PDR-1-D district at large,. implementation of the SUD would not
contribute in a considerable manner to the adverse, cumulative land use impact associated with the
" adoption of area-wide rezomng The cumulative land use effect of the proposed SUD would be therefore
less than considerable. '

, Transportatfon

Traffic. - . :

- The FEIR included a level of service analysus at 40 study mtersectwns thhln the plan area. Within
Showplace Square/Po’crero Hill, the FEIR included 15 study intersections and found significant, adverse
‘impacts would occur ‘at the following intersections: Seventh/Harrison, 13th/Bryant, 13th/Folsom, South
Van_ Ness/Howard/lBth Seventh/Brannan, Seventh/Townsend Elghth/Bryant Elghth/Harrlson
Third/César Chavez, Third/Evans, and César Chavez/Evans With the excephon of the intersections of
:DeHaro/Dlwswn/ng, Rhode Island/16th, and Rhode Island/D1v151on Streets, the FEIR identified no
feasible measires associated with the above intersection impacts to mitigate them to less-thart-significant
‘levels. Other  mitigation cited in  the FEIR- could include implementation’ of Intelligent Traffic

. * Management Systems {"ITMS”). shategles unprovement and enhancement of streets, promotion of

altemate mmeans of travel, and parking management to dlscourage dnvmv

' Implementatwn of the proposed SUD legislation would not dn:ectly generate new person or automobﬂe
trips. Subsequent development projects proposed w1thm the context of the SUD would be reviewed at a
project-level to determine trip generatlon assignment and mode split in order to determine the potential '
for future projects to result in operational impacts on ‘signalized intersections or cause ‘major traffic
hazards or contribute considerably to cumulatlve trafflc increases that w*ould cause detenoratlon in levels
of service to unacceptab}e levels.

O Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans Final EJR, p. 77. This document is available for review in Case File
- No. 2011.1381E at the Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, "Sui_te 400, San Francisco, CA.
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Transxt : .
Page 257 of the- Final EIR characterizes local tran51t service as follows - e

Showplace Square/Potrero Hill is. well-served by Mumni, except at the southeastern pornon of the
subarea. Almost all of the residents arid workers have access to a bus llne within a two-block
‘walking distance. However, relatively long héadways between buses and indirect lines limits the
usability of service. Moreover, the steep topography of Potrero Hill and the discontinuous street
network in some parts of the subarea can also be limiting in ‘terms of accessibility, as the closest
stop may not be easily reached by a direct route. Add1t1onally service is limited in the
southeastern portion of this subarea

In the vicinity of the proposed SUD, ’che north-south 19- Polk bus line traverses 16th Street with a bus stop

at Rhode Island Street, one block to the west of the proposed SUD; and the, 10- Townsend traverses
17th Street one block south of the proposed SUD with a bus stop at Wisconsin Street two blocks south of
the SUD. The éast-west 22-Fillmore bus lire runs along-Mission and 16th Streets west of Kansas Street,

along 17th Street be’fween Kansas and Conrecticut Streets, with a stop at Wisconsin Street one block

south of the proposed SUD, and then along 18th Street east to Tennessee and 3rd Streets. The 22- Fillmore

conmects CCA's campus with the 16th Street Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) station, about 1.3 miles to

the west. The 3rd Street Light Rail line runs north-south along 3rd Street, one-half mile east of the
campus. There are no transit stops directly in front of any of CCA’s buildings.™ -

As discussed under Use Characteristics on pg. 3 of this addendum, CCA operates a free shuttle service
for its students on weekdays between its Oakland and San Francisco campuses. In spring 2012, average
daily passenger counts from Oakland to San Francisco are: Mondays: 303; Tuesdays 344; Wednesdays:
307; Thursdays: 301; Fridays: 106. Fromn San Francisco to Oakland, passenger loads are similar: Mondays:
338; Tuesdays: 316; Wednesdays: 296."Thursdays: 268; Fridays: 105. ' '

Imp]emen’cahon of the 5UD would not directly affect transit use or the capac1ty of lines serving the
project vicinity. Any future proposal would be reviewed for its potenhal to cause a substantial increase in
transit demand that could not be accornmodated by adjacent transit capacity, result in unacceptable
levels of transit service, or cause a substantial increase in delays or operatmg costs such that significant
- adverse impacts in transit service levels could result. :

Pedestrians :
Page 262 of the Final EIR charactenzes area—wxde pedestnan condmons as follows

Although Showplace Square has become a center of the furmshmgs 1ndustry, many streets still

reflect the earlier industrial nature of the area, and many streets do not have sidewalks or
crosswalks, mcludmg portions of De Haro, Rhode Island, Henry Adams (Kansas) Vermont,
Ninth, Utah, and Berry Streets;. vehicles ranging from automobiles to large trucks often park
perpendicular to buildings where a sidewalk would otherwise be found, and trucks sometimes
partlally or completely block the sidewalks that do exist, interfering with ‘pedestrian circulation *
and forcirig pedestrians to.walk in the roadways. However, because pedestrian and traffic

-volumes are low, conflicts are relatively minimal. There are few signalized intersections in
Showplace Square except the northernmost portion. The combination of the above factors creates
relatively unfriendly conditions for pedestnans in the area.. '

Bus routes and bus stop locat10n5 were 1dent1fled on http //www sfmta com/cms/asyster 1/routelist. php, accessed
" March 1, 2012, -
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Sldewalks exist adjacent to the parcels wlthm the proposed SUD. Sldewalk widths 1 range from 9 feet on
 the north side of Irwin Street between 7th and 8th Streets'to up to about 20 feet in width oni the south side
of Hooper Street between 7th and 8th Streets. Average sidewalk widths are approxunately 13 feet.
Pedestrian volumes within and adjacent to the proposed SUD are low to moderate — CCA and nearby
- businesses generate foot traffic, primarily to and from transit stops- and other nearby businesses, In 2009, .
a pubhc plaza (e.g., parklet”) also known as Showplace Trlangle was installed as part of the City's:
- Pavement to Parks program a block southeast of CCA’s campus at 8th, 16th, and Wisconsin Streets, The
 parklet provides public seating and car-free open space for residents, employees and students. The
proposed SUD would not adyersely affect existing pedestrian conditions, result in the overcrowding of
neighboring sidewalks, create hazardous conditions for pedestnans or otherWIse interfere with

pedestrian acce551b1hty
Bicycle
As described on pg: 263 of the Final EIR,

Bicycle routes w1th separate bike lanes (Class II route) mclude Potrero Avenue (between 17th and
César Chavez Streets), and parts of Seventh, Eighth, Division, 16th, and César Chéavez Streets.

