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AMENDED IN COMMITTEE

FILENO. 111278 5/202013 - ORwLINANCE NO.

T

[Planning Code, Zoning Map - Establlshlng the Art and Desngn Educational Special Use-

District - 1111 Elghth Street]

Ordinance amending the Plann‘ing Code, by adding Section 249.67, and the Zoning
Mab, Section Map SU08, to establish the Art and Design Educational Special Use
District at 1111 Eighth Street to facilitate the cohtinuéd operation of the California
C-olllege of the Arts, and provide a regulatory scheme for a potential future phésed
expansion of the cémpus; and mak_ing environmental findings, Planning Code, Section
302, findings, and findings of consistency with the General Plan and the priority |
polic_ies of Planning Code, Section 101'1

NOTE: Add ltlons are Szn,qle underlzne zz‘allcs Times New Roman;

deletions are
Board amendment additions are double—underllned

Board amendment deletions are s%FH(eth-Feug-h—neFmal

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

" (@) The Planning Departmént has determined that the actions contemplated in this

‘Ordinance comply with the Califomia 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 Section 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
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(b) This Board of Supervisors ﬁnds that this Ordinance is consistent with the Priorities
Pohc1es of Section 101.1(b) of the Planning Code for the reasons set forth in Planning
Commxssnon Resolution No. 18850 and incorporates said Resolution herein by reference.

Section 2. The San Francisco Planning Code is hereby amended by adding Section
249.67, to read as follows:

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

(a)_Purpose. The Art & Desion. Educatzonal Speczal Use Dzstrzcz‘ is intended to faczlzz‘az‘e the

continued operation of the Calzfornza College of the Arts campus at 111] Eightl Street, whzch s

characterized by znsz‘rucz‘zon in industrial arts and/or fine arts. while providing an apprc')prz'az‘e

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

Qb ) Geagfaphy. Thé boundaries of the Art & Desion Educaz‘z'o'nal Special Use District are

shown on Sectional Map No. SUOS of the Zoning Map. The area includes Parcel numbers 3808/004.
3820/002. 3820/003, 39—12391 3913/002. and 39142391 3913/003.

Lc) Controls. Al provisions of the Planning Code currenﬂv 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, proffessional business or fine-arts

education shall have an msz‘zz‘uz‘zonal master plan considered by the Planning Commission pursuant to

Section 304.5 of this Code.

(2) Student Housing. Student housmg as deﬁnea’ by Seclwn 102.36 of this Code, is permzrz‘ed

subject z‘o the following requirements:

Q For any housing project wzthzn this Special Use Dzsmcz‘ the standards for developmem‘

pr 07ecz‘ review, entitlement process and zmpacz‘ fees of the UMU District shall apply.

Sﬁpervisor Cohen
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS . " Page 2
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(ii) The total number of beds on all parcels within the Special Use Disz‘rz'q shall not exceed

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

envelope of buildings, zncludmo height, bulk sethacks, and lot coverage.

(3 ) Temporary Structures The Zoning Admznzstraz‘or may authorize a temporary Str ucture

without a publzc hearm,g provided that the structure is occupied by a use that is permitted by right or is

a usé authorized by this Section 249.67. .

Section 3. Pursuant to Planning Code Sections 106 and 302(c), and as duly approved
by resollution of the Plénning 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 & Destgn

Educatlonal Special Use Dlstnct

Description of Property o | ~ Special Use District to be Approved

Assessor's Block 3808, Lot 004; Block 3820, " Art & Design Educational Special
Lots 002 and 003; Block 3_9—'!—23913, Loté 002 and Use District

003.

Section 4. Effectlve Date. This ordinance shall become effectlve 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,

.punctuatlon charts, dlagrams or any other constltuent part of the Planning Code that are

exphcxtly shown in this leglslatlon as addltlons deletlons Board amendment addltlons and

1
I
If
I

Supervisor 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:
DENNIS J. HERRERA, City Attorney

By: r\(’\ (ﬁ.@U&'\ﬁ"

JUDITH A, BOYAJIAN
Deputy City Attorney

n:\governas2011\9901433\00848587.doc

Supetrvisor Cohen . S ,
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS _ . : ) Page 4
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FILE NO. 111278

REVISED LEGISLATIVE DIGEST
(10/9/2012, Substituted)

[Plannlng Code, Zoning Map - Establishing the Art and Desngn Educational Special Use
District - 1111 Elghth Street] _

- Ordinance amendmg the Planning Code, by addmg Section 249.67, and the Zoning

Map, Section Map SUO08, to establish the Art and Design Educatlonal 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 consustency with the General Plan and the prlorlty

pohc:es 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.

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 . - _ ’ _ Page1
' : ' : 10/4/2012
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SAN FRANGISCO |
PLANNING DE?ﬁﬁfmzﬁ?

SR 1650 Mission St
o " Sue 400
April 30, 2013 - San Francisco,

_ : CA94103-2479
Ms. Angela Calvillo, Clerk o
. 2ble S .. C h Reception:
- Honora € Supervisor Cohen 415.558.6378
Board of Supervisors -
- City and County of San Francisco fac
City Hall, Room 244 | 415.558.6409
.1 Dx. Carlton B. Goodlett Place Planning
San Francisco, CA 94102 information:
. ) 415.558.6377
Re: " Transmittal of Planning Department Case Number 2011.1381TZ:

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

Dear Ms., Calviﬂo and Supervisor Colten,

On April 25, 2013 the San Francisco Plannmg Commission (heremafter ”Commlssmn”) conducted
duly noticed publi¢ hearings at regularly scheduled meetings to con51der the propoSed Ordinance
under Board of Supemsors File 11-1278.

At the April 25, 2013 Heariwr the Commission voted 50 to recommend approval with
modifications to the proposed Ordinance to indicate Assessor’s Block 3913 where Block 3912 is
- referenced.

Superv1sor please advise the City Attorney at your earliest convemence if you wish to incorporate
the c:hanges recommended by the Commissions.

Please fmd attached documents relating to the actions of . the Commission. I you have any
questions or require fu_rther information please do not hesitate to contact me.

o s 2
AnMane Rodgers
Manage_r of Legislative Affairs

<_:Ic:‘ o Supefvisor Malia Coﬁen )
Judy A. Boyajian, City Attorney

Attachments {one copy of the following):
Planning Commission Resolution No. 18850
Draft Ordinance ° .

Planning Department Executive Summary

. ; ' www.sfplanning.org
81



SAN FRANCISCO *
' PLANNING BEP&RTWIEMT

1650 Wission St
Plannmg Commlssmn Resolutlon No 18850 S,
' HEARING DATE: APRIL 25, 2013 CA 84103-2479

' ) ) Recepfion: - )

Date: - - : April 18,2010 . T Ce - - - 415558.6378
Case No.: 2011.1381TZ :_ ' _ , e

' Project Address: 1111 8% Street : 415.558.6489
Zomng ' PDR-1-D (Productlon, Dlstnbu’uon Repair; De51gn) -
Proposed SUD: Art & Design Educa‘no_nal Spec1a1 Use District _ Eﬂ;ﬁ%m:
Height/Bulk: B8-X : 415558 6377

 BlockiLot: 3808/004; 3820/002, 003; 3913/002 03 .