Class 11 routes ex1st on parts of Townsend Henry Adams (Kansas), 17th, Manposa 23rd, " - .

Kansas, and César Chévez Streets. Blcycle volumes.in the Showplace Square/Potrero Hill subarea
. were observed to be low, although during the p.m. peak period, a substanhal 11umber of
bicyclists were observed to be nc‘ung along 16th and 17th Streets and Potrero Avenue

Blcycle Route #40 is Iocated on 16th Street about a block south of the proposed SUD. Route #40 is part of
the citywide blcyde route network between 3rd and Kansas Streets. Also in the vicinity is Route #23. In

‘the southbound direction, this 'bicycle route extends from 8th and Market Streets to
Division/Townsend/Henry Adams Streets. In the northbound direction Route #23 extends from 16th and
Mississippi Streets to 7th and Market Streets. Both routes operate satlsfactorﬂy and bicycle trafﬁc
generally occurs w1thout major 1mpedances or safety problems 2

In terms of bicycle parkmg, CCA currently has 281 bicycle parkmg spaces, 85 percent of which are
mdoors During peak times, demand for blcycle parking exceeds existing supply.”® Adoptxon of the SUD
would not advetsely affect bicycle operations or result in hazardous conditions for cyclists. Any future
proposal would require a project-specific analysis of its effect on bicycle operations, as well as an
assessmenf of potenhal bicycle parklng dem and and code -requirements for onsite bicycle storage

" Parking : . : :
-~ San Francisco does not consider parkmg supply as part of the permanent physu:al environment and

therefore ‘does not consider changes in parking conditions to be environmental impacts as defined by
CEQA Parkmg ‘deficits are considered to be social effects, rather than impacts on the physical
environment' as defiried by CEQA. Under CEQA, a project's’ social impacts need not be treated as
swmﬁcant 1mpacts on the environment. Parking conditions are not static, as parking supply and demand -
varies frorn day to day, from day to night, from month to menth, etc. HenCe the availability of parkmg

Personal observation, site visit, February 10, 2012,

Emaxl comrmunication with David Meckel, CCA Director of Research and Planning, February 24, 2012, available
for rev1ew in Case Fﬂe No 2011 1381E at the Planning Depa_rtment, 1650 M1551on Street, Suite 400 San Francisco,
CA. _ . .
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spaces (or lack thereof) is not a permanent phys;cal condition, but changes over fime as peopie change

-their m: OdES and patterns N S

"As reported on pg, 265 of. the Final EIR, “on-street parkmg in the industrial and some commeraal
:porhons of Showplace Square subarea consists of a combination of parallel and perpendxcular spaces,
with irregular layout of the roadway, sidewalks, and parking areas prevalent. There are o city-operated
parking lots in the Showplace Square/Potrero Hill subarea. There are several prwate palklng famhtles '
mostly servmg employees and busmess customers and not pubhcly available.”

CCA currently has 23" off-street parkmg spaces af CCA’S student center bulldmg located at
80 Carolina Street. There are four additional off-street: spaces located behind the Graduate Center
building located at Carolina and Hooper Streets. Planning Code Section 151.1 includes a schedule of
permltted off-street parking spaces in Eastern Neighbort 1ood Mixed Use zoning distficts.. For post-_

secondary schools, the Planning Code permits up fo one space per each two classrooms; for arts activities . -

and spaces except theater or auditorium spaces, the Planning Code permits one for each 2,000 square feet
of occupled floor area, As part of any project-specific future environmental review, ant analysis of parkmv
supply, démand and Planning Code requirements based on the specific size and use characteristics of the

proposal as applicable, Would be prov1ded

Historic Architectural Resources

The Showplace Square/Northeast Mission Survey was conducted by Planning Department staff in
con]unctlon with the local firm of Kelley and VerPlanck as one of several planning studies used to inform
the implementation. of the Showplace Square and Mission Area FPlans. The Survey includes
" documentation and assessment of more than 600. individual properties that are located within the area
that is bounded approximately‘by- Duboce Avenue and Bryant Street to the north, 20th Street to the
sd‘uth "7th and Pennsylvania Streets to the east, and Shotwell and Folsom Streets to the west. The survey
results were adopted by the Historic Preservahon Commission on August 17, 2011.4 :

_Re(grardmcr the parcels within the boundaries of the proposed SUD, none of the five surveyed lots are
considered “eligible for listing on the California or National Registers of Historic Places. All of the
‘buildings, with excephon of 450 Irwin Street, were found 1ne11g1b1e In the case of 450 Irwin Street (Block
_ 3820, Lot 003), the survey ass1gned a status code is 7R, which means it was “identified in Reconnaissance -
Level Survey and not evaluated.” During the -'adoption proceedings, the Historic Preservation
Corﬁ"mission directed Planning staff to contact the bLilding owner to inform them of the Comrission'’s
" intent to adopt survey findings that the buﬂdmg is California Register eligible at a future hearing because
of its association with a notable architect (i.e., Skidmore, Owings and Merrill), and it is a good example of
early modern deSLgn. Table 2 presents the survey information for properties within the proposed SUD.

" The .Showplace SQuare / Northeast Mission Survey also identified the Heavy Timber and Steel Frame

.Brick Warehouse District within the surveyed area. This discontiguous district cfon“prises three sepérate
: Clusters of large keayy timber and steel-frame brick industrial buildings, most of which are desigried in
the American Commercial style. Cumulatively the district includes 16 buﬂdmgs constructed between
1894 and 1929 that are located within the boundarles of the Showplace Square survey area that includes
parts of the Potréro and Mission districts as well as the southwest corner of theSouth of Market Area.
The proposed SUD Woul‘d be located two blocks east of this district, conta_iris none of that district’s

4 Showplace Sguare/Northeast Mission Historic Resource Survey adoption materials, Historic Preservation Commission
Motion No. Olo4 This documert is available for review in Case File No. 2011. 1381E at the Plarining Department
1630 MLSSIOII Street, Sulte 400, San Franc15co, CA.
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contributory structures, and would not adversely affect, or materially impair the district's character
defining features or otherwise preclude its eligibility for listing on the California Register of Historical .

Resources. _
TABLE 2: SHOWPLACE SQUARE/ NORTHEAST MISSION SURVEY
* HISTORIC STATUS, SUD PARCELS '
Adcf_ress_; APN Su_i]d Date - Status Code | Architecture Integrity Gistrict Reso;.lrcg

184 Hooper 3808064_ 198 ez |2 + Jo. .. No

50 win | 3s0s002 | 1948 | 6z 1P s 0 ] No
[ 450 iwin 3820003 | 1951 | 7R R o 1o Potential
80 Carolina 3913002 | 1984 |6z 0 0o 0 T )
3015th 3913003 | 1910 . 6Z 2 4 o "o
.Not.es: N -

S‘tatus Code: Code used to determine eligibility for listing or designation. '52 means “found ineligible for the National Register,
California Register, or local designation, through survey evaluation.” 7R means “identified in reconnaissance level survey, not
evajuated.”- L : .

Architecture: rated from 1 fo 5. Ratings were only assigned to buildings.bu'ii‘t in of before: 1963, The best buildings, rated 4 and 5
represent a combined 8% of the building stock, with only 12 examples rated as 5, : . : : :

Integrity: Integrity, as it applies to historic preservation, is a measure. of retention of sufficient historic fabric and character-defining.
features to convey its historical significance. Ratings wers only assigned to.bulldings built in or before 1963. There are seven
aspects of integrity, and the scale of 1-7 is-shorthand for that list. The aspects are: Jocation, design, setiing, materials, workmanship, |
feeling, and association. All seven Gualities do not need to be present for eligibility as long as the overall sense of the past time and
place is evident, - o : - ' :
Source: San Francisco Planning Depariment, 2011,

The Eastern Neighborhoods Final EIR found that implementation of areawide zoning controls would

result in a significant, adverse environmental impact related ‘to histcrical resources. Demolition or

signiﬁca’nt alteratibn of buildings that are ideritified as historical reéoﬁi‘_ces, poten't'_i-al re;sources;, or age-
eligible properties could be anticipated to occur as a result of development subsequent to implementation

of the zoning and area pléns. The Final EIR indicates that sdch'i_mpe_i;ct_s could oceur individually (to

single ‘buildings) as well as cumulatively (to kriown or- potential historic “districs). Adoption of the
proposed SUD would riot adversely affect resources. The SUD would neither increase the severity of the

significant impact to historic architectural resources associated . with the Eastern Néighborh_oods

rezoniﬁg', nor result invri'ew OF substantiall_y differént effec'tsi ’I"hds, the SUD Would not contribute

considerably to adverse cumulative historic resowrce impacts identified in the Final EIR.

Shadow : : R : s :
Planning Code Section 295, the Sunlight Ordinarice, generally prohibits buildings greater than 40 feet tall
that woitld shade City parks (under the jurisdiction of the Recreation and Park Department), except
during early morning and late afternoon hours, if the shadow would adversely affect use of the park,
unless the Planning Commission de-te.rmines‘ that the effect would be ihs:ignificant. In'practice, therefore,
Section 295 acts as a kind of overlay that further limits heights and/or shapes of certain buildings around
protected parks: the Section 295 limit is in addition to the height limits in the Height and Bulk districts.
Privately-owned open spaces and those under the jurisdiction of other entities are not. subject to
Planning Code Section 295. - :
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Open space and recleauonal facilities under ]LIISdIC“‘lOI’l of the Recreatlon and Park Department in the
Showplace Square area. include. the Jackson. Pl ayground,-McKinley Square, Potrero Playground, and -
Potrero del Sol Park. The c}osest of these facﬂmes to CCA is }acLSOh Playgrouud about 775 feet to the
south. :

About 400 feet east of the propoced SUD, on the east sxde of 7th Street, east of the elevated [-280 ﬂyover
new parks and open spaces are prog"ammed within Mission Bay. These parks have not yet been
comr.pleted and ére not under Recreation and Park Department jurisdiction. These spaces are on land
‘referred to as M1551_0r1 Bay P7 and P9. Parcel P7 would acco;rmod_ate a future little league softball
diamond; P9 is programmed for passive open space.? '

As stated on pp. 2-3 of this addendum, CCA proposes no épeciﬁé buildings or 'carhpus exp,'ansion as part
of the SUD. Therefore, adoption of the proposed SUD would not result in any shadow effects. For
purposes of this addendum, the Planning Department prepared a preliminary shadow fan analysis to
determine the potential shading effects associated ‘with a potential build out of CCA’s vacamt.p'aréel
{Block 3808, Lot 002) within the SUD boundaries. Using a computer program, the study conservatively
evaluated a conceptual future building on that Iot to the existing 58-foot height limit with no setbacks.

The shadow fan indicates that a “code-compliant’®” building on Block 3808, Lot 002 would cast shadow
to the north crossing Channel Street in the morning on the winter solstice (December 21), wheri the sun is
the lowest in the skv and shadows are the longest. By noon that day, shadows would reach the eastern
edge of the intersection of 7th and Hooper Streets. By late afternoon, shadows could reach as far to the
northeast to pa_rcel P9 in Mission Bay. This parcel is located partially under, and adjacen't fo, the elevated
span of [-280. At this location, the elevated roadway is about 30-35 feet above grade and casts its shadow,
so it is not possible to evaluate specifically whether a potential building on the CCA campus would (or -
would nGt) contribute to shading that is already attributable to the I-280 ‘lvover, or whether potential
shadows would adversely affect the use and en]oyment of the potenﬂal soLtbaH diamond, which has not

yet been designed.”