: Prajécf_ Sponsor: Superﬂsor Malia Cohent _
. Staff Contack: Diego R Sanchez — (415) 575-9082

diego.sanchez@sfgov.ory

'RESOLUTICN 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 SU08 OF THE ZONING MAFP 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 BL.OCK 3808} LOCATED WITBIN 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 78 STREET, THE SOUTH SIDE OF HOOFER
~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 TEMFPORARY
- 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 CONSISTEN Y WITH THE GENERAL PLAN AND' THE PRIORITY POLICIES
OF PLANNING CODE SECT TION 101 1 :

WHEREAS, On __quember 22, _201_1, Su_pervisor Malia Cohert introduced a proposed Ordinéncé under

" Board of Supervisors (hereinafter “Board”) File Number 111278, attached as EXHIBIT A, which would
amend the San Francisco Planning Code by adding Séction 249.67 to create the Art & Design Educational '
Special Use District (“SUD") and to aménd Sheet SUOS of the Zoning Map of the CiLy and County of San
Francisco to reflect this new SUD to permit postsnpondqw educational ir stitutions without use size
limitations, to allow student hO‘Ll*l_ﬂg and to allow the Zoning Administrator to authorize temporary
structures without public hearing provided the structute is occupied by a use allowed by the Special Use :
District at 1111 8% Sireet, located within the area bounded by the east. sia’,e.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
solith side of Hooper Street and the south.side of Channel Btreet (Lots 002, 003 in Assessor’s Block 38’_20;

' Lots 002, 003 in Assessor’ s Block 3913 3, and Lot DO& in Assessor’s Block 3808). :

T Sy -
WWW.SIDIgRNING.org



Resolution No. 18850 : . S . CASE NO 2011.13817Z
Hearing Date: Apnl 25, 2013 - o . 1111 8" Street

Supervisor Malia Cohen (hereinafter "ProjectSponéor”) proposes to create the Art & Design Educational . -

Special Use District to facilitate the continued operation of the California College of the Arts and to
' providea regulatory scheme for poten’aal future expansion of the California College of the Arts. The Art _
& Design’ Educational Special Use District will permit as of right and without use size limits Post -
Secondary Educational Institutions, will allow Student Homsx.m7 and will- aHow the Zoning Administrator
to authorize temporary structures without publiec hearing provided the structure is occupled by a’sue
allowed by the Speaal Use District.

On September 26 2012, the PIanmng Depar{ment determmed that no supplementai envnonmental
review is requlred for ‘the proposed “Art and Design Special Use District”. Ieglslahon (Board of
Supervisors File No. 111278). The environmental effects of this legislation have been adequately analyzed
pursuant to the California Environmentzal Quality Act (“CEQA™). in the Final Enwronmental Impact
Report (“FEIR") prewously prepared for the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Avea Plans project.
The Planmncr Deparh:nent reviewed the proposed legislation in accordance with CEQA Guidelines
' Secttons 15162 and 15164. The Planning Department found that implementation of the proposed SUD
.WouId not cause new significant impacts not identified in the FEIR or result in a substantial increase in
the severity of previously identified significant impacts, and no new mitigation 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 contribute 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 Envirorumental Impact Report,
attachied 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 Plannmg Department and the Planmnc Cormmssmn and concurs with said

determination. - : o

- The Comrrussmn conducted a “duly noticed public heanng at a regularly scheduled meeting to consider
the proposed text amendment and map change on Apnl 25, 2013 :

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

The Depa.rfn'len_t received two letters and telephone calls in support of the proposed Ordinance. .

The proposed text amendment and map. change will promote the followmg relevarit ob;ecaves and
- policies of the General Plan:

*HGUSING ELEMENT
Ob]ectwes and Policies

SAN FRANCISCO . _ . ' . . 2
PLANNRING DEFARTMENT -



Resolution No, 18850 T | | CASE NO 2011, 138172
Hearing Date: April 25, 2013 - - : . ; 1111 8" Street .

OE}EC’IVEI - : : :
IDENTIFY. AND MAKE AVAILABLE FOR DFVEEE}PMENT ﬁE}&QUATE SFTES TO MEET

- THE CITY’S H{}USENG NEEDS, FSPECIALLY E‘ERMANET\ITEY AFFORDABLE hGUCLNG

Pahcy L1’ :
Plan. for the full range of Hoasmg nieeds in the City and County of San Francr.sco, ecpecxally :

affordable housmg

' Pohcy L8
~ Promiote mixed use development and include housing, pa_rhculdriy perrna_we*lﬂy afro*dable

: housmcr, in new commercml 111stmron,al or other single use development projects.
O

) Pohcv i, 0 .
Require new co—runercml developments and higher educational institutions to meet the housing
dernand they generate parttcularly the need for affordable housmg for lower income workers -

and students.

Pohcy 110 .
‘Support new housmcr pro;ects especially affordable housing, where households can easily rely

- on p.lbhc U:ansporta"ion, walking and bxcyclmg for the majority of éaﬂv trips.

The proposal allaws for the development of siudéﬁt hozz,sing fzncz' includes @ maximum wumber of student

' housing beds, aiding in the ciiywida effort to plan for the full range of housing needs. The proposal allows
for the student housing to be & part of ¢ mixed use development, one that could include retall institutional

" or light industrial uses, and would locate the student housizig either tmmediately adjacent to, or within -
 short walking distance of the instructional buildings that the California College of the Arts operates within
. San Francisco. Given this proximity, it is reasonable to assume that a majority of the daily trips of the -

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

- QE;ECTWE 2 :
* RETAIN EXISTING HOUSING UNITS AND PROMOTE SAFETY AND MAINTENANCE

-§TAN DARDS, WITHOUT JEOPARDIZING AFFORDABILITY.

~ Policy 2.1 :
.Dlsccu_rage the demolition of sound existing housing, unless t’no dﬁmohﬂon results in a met

increase in affordable housing.

The proposal would not result in the demolition of sound existing housing as the existing property contains

- institutional uses or vacarit land.

OBJECTIVE10 |
ENSURE A _QTR‘EAVUNED YET ' THOROUGH, AND TRANSPARENT DECISION-

MAKING PR(}CESC

SR FRANCISCO o
. 84 | 3
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Resolution No. 18850 o I - CASE NO-2011. A3B1TZ
‘Hearing Date: April 25, 2013 . : o - _ o 1111 g* Street

Policy 10.1 - .
Create cert'a_mty it; the development enhtlement process, by pTOVIde’ clear commu_ru’cy .
parameters for development and consistent application of these regulations. '

The p'roposal establzshes clenr regulufwns on the development of student housing, Tequlrmg the stanafm ds.
for development project review, entitlerment process and impact fees be those of the UMU (Urban Mixed
Use) zonmg district, gs wzll as including an absolute maximum number of student housmg units. '

CGF@‘iMER‘C_E AND END'USTRY ELE}fﬁEHT:
OBjec‘tives and Policies '

. OBJECTIVE1
MANAGE ECONOMIC GROWTH AND CHANGE TO ENSLIRE ENHANCEMENT OF THE
TOTAL CITY LIVING AND WORKING ENVIRONMENT.