Lhe mornmv on the summer solstice (June 21) 2 code—comphant” buﬂdmg on Block 3808, Lot 002
would cast shadow to the northwest and these shadows would fall onto the existing building on
450 Trwin Street. By noon on that day, when the sun is in the highest position in the sky and shadows are
shortest, shadows from a conceptual building could extend soufheastward across Irwin Street. By late
afternoon shadows would reach the eastern side of 7th Street.-Shading effects during the spring and fall
equirioxes, the seasonal periods when the earth is half way between its tilt to the north (for suminer) and
south (far w1nt°r), respectWﬂly, shading effects would fall within the range described above. ’ ‘

The Easterm Neighbort: oods Final EIR found that adophon of new use dlstrlct associated land ‘use
controls and implementation of the area plans could result in significant, adverse shadow impacts on the
following parks and open spaces: Victoria Manalo Draves Park, South of Market Recreation
Center/Eugene Frzend Recreation Center, Alice Street Comimunity Gardens, and South Park in East
SoMa; KidPower Park, Franklin Square, Mission. PlaygroLna Alioto Mini- Park, 24th and York Mini Park

'15 Mission Bay Open Space System Map, accessed February 23, 2012, via http: //1mss1onbayparks com/fumre php,

® The shadow study is based on z digital model of the subject lot, extruded to a maximum height of 58 feet above
street grade and for purposes of conservative analysis does not include setbacks or any type of architectural
articulation or building modulation. , :

CEQA Guidelines Section 15145 states, “If, after thorough investigation, a Lead Agency finds that a partlculal
impact 15 too speculative for evaluation, the agency should note its conclusion and terminate discussion of the

impact.”
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and the James Rolph Playground in the Mission; Potrera del Sol Park and Jackson Playground in
Showplace Square/Potrero Hill; and, Esprit Park, Warm Water Cove and Wood Yard Mini- Park in the .
Central Waterfrm t. Adoptron of the SUD would not contribute to or exacerbate shading on any of these
parks and open spaces. Any future development proposal over 40-feet in height would be subject to the
Planning Departments requirément to prepare a shadow study to evaluate pro]ec’&specrflc shading
impacts to comply with Planning Code Section 295 and CEQA. Implementation of the SUD would not
‘contribute in a considerable manner to the adverse shadow effects identified in the FEIR. Thus
cumulatwe shadow effects would be less than consrderable '

Hazards and Hazardous Waterials

"The vacant parcel within the proposed SUD at 450 Irwm Street (Block 3808, Lot 002) is under review by
the San Francisco Department of Public Health's (DPH) Local Oversight Program (LOP).*® The Local
Oversight Program provides remlatory oversight at Undercround Storage Tank release sites, in
accordance with state laws, regulations, and Regional Water Quality Control Board pohmes Accordmg
to DPH records, the. 450 Irwin Street parcel was formerly used by Greyhound Bus Lines as a bus
maintenance facility, - :

Based on prior investigations, DPH reports that the site had 13 underground storage tanks which were
removed in July 1993 ard i in February 2003. A number of assessments were conducted and 16 monitorirg
wells were installed on the site, Petroleum hydrocarbons, mainly diesel, were detected in the 'soil and
groundwater at the site. BTEX (benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylene), aromatic lighter
hydrocarbons; were very low or ‘nion-detectable, irtdicating' that the diesel detected in soil and
groundwater was from an old release since most of the BTEX has wvolatized. Onsite. petrolenm
hydrocarbon contamination is localized and does not appear fo have mlffrated offsite. Diesel detected in
the groundwater from the 13 wells indicates a low-level of residual diesel contamination with almost no
BTEX detected. The remaining three wells located adjacent to former diesel underground storage tanks
(USTs) detected free product” especially; DPH's LOP had requested aggressive removal of the free
product via a multi-phase vacuum eéxtracion (MPVE) procedule This- procedure vacuums up
groundwater and free product from impacted wells at monthly intervals, continuing through 201’7

. With all the USTs'and assocrated piping removed, DPH considers source removal is complete. According
“to DFPH, residual petroleum hydrocarbons remaining in the 'soil and groundwater and is insigr: dificant
: -(natural attenuatmn is expected to break down the remammg res1dual concentratxons with time) with the
' exceptlon of three wells where free product is still detected, o

Implementatlon of the SUD would rot result in a srgmflcant hazard to the public or the environment
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions invelving the release of hazardous
‘materials into the environment. Future projects that may be mrplemented within the context of the SUD
-would be requlred to’ comply Wlth existing hazardous matenals regulatiorts, such as those as part of
DPH’S Voluntary Remedial Actiort Program which would address the appropriateness, through soils
tesitmcr and other méans, of the site to safely accommodate proposed future uses.

: Email communication, Albert Lee, Department of Public Health, Februdry 2, 2012. Email communication and
" attachments are available for review in Case File No. 2011.1381E at the Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street,
Suite 400, Sari Francisco, CA.
19 Free product is defined as chemical constituents, generally petroleum hydrocarbons or diesel, suspended on top
of water (“accumulation of separate phase liquid”) or within another -surface. How to Effectively Recover Free
. Product at Leaking Underground Storage Tank Sites, United States Environmental Protechon Agency, accessed on
line on September 11, 2011 via htt-p /[www.epa. gov/oust/pubs/fprg htm
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Less than Sigfmsfcant Erv:mrr" ental Effects

~ The Eastern. Negbhborhoods Final EIR found that the- unplomentahen orarea—wxde zomng and aSSOClaLEd
. Area Plans would not result any significant environmental impacts in the fcllowmg areas; Visual Quality
and Urban Design; Population, Housing, Business Activity -and r‘mployment (Growth hducement),
Parks, Recreation and Open Space; Mineral and Acrnculﬁ,n:al Resourfes, Wind; Utilities and Public _
Services; Biology; Geology/Topograpky; Water; and Energy and Natural Resources. Each of these topics
S 'analyzed and discussed in detail including, but not 'limited to, in the Final EIR (and Initial Study or
: “IS") Chapters: 4.B; 4.C; 4D; 4.H; 4M; 6.D; 7.A-C (IS); 8.A-C (IS); 9.4, B (IS); 10.A-C (IS); 11.A-B (IS).
A doption of the proposed SUD would not change these conclusions. S

Effects That Cﬁn Be Avoided or Reduce fo Less LhE‘FE Qmmﬂ:arf w:fh Ff?mgaffcn Measures

" The Final EIR found that the 1mplememauon of area-wide zoning and associated Area Plans would
result in potentially significant environmental impacts that may be avoided with Impiementa’non of
mitigation measures; adoption of the proposed SUD would not alter these conclusions. The Final EIR's
mitigation measures, incorporated here by reference, may apply to future development project within the
- SUD as applicable, if project-specific review finds that such a project were to result in potentially
significant environmental impacts.® The measures are summarized below. | '

Measure F-1, Construction Neise: requires contractors using pile-driving to incorporate measures
during construction fo reduce noise effec'ts to nﬂarby roise-sensitive uses, -Measuresrinclude use of noise
shieldirig and muffling devices and limiting the use of pile-drivirig, when necessary, during specific

times of aay

Measure F-Z, Lonstrucusn Noise: requires contractors to utlhze noise attenuatmn measures during
construction to minimize noise effects, Measures may include; *emporary barriers arcund construction
sites; roise contrel blankets; ocngoing monitoring of noise thenuauon measures through by takin‘T noise
measurements; and posting construction schedule, coristruction contact a*xd complamt procedures for

affected parties.

Measure F-3, Interior Nmse Levels: d-lec’rs the PI:&DIHHO' Depar’r“pept to requxre 4-hour exterior noise
meter testing prior to any project- spec1£1c entitlement fo ensure thata future project’s noise interiof noise
levels comply’ w1th use compatibility requirements in the General Plan and in Pohce Code Section 29091,

',Me‘asur‘e_E—é, Sltmg‘ of Noise Sensitive Uses: similar tc abave, this measure directs the'Planmng
Department to require 24-hour exterior noise meter testing prior to any project-specific entitlement to
- ensure that a future project’s noise interior noise levels comply with use compatibility requirements in
" the Cer.eral Plan and in Police Code Section 29091. This measure is intended to reduce potential conflicts -
between existing sensitive receptors and new noise-generating uses, for new development including
commercial, industrial or other uses that would be expected fo generate noise levels in excess of ambient
noise, either short-term, at nighttime, or as a 24- hour averaoe ’

Meaqm‘e E-5, Siting of Noise G‘:‘ze?at.rzg Uses: 51m11ar o abmr" this measure directs the Planning
Department to require 24-hour exferior noise meter testing prior to any project-specific entitlement to
ensure that the siting of potenitially noisy land uses do not adversely affect nearby sensitive receptors.

20 . . . : o . N " L
Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Areq Plans Mitigation Moniforing and Reporting Program, Planning Commission
Motion No. 17659, adopted August 7, 2008. This document is available for review in Case File No. 2011.1381E at
the Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, ‘Suite 400, San Francisco, CA.
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Measure F-6, Open Space in Norsy Envuonments directs the Planning Department through its bulIdmg
- permit review process, in conjunction with noise aralysis required pursuant to M1t1gat10n Measure F-4,
_ “to Tequire that open space required under the Planning Code for such uses be protected, to the maximum
- feasible extent, from existing ambient noise levels that could prove annoying or dxsruptlve to users of the
open space Implementatlon of thls meagure could involve, amorig other things, site desrgn that uses the
' building itself to shield on-site open space from the greatest noise sources constmchon of noise barriers
_between noise sources and open space, and -appropriate use of bath common and pnvate open space in’
- multi-family dwelhngs, and ImpIementa’uon -would also be undertaken consistent with other prmc1ples_
of urban design. - - . '

Measure G-3, Sitihg of Uses that Emit DPM: requires uses that em,it. diesel particulate matter (DPM), for
new for new development including warehousing and distribution centers, commercial, industrial, or
other uses that would be expected to be.served by at least 100 trucks per day or 40 refrigerated trucks per
day, based on the ARB Air Quality'and Land Use Handbook; Ee located no less than 1,000 feet from _
residential units and other sensmve receptors, including schools, children’s day care centers, parks and
playgrounds, hospltals, nursmg and convalescent homes and like uses. '

| Measure G-3, Srtmg of Uses that Emit Other TACs: requlres the preparauon of an analy515 that
includes, at a minimum, a site survey to identify residential or other serisitive uses within 1,000 feet of the
_ pro]ect site, prior to the first pro;ect approval action for new uses that mclude commercial, industrial or
others that would be expected to generate toxic air contaminants (TACs) as part of everyday ope1atxons
This measure shall be applicable, at a minimum, to the following uses: dry cleaners; -drive-through
' restaurants, gas dispensing facilities; auto body shops; metal plating shops; photocrraphlc processing
shops; textiles; apparel and furniture upholstery; leather and leather products appliance repair shops;
mechanical assembly cleaning; printing shops; hospitals and medical clinics; biotechnology research:
facilities; warehousmg and distribution centers; and any use served by at least 100 trucks per day

Measure J-2, Properties with No Previous Studies: requlres preparation ofa Prehmmary Archeolog1caI_

o Sensitivity Study by an archeological consultant with expertise in California prehistoric and urban
. historical archeology. The Sensitivity Study should: determine the historical uses of the project site based

on any previous archeological documentation and Sanborn maps; determine types of archeolocrlcal
resources/propertles that may have been located within the project site and whether the archeological
- resources/property types would potentlally be eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical
Resources;. determine if 19th or 20th century soils-disturbing activities may adversely affected the
identified potentral archeological resources; assess potential project effects in relation to the depth of any
_identified potential archeological resource; and ‘include a conclusion assessing whether any CRHP-
.eligible archeolog1ca1 resources could be adversely affected by the proposed pro]ect and recommendatlon
asto appropnate further actlon

'Measure L-1, Hazardous Building Ma’cenals requires that the subsequent project sponsors ensure that
any equlpment containing PCBs or DEPH, such as fluorescent light ballasts, are removed and properly
' d15posed of according to applicable federal, state, and local laws prior to the start of renov ation, and that
“any fluorescent light tubes, which could contain mercury, are - simiilarly removed and properly disposed
of. Any other hazardous materials identified, either before or durmg work, shall be abated accordmg to
'apphcable federal state, and local laws.