Policy 1.1

Encourage development WhJCh provides substantial net benefi ts and minimizes undesirable
consequences. Discourage devel opment wh.tch has substantial undesxrable consequences that
cannot be mltlgated

The proposal facilitates housing developmmt and institutional activities that on balance provide keneﬁfs to
the City and, given its location, minimizes any potential undesirable cohsequmces

OBJECTIVE 2
MAINTAIN AND ENHANCE A SOUND AND DIVERSE ECONOMIC BASE AND FISCAL |
STRUCTURE FOR THE CITY.

Poliéy 2.3
Maintain a favorable social and cultural chmate in the city in order to enhance its ath'actlveness as
a firm Iocahon

The propo‘:zzl enhmzces z.he tzbzlzty 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 culiural and educativnal climate, Sirms are
'motzvated to locate in Sam Francisco fo not only parfake in the climates but to create potential
collrtbortztlons with the College as well

OBJECTIVEZ .
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 ecoromic activities w1th potentlal benefit to the C1ty

SAN FRARCISCD : 4
PLARKING DEPARTREENT 8 5



Resolution No. 18850 . . : CASE NO 2011.1381TZ
Eﬁezzrmgﬁnte Aprit 25, 2@13 ; ' o o .- 11118" Street

Educational services is an econamic sector in which the City has a regional comparative advantage and
which has multiple berefits to the City. The proposal ftzczlzuztes the cor:fzrmeé ope”atzan and potential
: ]'uture expansion af CCA, an educational services Urotzmaztzmz

OB }ECTEVE 7 \ :
ENHANCE SAN FRANCISCO'S POSITION ASA NATEE}NAE. AND REGIONAL CENTR

FOR GOVERNMEN "EAL HEALTH, AN D EDUCATIONAL SERVFCES

Psney 7.2
Encourage the extension of nieeded health and educahonal services, but manage evPansmn to

a»fcucz or minimize disruption of adjacent reuldentlal areas.

The proposal provides a frzzmewoif for the future phased expmswn of CCA and provides cer -auzi-y to the o
surrounding community and Planning Department about the physical comtrols, entitlement processes,
impact fees and muximum number of studert housing units to ‘be developed. An Institutional Masfe, Plan
wiZZ be ort file with the Planning Department further outlining the expansion plans of CCA.

TQA%SPQ&T&TEGN ELEMENT:

Objectives and Policies
OBJECTIVE 1

MEET THE NEEE}S OF ALL RESED;:‘J’“S AND VISITORS EOR SAFE, CONVENIENT AND
INEXPENSIVE TRAVEL WITHIN SAN FRANCISCO. AND BETWIEN THE CITY AND
OTHER PARTS OF THE REGION WHILE MAINTAINING THE HIGH QUALITY LI V"NG
ENVIRONMENT OF THE BAY ARFA. - :

Policy 1.3 o
Give priority to pubhc transit and other alfernatives to the private ::dlfOIl’lOblIe as the means of -

meeting San Francisco's transportatlon nee ds, partlcularly t‘lo se of commuters.

The proposal will locate fu ure si-ude"rzt housma in close pr oxnm‘y to CCA and ﬁd'ure retail development,
thereby eliminating the need to u great extent, for stidents of C CA to use a private automobile.

GB*EC*WF‘ 2

USE THE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEI\»'E AS A MEANS FOR GUEDENG DEVELOE‘}‘EEN"‘
AND IMPROVING THE ENVI‘{GNMENT :

Folicy 2.2 _
Peduce pollution, noise a_nd energy Cor: sump_;on

The proposal will locate future student hcruszrzg in close prorzmzty to CCA and future retail development,
This location will facilitate walking and bicycling as g chief means of mobility, thereby reducing pollution
generated from qutomobile traffic:

PLARBMING B"‘P&RT E'—‘;-..-F{ 3
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Resolution No, 18850 : L CASE NO 2011,1381TZ
Hearing Date: April 25, 2013 - . : _ - 11118 Street .

 ARTS ELEMENT:
" Objectives and Policies -

OBIECﬁVE 2

' I_NCREASE THE CONTRIBUT?ON OF TH:: ARTS TO THE ECONGMY OF SAN
FRANCISCO .

Pohcy I 2 1 :
Encourage and promote opportunities f@r the arts and artists to conmbute fo the -economic
development of San Franczsco T

The proposzzl will aid in the corltrz'buhon of the zzrts to the San Frzznczsca economy in that the exparzdsd
CCA facilities will rejuire the employment of artists and designers as faculty and lecturers, The proposal .

" will also train future. mdzmdutzls inoolved in the arts and students and employees of CCA will also’
contribute to the ecoriomy by pzzrt‘czpatmg in arts related busmes:,es

OBJECTIVE I1-3

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

- Policy I[-B 1
‘Encourage arts education offermgs in the commumty and the schools to include art and artists
from many cultures. :

* The arts educational offerings at CCA znclude mulh—cultuml arts educatton The proposal will facilitate fm'
increase in J e instructional and Zearnmg facﬂztzes that can provide this arts educution,

OB]ECTIVE V-2
- SECURE NEW SOURCES OF REVENUL*. FOR THE ARTS.

Pohcy V-Z 3 : - -
Reduce or eliminate, whenever poss1ble City-imposed costs associated w1J:1 producmo the arts
by non-profit organizations and edu catzonal mstltuhons '

The proposa[ allows the Zanmg Admmzstrator to authprize tempomry sfruci"ures within the SUD without ‘
a public keanng, provided the structure is occupied by 'a use allowed by the SUD. This provision of the .
 proposal will eliminate any posszble fut‘ure heanng costs that CCA may Fume mcurred for the establishment

. ofua tempo; ary use.

OBJECTIVE VI -

SAN FRANCISCO T . ’ 5
. PLANNING DEPARTMENT ] 87 : :



_ Resolution No. 18850 N , CASE NO 2&1‘513811‘2_
. Hearing Date: April 25, 2013 S S L ‘ﬁ‘fa Sareet

SU?P@RT THE CONTINUED DFVEEGFMENT AND PRESERVA’EIGN OF ARTISTS AND
_ ATFS OKGAREZATEONS SPACES. - : . .

?okcy VI-LIT :
‘Identify, recomee, ard support EX.'LSLLHU artg dusters nﬂd Whereve* pOSSTbIe, encourage the
devexoﬂment of clusrr—‘rs of arts fac:lxtles and arts related busmesses thrguahout the city.

T?ie pmposzzl allows for CCA to contribute o e existing, Mission/Poirero general clustvr of arts activities.
Giver the properties within the proposed  SUD, arts- rela;ed businesses and commercial and retail
' establishments can find a ready market for their goods and services and may locate and prosper in the area.

AIR GUALITY ELEMENT:

- Objectives and Policies
OBJECTIVE 3

DECREASE THE AIR QUALITY IMPACTS OF DEVELOPME NT BY CGSRBINATLOM OF
LAND USE AND TRANSPORTATICN DECIQIGNS

Policy 3.2: _
Encourage mixed land use development near transit lines and provide retail and other types of
service orfented uses within walking distance to minimize automobile dependent c1evelopmenfr

The proposed SUD will permit student housing in an area that is likely to be deveioped with a wide mix of
uses. This mix of uses within walking and bicycling proximities will kelp to minimize pollution and other

negative externalities from private autornobile use.

SHOWPLACE SQUARE / POTRERO AREA PLAN
Objectives and Folicies’

OBIECTVF 2.4
I OWER THE COST OF THE PRODUCTION GF HOUSINC

POLICY 244 ‘
Facilitate heusing producﬁon by simplifying the approval process wherever poésib_le.

The proposal establishes rhe UMU (Urban Mixed Use) zonirg district standards for pla/szaﬂ developmient,
entitlerient and 1 impact fees, thereby providing certainty about apprawl processes for any future sruderzf '

housz'ng_depelopmeﬁt within the SUD,

GB}ECTIVE 25
PROMOTE HEALTH THROUGH RESID ENTIA.L DEVELOPMENT DESIGN AN'E}
LOC. &TION .
. POLICY251
SAN FRANCISCD 88 : 7
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Resolution No. 18850 o S o CASE NO 2011138172
" Hearing Date: April 25, 2013 B , - . , 1111 8™ Street

* Corsider how the produeﬁon of new housmg can unprove the conchhons requl;ted for health of

San Francisco resxdenfs

, The proposzl will allow the siting of student housing in close proxlmzty to the ms“rm:tlonal Sacilities of '

CCA. This benefits the health of not only existing San Francisco residents but of the i incoming students i
that the mcommg students will rely on private autamoblle tnps fo q lesser degree gwen the proximity of
CCA and fu;ure refazl dfueiopmgnt

OBIEC"[TVE 71

.- PROVIDE ESSENTLAL CONLMUNITY SERV‘CES AND FACILITIES

POLICY 7.1.2 : . S
Recognize the value of emstmg faahhes, including recreaﬂonal and mltural faahhes and
support their expansmn and continued use,

The chief ain of the pr oposzzl is fo Jacilitate the continued operation of CCA while provzdmg a 7egulatory
scheme for potential ﬁcture expanswn

The proposed amendments to the Planning Code are con51stent with the elght Prlorlty Policies set forth n
Section 101.1(b} of the Planning Code in tha‘

That existing neighborhood—ser\fing retail uses be 'preserved and enhanced and future

L
opportu‘ni’ci‘es for resident employment in and ownership of such businesses enhanced;
The proposal will have no adverse effect upon the existing neighborhood serving retail uses zs the proposed
SUD does not impede future retail development or propose tmnediate development of retail uses
© 2. That ems‘cmg housmg and ne1ghborhood character be conserved and pro’cected in order to
preservet the t:'uItural and econpmic diversity oE our ne1ghborhoods
The proposal does not alLer the existing Tmlghborhood char acter as the immediate character is of an
educational institution aml its facilities and physical plant '
3. That the City’s s'upp]y of affo_rda’ble housing be preserved and enhﬁced;
The propos-al does niot affect _the supply of @j‘ordqble housing.
- 4. That commuter traffic not’ lmpede MUNI iransit service or overburden our streets or
newhborhood parkmg,
_ The proposed SUD will not impede Muni transit service or overburden streets or nezghborhood parking as
. the SUD proposes to locate student housing in walkmo distance ﬁ'am the correspondmg ms‘ructzonal
_ ﬁzalzﬁes :
5. That a diverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service sectors from
displacement due to commerdial office development, and that future opportunities for resident
SAN FRANCISCD S , ' : ' . 8
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'Resolution No. 18850 ' - B CASE NO 2011.1381TZ
Hearing Date: April 25,2013 - s o 111187 Street

.emplcjanent and owneréhip in these sectors be &nhanc’e_d;.

The proposal does not ﬁzczﬁfate the dwplaceme’ir of z*zdusrfzal or service sector activity due to wﬁ"rercml

“office development mther, it !7°Sl$f§ e the cot LtlT’LH.Ed ape"atwﬂ ofa post-secondary educationel istitution.

That the Cnty achieve the greatest p{}ssxble prepa_iﬂdﬂess o proLect against 1nJur§f and Ioes of hfef
in an earthquake; :

"he proposed ordinance s mo eﬁfea upon JT;E City's ability to pr’pme and protect ﬂgamst m]ﬂy and loss

of life in an earthguake.

. That the landmarks and historic buildings be presgrvﬂed_:

The proposal does not aﬁ?ec_t any landmark or historic buildings.

‘That our parks and open. Qpa&: and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected from

development;

The proposal does not affect parks or open space as it is an amendment to the Planning Code fo add a
Swecial Use District allowing student kov.‘si;z g. ' -

Fur.neL, for the foregoing reasons and based on the facts presented, the Commission finds, pursuart to

Section

302, that the public necessity, convemence and general v\felfare require the adoption of this

legislation.

NOW 'THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Conn’ucszon nereby recornmends that the BOJd of
_ SLP‘“I‘V’SuI‘S ADOPT the proposed Orrzmancn :

I hereby ceriify that the foregomg Resolutzon was ADOPTD by the P¥amung Comumission on April 25,

f013

Ionas Ienin
-Acting Commission qecretary

.AYES_; _

Commissioners Hillis, Fohg, Antonini, Modre, and Wu
NAYES: Norie
ABSENT: : Comrﬁissioners B_orden, Sugaya

ADOPTED: - April25,2013 -

. ~ Attachments: EXHIBIT A (Propoééd Ordinance introduced by Supervisor Cohen)

EXHIBIT B Addendum to Eastern Neighborhoods FEIR

SAK FRANCISCO - g 0 l g
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Executwe Summary

Planning Code Text and Map Change
HEARING DATE: APRIL 25,2013
. Date: April 18, 2013
CaseNo..  2011.1381TZ
Project Address: 1111 8% Street
" Zoming: .. PDR-1-D (Productlon Dlstnbunon, Repair: De51gn)
' Prbposezi SUD: Art & Design Educational Special Use District
. Height{Bulk: 58X . '
BlockiLot: 3808/004; 3820/002, 003; 3913/002, 003
Project Sponsor: . Supervisor Malia Cohen '
Staff Contact: ~ Diego R Sénchez — (415) 575-9082

. dlecro sanchez@sfcrov org.