'CONCLUSION
Based on the foregoing, the Department concludes that the analyses conducted and the conclusions
" reached in the FEIR certified on August 7, 2008 remain valid, and that no supp lemental environmental
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review is required foF the proposed project modifications. mplementation of the proposed SUD would
not cause new significant impacts not identified. in the FEIR, or resulf in a substantial increase in the
beverxty of previously identified sxgmfxcmr impacts, .and no new mitigation measures would be
necessary to reduce significant impacts.- No changes have occurred with respect to circumstances -
-surrgunding the original project that would cause significant environmental impacts to which the
- modified project would contribute considerably, and no new information has been put forward which ‘
© shows that the modified project would couse significant environmental impacts. Thnrorore no .
supplernental environmental review is reqmred beyord this addendum.

[ do hereby certify that the above determination has been made pursuant ¢ S te and Local requ uirements.

DATE — 752—?{5‘1@20/7 . W%’?”’fﬂ’“f’,’?
. . _ " Bill Wycko, Environmental :\.wt\«f(”ftlce
' for John Rahaim, Director of Planning
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City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

LAND USE & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

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

Date: Monday, May 20, 2013
Time: 1:30 p.m. |

Location: Committee Room 263, located at City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA

Subject: File No. 111278. Ordinance amending the Planning Code, by adding
Section 249.67, and the Zoning Map, Section Map SU08, to establish the
Art and Design Educational Special Use District at 1111 Eighth Street to
facilitate the continued operation of the California College of the Arts,
and provide a regulatory scheme for a potential future phased expansion
of the campus; and making environmental findings, Planning Code,
Section 302, findings, and findings of consistency with the General Plan
and the priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1.

In accordance with Section 67.7-1 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, persons
who are unable to attend the hearing on this matter may submit written comments to the City
prior to the time the hearing begins. These comments will be made a part of the official
public record in this matter, and shall be brought to the attention of the Members of the
Committee. Written comments should be addressed to Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board,
Room 244, City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA 94102. Information
relating to this matter is available in the Office of the Clerk of the Board. Agenda information
relating to this matter will be available for public review on Friday, May 17, 2013.

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

DATED: May 7, 2013
PUBLISHED/POSTED: May 10, 2013
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Miller, Alisa

From: glenda_sobrique@dailyjournal.com

Sent: Wednesday, May 08, 2013 8:15 AM

To: Miller, Alisa R

Subject: - Confirmation of Order 2483485 for AM = 5/20/13 Land Use - File 111278

Dear Customer:

The order listed below has been received and processed. If you have any questions regarding this order, please contact
your ad coordinator or the phone number listed below.

Customer Account Number: 120503

Type of Notice : GPN - GOVT PUBLIC NOTICE '

Ad Description : AM = 5/20/13 Land Use - File 111278

Our Order Number : 2483485

Newspaper : SAN FRANCISCO CHRONICLE-CITY&CO. 10%
Publication Date(s) : 05/10/2013 -

Thank you for using the Daily Journal Corporation.

‘GLENDA SOBRIQUE

DAILY JOURNAL CORPORATION
CALIFORNIA NEWSPAPER SERVICE BUREAU
915 E. FIRST ST., LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
Phone: (800) 788 7840 / (213)229-5300
Fax: (800) 540 4089 / (213)229-5481
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CALIFORNIA NEWSPAPER SERVICE BUREAU

DAILY JOURNAL CORPOR‘ATI_ONV

Mailing Address : 915 E FIRST ST, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
Telephone (213) 229-5300 / Fax (213) 229-5481
Visit us @ WWW.LEGALADSTORE.COM

Alisa Miller D
S.F. BD OF SUPERVISORS (OFFICIAL NOTICES)
1 DR CARLTON B GOODLETT PL #244

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102 . F

COPY OF NOTICE

Notice Type: GPN GOVT PUBLIC NOTICE

Ad Description AM = 5/20/13 Land Use - File 111278

To the right is a copy of the notice you sent to us for publication in the SAN
FRANCISCO CHRONICLE. Please read this notice ‘carefully and call us

with any corrections. The Proof of Publication will be filed with the Clerk of
the Board. Publication date(s) for this notice is (are):

e

05/10/2013

Daily Journal Corporation :
Serving your legal advertising needs throughout California. Call your local

BUSINESS JOURNAL, RIVERSIDE (951) 784-0111
DAILY COMMERCE, LOS ANGELES (213) 229-5300
LOS ANGELES DAILY JOURNAL, LOS ANGELES (213) 229-5300
ORANGE COUNTY REPORTER, SANTA ANA (714) 543-2027
SAN DIEGO COMMERCE, SAN DIEGO (619) 232-3486
SAN FRANCISCO DAILY JOURNAL, SAN FRANCISCO (800) 840-4829
SAN JOSE POST-RECORD, SAN JOSE ] (408) 287-4866
THE DAILY RECORDER, SACRAMENTO (916) 444-2355

THE INTER-CITY EXPRESS, OAKIAND (510) 272-4747

I

*

o
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CNS 2483485

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRAN-
CISCO LAND USE & ECONOMIC DE-