- Recommendation: Approval to Board of Superwsor:s

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed Ordinance would amend the Plarning Code to establish the Art & Design Educatlonal
Special Use District 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 Collecre of the Arts ( (CCAY whﬂe providing a regulatory scheme for
potential future expansion, : :

The proposed Special Use District Wlﬂ pemut Post -Secondary Educahoral Inshf:utlons as of right and
without use size limits, will allow. Student Housmg within the SUD and would allow the Zoning
Admirdstrator to authorize temporary structures without pubhc hearmg prowded the structure. is
occupied by a use allowed by the SUD. Any housmg PIO]ECt within the SUD will be subject to the
standards for development project review, entitlement process and impact fees of the UMU (Urban

1650 Mission St,
Suite 400 )
San Fancisco,
CA 94103-2479

Recepfion:

415.558.6378

Fax;.
415.558.6409
Pl_aoning

Information:
415.558.6377

Mixed Use) zoning dlst-mct In addl’aon an absolute maximum of 750 beds will be allowed within the -

-entire SUD.

SITE DESCRIPTION AND PRESENT USE

The prxmary buﬂdmg wlthm the San Franasco campus of the Cahforma 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 ovms 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 7t Street, between
Hooper and Irwin Streets; and on Irwin Street between 74 and: 8% Streets. The properties 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 lotand admlmstratlve offices.

www.sipiggning.org .



Executive Surmmary ' - | CASE NO. 2011.1381TZ
Hearing Date: April 25, 2013 - . e - 1111 8" Street

SURROUNDING PROPERTIES AND NEIGHBORHOOD -

The area surrounding the project site; while featuring a number of different uses, is light industrial in
character. The majority. of buildings are one- and jcwc»—story buildings that provide no front setback.
Retail and/or wholesale establishments are found in. the area, and the retfail establishments are either.
eating and - drinking establishments or establishments that sell goods for the home or restaurant.
Educahonal institiutions are also located within the area. ‘Properties in ‘the area are zoned PDR-1-D
(Production, Dis_iribuﬁpn,-Repair;_Design), P'DR-II—G (Pi-oductlon Distribution, Repa_n' General) UMU
- (Urba.n Mixed Use)‘and MB—RA-(_ Mission Bay Redevelopment Area).” ' '

EN\*‘[RONMENTAL REViEW

The Pro]ect is covered under the Addendum to the Easferp Nelghborhoods Rezonmg and Area Plans
Final EIR. : - : :

_ ,'HEARING NOTIFICAT[ON _
T TYPE ~ REQUIRED - TREQUIRED. | ACTUAL . | ACTUAL
_____ = .| PERIOD. :|  NOTICE DATE® | -~ 'NOTICE DATE | PERIOD
' C1a551f1ed News Ad 20 days ‘ ‘Aprill 5,2013 - a April 5, 2013 20 days
Posted Notice . none | n}a ] nla nla
Mailed Notice  10days April 15, 2013 April5,2013 | 20 days

PUBLIC COMMENT

* The Planning Depa.rtment received two letters in support of the Special Use District. .

ISSUES AND OTHER CONSIDERAT[O‘QS

+ The California College of the Arts submitted an Instltuhonal Master Plan for acceptance by the
Planning Commission, pursuant to Planrung 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 description of the institution’s physical. plant and

- employment affirmative action program, ownersl'up of propertles throughout the Clty and
County of San Francisco, services provided and populatiori, parking avallablhty 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 Plannmg Comm1ssmn and/or Department staff, as

. app licable.

. Removmg the use size limitation of 20,000 square feet on Post- Secondary 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 of the Arts ﬂex1b1hty in any expansmn pIans

- SAN FRANCISCD -
PLAMNNING DEPARTHMENT s " 92 . . ’ 2



_Executive Summary o o © CASE NO, 2011, ‘EZ&'ETZ -
He’aring Bate: Aprii 25,2013 - '_ i . — 1111 8 Qtfeei‘

-

The exxsang PDR 1-D zoning dlstnct does not allow housing of afy type. The proposed SUD .
allows Student Housmcr and reqmres any future Student HOLIS.IL‘? to follow the physzcall

.development standards, entitlement processes and development impact fee schedule of the UMLT )
‘ (Urban Mixed Use) zoning district, a zoning distriet in close proxumty The SUD also limits the
' 'nutnber -of Student Housing beds/um’cs within the SUD to 750,. providing certami‘y to the

commum"y a.nd Planning Department abouf the intensity of future Sfudent Housmcr

- -development

REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION

, The Commission may apprcve, ot approve in part or disapprove the proposed Plianning' Code Text
Amendment and Zonmg Map change ' ‘

SASES FOR RECG&%E%EHDARGH 8

1 3

Promdmcr the commuruty and the PIanmrg Deparfment with foreseen -expansion plans is, :
beyond being reql.ured by the Plannmg Code, a good faith ges’sure to the community and
informative to the Planning Department’s and the City’s longer range p]anm.ng efforts f01 the -

* area and the econoxmc sector

The prop osed SUD prowdes a reasonable 1e9:151a‘1x e solution to a.low the expansion of a long
established academic use that reinforces San Francisco’s roIe as a creative and educational city,
T‘I“ pT oposed SUD whﬂe aﬂowmc ﬂe)abui:y wihm existing zomng, utilizes existing
development standards to regulate future development

‘The pr oposal is, on balanee cons1s¥:ent with the General Plan

RECOMMENDATION: 'Approvd to the BDqu of Supervisors 6f Text and Map Chaﬁcres to the

 Planning Code i;o create the Art & Desxgn Echatmnal Spemé Use
DISinc:t. . '

SAN FRANCISCO : 3.
PLANNING DESANTMENT - 93 ‘




- Executive Surnmary T , , CASE NO. 2011 1381TZ
Hearmg Date. Apnl 25, 2013 o S _ ' 1111 8™ Street

Attachment Checkhst

, ‘ Exéé-t,-ltii_reSﬁimnary o N - : & Proéoséd_@rdmmce_ .;- |
- Draft Cdnﬁ‘rﬁs'sionk.es-olution S
@ Erivironméntaibeterminéﬁcﬁ :
, - Zorung Dlsmct Map' |

D He1ght & Bulk Map
A sUD Map

Parcel Map
Sanbom Map
' @__Aerial Photos

. Exhibits ab6ve marked with an “X” a're.i.nduded in this packet k&

Planner s 1t1als

DRS: G:\DOCUMENTS\RgzoningU 111 8th StreeACommission Packef\1111 8h Streat EXécufive Sum[bar_y. Hoé

SAN FRANGCISCO . . : . . 4
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Zoning Map

Case Number 2011.1381 TZ
'|* Art & Design Educational SUD
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Special Use District Map
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SAN fRANCISCO -
LANNING DEPARTMENT

Addendum to Environmental Impact Report | o0 Mision St
. : 5 C . o - San Francisco. -
Addendum Date:  September 26, 2012 -CA94103-2479

Case No.: 2011.1381F - ' o lRECE{]ié'LmI

. Project Title: Art & Design Educational pec1a1 Use District (1111 8th Stleet) ' '415.558.5378
EIR: | Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Flans Final EIR - I
’ SCL No. 1984061912, certified August7,2008 . " 415.558.6409
Zoning: - PDR-1-D; 58-X Heiglt and Bulk District o . o
Block/Lofs: | 3808004, 3820/002, 3520/003, 3913/002, 3913/003 S T

Lot Sizer varies 415.558,6377
Project Sponsor:  Supervisor M I\faha Cohen, Dlstnct 10 ' : e
- Sponsor Contact:  Andrea Bruss, Legislative Aide, 415, 5 7670
Lead Agency: San Francisco Planning Department
- Staff Contact: Michael Jacinto - 415.575.9033 '
' : michael.iacinto@sfeov.ory

The purpose of this Addendum: to the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans Final EIR is to
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 implementaﬁoﬁ of this legislation have been adequately
enalyzed pursuant to the California Environmen tal Quality Act (“CEQA™) in a Final Environmental
-Impact Report (“FEIR”) previously prepared for the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans

project. This memorandum describes  the proposed legislation’s relationship to the Eastern
Neighborheoods 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 en"\/i'ronnqental effects'that ray occur as-a result of implementing the legislation.

PRDF‘OSED LEGI;LAHON
The project is- proposed legislation that would amend the San Franmsco Pianmnc 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/Potrero Hill area of San Francisco. The amendment would facilitate
continued operation of the California College of the Arts ("CCA") arid prov1de a regulatary scheme for a
potential future expansion of the campus, mclud;ng permitting 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 SUO8 of the City and Counfy"s Zoning Map to reflect the
creation of the Art and Design Special Use District. The legislation further stipulates that for any
po’fen’aal housing project within the SUD, standards for development, project review, entitlement
process, and impact fees of the Urban Mixed Use (”UI\/'U”) district would apply

PROJECT LCESCRIPTION |
~ Background - :
" The Eastern Newhborhoods Rezo*ung and Area Plans Project was adopted in December 7008 The Project

was adopted in part to support housing development in some areas previously zoned for industrial uses,

See Plarining Code Section 843 et seq. for mare infonmnation.

100



whﬂe preservmg an adequate supply of space for existing and future producnon, dlstnbutlon, and repair

“{“PDR” or aenerally light industrial) employment and businesses. The project established new zoning
" “districts that permit PDR uses exclusively; in cornbu’latwn with comumiercial uses; in-"districts mixing
“residential and commercial uses and residential and PDR uses; as well as new res1dent1ai—on1y districts.. -
The’ zorung districts replaced existing mdustnal commercml residential single-use, ‘and mixed-use
districts. The Prolect also resulted’ in amendments tb height and bulk districts in some ‘areas to
accom modate antici pated resxdentlaI and commermal g‘rowth

In conjunction with the Planmng Code amendments, the Planmng Department developed area plans for

the East South of Market Area (“East SoMa”), the Mission, Showplace Square/Potrero Hill, and the
'Central Waterfront for indusion in the General Plan. These area plans address policy-level issues
pertaining’fo land use, transportatlon, urban design (including bu1ldmg heights and urban form), open
. space, housing, hJ.StOIlC resources, ‘community facilities and economic development, The overarchmg
ob)echve of the Eastern Nelghborhoods Area Plans is to address key policy objectives that both ensure a *
- stable future for PDR businesses in the cify, mainly by reserving a certain amount of land for PDR use
and also prov1de a substantial amoufit of new housing, particularly affordable housing in appropriate -
areas that create complete ne1ghborhoods" by prov1d1ng appropriate amenities and sérvices for area
residents and workers. Co

"Durmw the Eastern Nelghborhoods adopt*on ph.zse, the Planmrg Commission. held publr hearings to
-consider the various aspects of the proposed area plans, and Planning Code and Zoning Map'
_amendments, On Aua'ust 7, 2008, the Planning Commission certified the Eastern Nmelwborhoods Final’
EIR by Motion 176592 and adopted the Preferred Project for fmal recommendation to the Board of
Superwsors The mayor swned the final legislation ori December 19, 2009,

Final Environmental !mpact 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 A, B and C”), two community-proposed altetnatives 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 comipared to existing
; cond1t10ns at the time. Option A retained the greatest amount of land supply for PDR use within the
. 2,300-acre plan area; Option 'C the least, and designated cornparatlvely more expansive areas of :
residential and mixed-use zoning throughout the Eastern Neighborhoods and a. lesser amount of land
. area exclusively for PDR use. Optién B sought to balance 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 Preferred. Project after - fully consxdermg its envuonmental effects and the various
alternatives discussed in the FEIR. - ' : :

The Final EIR inchided analyses of environmental Issues assocmted Wlth amended use -and height
districts and new General Plan policies including; land use; plans and policies; visual quality and urban
‘des1on population, housing, business activity, and employment (growth mducement} ttansportauon
noise; air quahty, parks, recreation and open space; shadow; archeological resources; historic
architectural resources; hazards; and .other issues not addressed in the. previously issued iriitial study for
the Eastern Ne1crhb0rhoods pro;ect No specific. development pro;ects were analyzed or ag part of the
FEIR. - : ‘

Case No. 2011.1381E . 7 Addendum to Environmental Impact Regort
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This addendum reviews the proposed SUD législation in'the context of the analysis of the FEIR’s land

.use {zoning) and height district a_tematlves listed above. Any. future pro]ecfc that could erntail a CCA-

campus expansion, chancres of use or new uses on the tampus, or alterations to existing buildings on ‘the
campus that adoption of the SUD would facilitate aré unknown at this time because ng such. projects are
proposed Future projects would be subject to pm]ect—cpecxflc envirorrnental review. -

S:TTF\EG

Froject Location

The project site is located in the Showplace Squar ‘_/'Potrero HIH area of San Franclsco The proposed suD
would apply to five lots on three blocks ‘within an area ger erally defined by 7th, 8th, Irwin, Chanrel,
De Haro, and 15th Streets in the Showplace bquare Design District (see Figure 1, PLO}ect Location Map).

Assessor Block 3913, Lot OOJ is Iocated at 30-50 15 tb Street. Tne lot. has frontages on Berry and
15th Streets. The lot accommiodates a 3,950-square-foot, two story building constructed in 1910 that
accomumodates CCA’s graduate writing lab. Immediately adjacent, on Lot 002 at 80 Carolira Street is a
24,000-square-foot, two- storybmldnfwr thataccomn‘ dates CCA's student center, |

The building located on ASQcSSOI‘ Block TY8{38 Lot 004, at 184 188 HOOPJ Street, is o 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 building, constructed in 2008, comprises 21;350-square¥foo§ of building
'area which CCA currently uses for its graduate center.. - | :

e building located on Assessor Blocx 3820; Lot 002, at 1140 7th Sueet/l_LSO Irwin Street, was built in 1351
and was originally used as a maintenance shop by Greyhound Lines, The 120,000-square-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 chlhty, is currently \racart and is characterized by a large, {lat

concrete pad.?