VELOPMENT COMMITTEE MONDAY,
MAY 20, 2013 — 1:30 PM COMMITTEE
ROOM 263, CITY HALL 1 DR. CARL-
TON B. GOODLETT PLACE, SAN
FRANCISCO, CA
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT the
Land Use and Economic Development
Committee will hold a public hearing to
consider the following proposal and said
public hearing will be held as follows, at
which time all interested parties may at-
tend and be heard: File No. 111278.
Ordinance amending the Planning
Code, by adding Section 249.67, and
the Zoning Map, Section Map SUOS, to
establish the Art and Design Educa-
tional Special Use District. at 1111
Eighth Street to facilitate the continued
operation of the California College of the
Ants, and provide a regulatory scheme
for a potential future phased expansion
of the campus; and making environ-
mental findings, Planning Code, Section
302, findings, and findings of consis-
tency with the General Plan and the pri-
ority- policies of Planning Code, Section
101.1. In accordance with Section 67.7-
1 of the San Francisco Administrative
Code, persons who are unable to attend
the hearing on this matter may submit
written comments to the City prior to the
time the hearing begins. These com-
ments will be made a part of the official*
public record in this matter, and shall be
brought to the attention of the Members
of the Committee. Written comments
should be addressed to Angela Calvitlo,
Clerk of the Board, Room 244, City Hall,
1 Dr. Carlton Goodlett Place, San Fran-
cisco, CA 94102. Information relating to
this matter is available in the Office of
the Clerk of the Board. Agenda informa-
tion relating to this matter will be avail-
Sbl15 for public review on Friday, May 17,

013.
Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board



City Hall
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
e Pel, NO- 554=5184 - -
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

October 18, 2012

Planning Commission
Attn: Linda Avery

1660 Mission Street, 5 Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103

- Dear Commissioners:
On October 9, 2012, Super\}isor Cohen introduced the following substitute legislation:
File No. 111278-2

" Ordinance amending the San Francisco Planning Code by adding Section
249.67 and amending Section Map SU08 of the Zoning Map to: 1) establish the
- Art and Design Educational Special Use District at 1111 Eighth Street to facilitate
the continued operation of the California College of the Arts and provide .a
regulatory scheme for a potential future phased expansion of the campus; and 2)

" making environmental findings, Planning Code Section 302 findings, and findings
of consistency with the General Plan and the Priority Policies of Planning Code
Section 101.1. :

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

- Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board
By: Alisa Miller, Committee Clerk

, Land Use & Economic Development Committee
Attachment

c:  John Rahaim, Director of Planning
Scott Sanchez, Zoning Administrator
Bill Wycko, Chief, Major Environmental Analysis
AnMarie Rodgers, Legislative Affairs
Monica Pereira, Environmental Planning
Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning
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City Hall
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

October 18, 2012
File No. 111278-2

Bill Wycko

Environmental Review Officer
Planning Department

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

Dear Mr. Wycko:
On October 9, 2012, Supervisor Cohen introduced the following substitute legislation:
File No. 111278-2

Ordinance amending the San Francisco Planning Code by adding Section
249.67 and amending Section Map SU08 of the Zoning Map to: 1) establish the
Art and Design Educational Special Use District at 1111 Eighth Street to facilitate
the continued operation of the California College of the Arts and provide a
regulatory scheme for a potential future phased expansion of the campus; and 2)
making environmental findings, Planning Code Section 302 findings; and findings
of consistency with the General Plan and the Priority Policies of Planning Code
Section 101.1.

This legislation is being transmitted to you ‘for én‘vironmental review, pursuant to
Planning Code Section 306.7(c).

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board
By: Alisa Miller, Committee Clerk
Land Use & Economic Development Committee
Attachment

c¢:  Nannie Turrell, Major Environmental Analysis
Brett Bollinger, Major Environmental Analysis
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City Hall
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel:-No. 554-5184—— -
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS ] R

MEMORANDUM

TO: Ma}rio Yedidia, Director, Youth Commission

FROM: Alisa Miller, Clerk, Land Use and Economlc Development Committee
Board of Supervisors

DATE: October 18, 2012

SUBJECT: REFERRAL FROM BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

The Board of Supervisors has received the following, which is being referred to the
Youth Commission, as per Charter Section 4.124, for comment and recommendation.
The Commission may provide any response it deems appropriate within 12 days from
the date of this referral.

File No. 111278-2

Ordinance amending the San Francisco Planning Code by adding Section
249.67 and amending Section Map SUO08 of the Zoning Map to: 1) establish the
Art and Design Educational Special Use District at 1111 Eighth Street to facilitate -
the continued operation of the California College of the Arts and provide a
regulatory scheme for a potential future phased expansion of the campus; and 2)
making environmental findings, Planning Code Section 302 findings, and findings
of consistency with the General Plan and the Priority Policies of Planning Code
Section 101.1.

Please return this cover sheet with the Commission’s response to me at the Board of
Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA
94102.

KR kR kg R Rk R ERE Rk kR kR kR Rk iRk kkkokkkkkkkokkkkkkkkk ki kkokkkikk ke Rk kkRki ik k ki hkkkkkkkdkkkhhkkkikkk

RESPONSE FROM YOUTH COMMISSION  Date:

No Comment

Recommendation Attached

Chairperson, Youth Commission
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City Hall
‘ Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
BOARD of SUPERVISORS

San Francnsco_ 94102-4689
Tel: No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227
December 8, 2011
. File No. 111278
Bill Wycko

Environmental Review Officer
Planning Department

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

Dear Mr. Wycko:

- On November 22, 2011, Supervisor Cohen introduced the following proposed
legislation:

File No. 111278

Ordinance amending the San Francisco Planning Code by adding Section
249.66 and amending Section Map SUO08 of the Zoning Map to: 1) establish the

- Art and Design Educational Special Use District at 1111 Eighth Street to facilitate
the continued operation of the California College of the Arts and provide a
regulatory scheme for a potential future phased expansion of the campus; and 2)
making environmental findings, Planning Code Section 302 findings, and findings
~of consistency with the General Plan and the Priority Policies of Planning Code
Section 101.1.