CCA Use Characteristics?

California College of the Arts was founded in 1907 in the East Bay to provxde an‘educatior: for artists andv

designers mtegratmcr both art theory and: ‘practice. ‘Since its 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 district, accommodates CCA’s entire first year prograim as well as & selection of undergraduate

2 On January 13, 2012, CCA submitted an apph”caﬁon for a lot line adjustment to the De’_partrn‘ent of Public Works to
mercré lots 002 and 003 on this block into a single parcel. Email communication with David Meckel; CCA Director
of Research and Planning, Jahuary 27, 2012, available for review in Case File No 2011.1381E at the Planning
Departmxent, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA.

3 Information related to CCA's use dxa.ractenstlcs cited from http://www,cca edy, dlmtallv accessed February 1, 2012;
email communication with David Mecke], CCA Director of Research and Planning, January 27, 2012; and Dream
Big, California College of the Aris Strategic Plan 2010-2015, available for review in Case File No. 2011.1381E at the
Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA. - :

Case No. 2011.1381E ; 102 Addendum to Environmmental Impact Report
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' depar'trriepts Starting in the 1980s, CCA used leased space for its architectiire and design prograims and
since 1996 has had a permanent campus in San Francisco.’ CCA offers studies ir, 21 undergradtiate and
© seven 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 ﬁee trans-bay shuttles ﬁlat operate whlle classes are in session. ;

As of Fall 2011 CCA's ‘total enrollment is 1,965 stidents. About 75 percent of these students are
: undergraduates (e.g., 1,475) and the remaining 25 percent {490) are graduate students. First year students
| (426) ‘are typically based in Oakland. Grad students (490) ate typically based in San Francisco. Cca
estimates the Oakland/San Francisco split in students and facility usage to be 40 percent int Qakland 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 facultv 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
appronmately 109 persons. CCA staff in San Francisco is about 115 percons All of CCA’s owned
_housing is in OaL.Iand (2::0 beds). CCA leases some housirg in San Francisco (about 45 bedc) CCA’s
2010-2015 Strategic Plan calls for modest growth exceeding 2,000 students by year 2015.* Smce the year-
2000, CCA’s hlS’EOI'lC growth pattern hag avaraged about 80 studants per year.

Vicinity Ldﬂd Uses : . o
Land uses in the vicinity of CCA include showrooms, wholesale interior-design-related establishmernts,

galleries, light industrial businesses, offices, a public park, residences (including live/work), retail uses,
storage, transportation and utility services, fleet parkmg lots ar.d warehouses.

Land uses to the west and northwest of CCA, west of De Haro Street, and north of Berry and Division
Streets indude -gallery, retail and showroom, light industrial, warehouse distribution and warehouse
retail.. The Caltrain rwht—of—way runs along 7th Street beneath Interstate 280 to the east of CCA,
demarcating Showplace Square frorn Mission Bay. The block to CCA’s south (bounded by Hubbell, 8th,
Irwin, ard 7th Streefs) 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 industrial); Nibbi Brothers Contracting (office); and Economnty
Rcstaurant Fi mtures (XVEI‘EI’[OUSE/I’EtaH)

To its southwest, on the ‘block bounded by hubbeil 16th and 7th Streets, the Planning Comumnission
‘zecgntly approved a project on a currently. vacant site that entails construction of approximately
470 residentizl units, 15,000 sq. ft. of ground-floor retail and restaurant uses, and approximately 8,000 sq.
. of small enterpriseé workspace space in two buildings, plus eirculation and other common areas on a
“currently vacant site. The site will also contain an approximately 0. 88-acre pﬁbﬁc pazk, contingent on
. future City approvals, that would be developed by the apphcant in the Daggett naht-of-wajf that bisects

the s;te 5

At 1150 16th Street, the Planning Commission recently authorized a project that would result in
demolition of the site’s existing single-story .build'ing and construction of two adjoined, mixed-use

4 Dr'enm. Bi‘g, Californin College of the Arts Strategic Plan ’7010 2015, pg. 4. Avaﬂab]e for review in Case File No.
2011 1381E at the Planning Department, 1650 Mission qbree’t bmte 400, San Francisco, CA. : .

IOOG 16th Street Urban Mixed Use Project, Motion No. 18419 adopted by the Planning Commission July 28, 2011.
. Available for review in Case File No. 2003 0527E at the Planning Department, 1650 Mission Sireet, Suite 400, San.

Eranasco, CA.

'_Cose No, 2011.1381E L L I Addendum to Environmental Impact Rmort

— 5164
1111 8th Street : Septemba 26,2012

" SANFRANGISCO



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

and 15 dwellmg units above, The adjomma 1201 8th Street bmldmg would be a 68 feet tall structure : -

contammg ground floor retail and PDR uses above, The two buildings weuld share a basement level
garage contaznmg 14 res1denha] parking spaces and elgl t commeraai parking spaces and are conrected
" .bya central stalrcase o '

The blocks further south and southwest of the pl’OjECt s1te beyond 17th Street, become progresswely
more residential, but also include the two-block Jackson Playground, Anclhor Brewmg (light mdustnal) :
fleet pa;rkmg for Coach 21 buses (transportatlon storuge), and various offlce and retail uses.

. Regu!atoqr Seftmg

Planrung Code :
The subject proper’aes are located inn the Producuon Dlstn'butlon and Repau—l Design. (”PDR 1,

Des1o-n”) Use District. As stated in Planning Code Section 210.9, the intention of this distriet is to “retain
and encourage less-intensive production,’ dlstnbutlon, and repair busiresses, espec1a11y the emstmg
clusters of design- related businesses. Thus, this district prohlblts residential uses and office, and limits,
‘retail and institutional uses. Additionally, this district prohibits heavy industrial uses, which generate
external noise, odors, and vibrations and engage in Erequent trucking activities. Generally, all other uses
are permltted In' considering any new land use not con’femplated in this District, the Zomno
Administrator shall take into account the intent of this District as expressed in this Sectiony and in the '
General Plan.” Secondary schools, either public or private, other than a school having 1ndustnal arts as
its primary course of study are permitted. if less than 20, 000 square feet, without assor:iated housmo
' (Planmnv Code Section 217(1)). Housing is not permitted. The proposed 1eg1slat on would therefore
elimjnate the 20,000-square-foot use limitation for secondary arts schools and permlt up to 750 beds of
housing within the bourdaries of the SUD.