This legislation is being transmitted to you for enVIronmentaI review, pursuant to
Plannlng Code Sectlon 306. 7(c)

Angela CaIVIIIo Clerk of the Board

lliollill

By: Alisa Miller, Committee Clerk
~ Land Use & Economic Development Committee .
Attachment ‘ '

c:  Nannie Turrell, Major Environmental Analysis
Brett Bollinger, Major Environmental Analysis
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City Hall
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel.-No. 554-5184—-
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

December 8, 2011

Planning Commission

Atitn: Linda Avery

1660 Mission Street, 5" Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Commissioners:

On November 22, 2011, Supervisor Cohen introduced the following proposed.
legislation: '

File No. 111278

Ordinance amending the San Francisco Planning Code by adding Section
249.66 and amending Section Map SUO08 of the Zoning Map to: 1) establish the
Art and Design Educational Special Use District at 1111 Eighth Street to facilitate
the continued operation of the California College of the Arts and provide a
regulatory scheme for a potential future phased expansion of the campus; and 2) -
making environmental findings, Planning Code Section 302 findings, and findings -
of consistency with the General Plan and the Priority Policies of Planning Code
Section 101.1.

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

Angela Calvill%he Board
By: Alisa Miller, Committee Clerk

~ Land Use & Economic Development Committee
Attachment '

c: John Rahaim, Director of Planning
Scott Sanchez, Zoning Administrator
Bill Wycko, Chief, Major Environmental Analysis
AnMarie Rodgers, Legislative Affairs v
Nannie Turrell, Major Environmental Analysis
Brett Bollinger, Major Environmental Analysis
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FROM

DATE:

City Hall
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

OARD of SUPERVISORS

MEMORANDUM

Mario Yedidia, Director, Youth Commission

: Alisa Miller, Clerk, Land Use and Economic Development Committee'
Board of Supervisors :

December 8, 2011

SUBJECT: REFERRAL FROM BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

‘The B
Youth

oard of Supervisors has received the following, which is being referred to the
Commission, as per Charter Section 4.124, for comment and recommendation.

' The Commission may provide any response it deems appropriate within 12 days from
the date of this referral. :

File No. 1_11278'

Ordinance amending -the San Francisco Planning Code by adding Section
249.66 and amending Section Map SU08 of the Zoning Map to: 1) establish the
Art and Design Educational Special Use District at 1111 Eighth Street to facilitate
the continued operation of the California College of the Arts and provide a
regulatory scheme for a potential future phased expansion of the campus; and 2)
making environmental findings, Planning Code Section 302 findings, and findings
of consistency with the General Plan and the Priority Policies of Planning Code
Section 101.1. o ’ :

Please return this cover sheet with the Commission’s response to me at the Board of
Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA

94102

awaaoaaasunnnnrwuuuw\aso»zwwsAnn»nnaw-ouw\nnnnasuxnannnnnsnnx»na»noaon«xonnanxnnnx;uwuwwsxannnnanwwuuwnsxxxw

- RESPONSE FROM YOUTH COMMISSION  Date:

No Comment

Recommendation Attached -

Chairperson, Youth Commission
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INTRODUCTION FORM

~——ez=: - --By.a member of the Board of Supervisers orthe Mayor *~ |~ V»

Time Stamp or
Meeting Date

I hereby submit the following item for introduction:

al

1. For reference to Committee:
An ordinance, resolution, motion, or charter amendment

Request for next printed agenda without reference to Committee

Request for hearing on a subject matter at Committee:
Request for letter beginning “Supervisor inquires...”

City Attorney request

Call file from Committee

Budget Analyst request (attach written motioﬁ).

Substitute Legislation File Nos. '

. Request for Closed Session

10. Board to Sit as A Committee of the Whole

11. Question(s) submitted for Mayoral Appearance before the BOS on

I N ST

Eimin N ..

Please check the appropriate boxes. The proposed legislation should be forwarded to the-
following:

[ ] Small Business Commission [1 Youth Commission

I:I Ethics Commission D Planning Commission

L] Building Inspection Commission '

Note: For the Imperative Agenda (a resolution not on the printed agenda), use a dlfferent form.]

Sponsor(s) Cohen

Subject: Substitute Ordmance File No. 111278 [Planning Code — Establishing the Art & Design
' Educatlonal Special Use District at 1111 Eighth Street]

The text is listed below or attached:
Attached

. . /
B %/ e L ”/
Signature of Sponsoring Superv1sor AL /

For Clerk’s Use Only:

Common/Supervisors Form ) ‘ Revised 05/19/11

2154



INTRODUCTION FORM

Bya member of the Board of Superwsors or the Mayor

Time Stamp or
Meeting Date

I hereby submit the following item for introduction:

1. For reference to Committee: Land Use and Economic Developrment

' An ordinance, resolufion, motion, or charter amendment

. Request for next printed agenda without reference to Committee

. Request for hearing on a subject matter at Committee: '

. Request for letter beginning “Supervisor _ inquires...”

. City Attorney request
. Call file from Committee
7. Budget Analyst request (attach written motion).
. Substitute Legislation File Nos.
. Request for Closed Session
10. Board to Sit as A Committee of the Whole -
11. Question(s) submitted for Mayoral Appearance before the BOS on

(I I |

Please check the appropriate boxes The proposed legislation should be forwarded to the
following: _

L] Small Business Commission - O Youth Commission

D Ethics Commission Planning Commission

[] Building Inspection Commission

Note: For the Imperative Agenda (a resolution not on the printed agenda), use a different form.]

Sponsor(s):' Cohen

Subject: - Ordinance amending the Planning Code to establish the Art and Design Educational Special
. Use District at 111 Eighth St.

The text is listed below or attached:

Attached
. ) Py _/‘7 n h . .
’ . l'/?/( 7y /l"/ - / p
: ' y AAAY A4 A
Signature of Sponsoring Supervisor : - ’é"’(_"{t L/ VL
“For Clerk’s Use Only: o '
Common/Supervisors Form Revised 05/19/11
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