.Student Housmtr Lemslahon
. On May 19, 2012 the Mayor signed an ordmance passed by. the Board of Supermsors amendmcr the
San Frarcisco Planning Code by 1) adding a new Section 10236, to create 2 definition of Student
Housing; 2) amending Section 124, to create a new subsection (k), to permit addmonal square footage'
above the ﬂoor area ratio limits for Strdent Housing projects in buildings. in the C-3-G and C-3-3
Districts, that are not’ designated as- Slgnlﬁcant or Contributory pursua.nt to Artlcle 11; 3) amerding
Section 135(d)(2), to adjust the minimum open space requirements for dwelling whits that do not exceed
350 square feet, plus a bathroom; 4) amending Section 207. 6(b)(3}, to exempt Student I—Iousmg from the
unit mix requirement in RTQ, N CT, 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; 6) arnendmc Sectiori 312, to require notice for a change of use to Group Housing; 7) amending
Sectiort 317, to prohibit the conversion of residential units into Student Housing, except in specified
circumstances; 8) amending SEC"'IOH 401, to make conformmg amendments; 9) amendmg Section 4153, to -
make confon ning amendm ents and fo simplify the monitoring responsibilities of the Mayor s Office of
‘Housing; 10) amendmc" Tables 814, 840, 841, 842 and 843, to make- conformmg amendments; and 11)
making findings, including environmental fi ndmgs and fmdmgs of cons1s’cency with the priority policies
- of P]annmg Code Section 101.1 and the General Plan. :

6 1150 16th Street Mixed LIse Project, Motion No. 18579 adopted by the Plarmmg Cormmssmn Apnl 5, 2012. Avaxlable

" for review in Case File No. 2004. 1004EKC. at the Plarmmg Department 1650 M15510n Street Suite 400,
San Francisco, CA
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Tlus new definition of Stuident Housmg is based on occupancy and ownershlp or control and apphcable

citywide. The new Section 102 36 defines Student Housing as "% living space fof sLudents of accredited
post-secondary educational institutions that may take the form of dwelling umnits, group’ housing, or
single-room occupancy (SRO), and is owned, operated or otherwise coptrolled by an accredited post-

secondary Educational Institution.” It establishes that "the use of Student Housma is perrmtted where the

form of housing is pemutted in the underlying Zoning District in which it is Iocated ”

Plarning Code Section 307{j) creates a process to allow conversmns of Student I—Iou':mcr irrto other
residential uses. It provides that “[i]f a reszdcnnal project no longer qualifies as Student Housing, the
ZorrinCr Administrator may allow the conversion of the Student Housing to aniy permitted residential use
in the zoning district in which the Student Housing is located, once the Zoning Administrator finds that
the converted Smdent Housmg Has complied with any applicable Inclusionary Affordable HOUbIHU
Requirements, and that all other Planning Code requirements applicable to that resrdentlal use have been

met or modified through approprrate procedures

On the other hand, the adopted leglclanon prohrblts 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 (i) the residential use was built by the post-

* secondary educational instifution; (i) thé residential use is ina convent monastery (or sirnilar rehclous

order facility); (iii) the residential use is on a lot directly adjacent to the post-secondary educational
institution, so long as the lot has been owned by the post-secondary educatrorral institution for at least
ten years as of the effective date of this ordinance; or (iv) as of August 10, 2010, 1t was owned, operated or
. otherwise controlled by a post—secondary educational institution that had an Institutional Master Plan on
file swith the Planning Comimission, and where the occupancy by those other than students at that date
was. less than 20% of the total occupa.nts- (See arnemded subsection 317(f)(1).) -

The adopted Ieclslatlon makes other cha_ncres related to this new 'definition of Smdent Housmg It

amends Section 135(d)(2), to adjust the minimum open space requ1rements for dwelling units that do not .

exceed 350 square feet, plus a bathroom; it amends Section 207(b)(3), to exempt Student Housing from
the umt mix- requ1rement in RTO NCT, DTR and Eastern Newhborhoods Mlxed Used Districts; and it

amends Section 312, to require notice for a change of use to Group Housing. It also makes conforming

amendments io Sechons 401 and 4153 of fche Piannmcr Code and to Tables 814 840, 841, 842 and 843.

Any future student housmc w1th1n the proposed SUD would be regulated within this context and subject

to the above and any other Plan.nmc Code requrrements as applicable.

REMARKS -

The Eastern Nerghborhoods Rezomng and Area Plans Fmal EIR 1dent1f1ed less-than 51gmf1cant '

environmental jmpacts in the foilowmg erironmental topic areas: Visual Qtality and Urban Design;
Population, Housing; Business Actmty and Employment (Growth Inducement); Parks, Recreation and
Open Space; Mineral and Agricultural Rescurces; Wind; Utilities and Public Services; Broiooy,.
Geology/Topography, Water; and- Energy and Natural Resources: The Final EIR found the following
effects that can be aV_orded_ or -reduced to a less-than-significant level with mitigation measures
incorporated in the following areas: Archeological Resources; Noise; and Air Quality.

The FEIR found the followin'g- éfgniﬁcarrt: and r_m-avoidable-i‘mpacts associated with the adoption of the
Eastern Neighborhoods zoning and area plans: Land. Use; Transportatron lncludn g traffic and transit; -

Hlstm 1c - Architectural’ Resources and Shadow : v ) N
. . i
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As descrxbed under “Project Charactenstzcs on pg. 1 of thls Addendunr, the proposed Art. and Deswn
Special: Use sttnct would entail elrmnatmg the current 20, 000-square-foot maximum use size restriction
for secondary arts schools and permitting up to 750 beds of student housing within the boundaries 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: Becatise the SUD would rely on base zonirig within the
PDR-1-D district and building envelope controls f for student housing as part of the UMU district, the land
use characteristics of the propesed legislative amendment fall w1th1n the range of altemahves mcluded in .
the Eastem Ne1ghb0rhoods Rezc*ung and Area Plans FEIR.

ANALYSIS OF POTEN‘!AL ENVI RONWER‘TAL EFFECTS '
San brdrcisco Administrative Code Section 31. 19(c)(1) states that a modiﬁed pro;ect must be reevaluated

" “and that. “If, on the bas1s of such- reevaluation, the Envu:o*urental Review Ofﬁcer determines, based on

the requlremen’ts of CEQA that rig additional envn-onmental review is uecessary, this determmau_lon and -
the reasons therefore shall be noted in writing in the case record, and no further evaluatlon shall be
reqmred by this Chapter.”

CEQA Gu1dehnes Section 15164 prov1des for the use of an -addendum to document the ba51s of a lead
agency’s. decision not to require a Subsequent or Supplemental EIR for a project that is. aIready -
adequately 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 preparation of a Subsequent
. EIR, as prowaed in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, are not present. '

qmce certification of the EIR, no changes have occurred in the circumstances under which the original
pro]ect (e.g., zoning and map amendments and adoption of area plans) as currently proposed would be
implemented, that would charige the severity of the physical impacts of implementing the Shot vplace
Square/Potrero Hill Area Plan as ‘explained herein, and no new information has errerged thqt would
materially chancre the analysec or conclusiorns sef forth in the FEIR.

' Further, the proposed legislauve amendment as demonstraLed below would not result i in any new
51gmf1cant environumental impacts, substantial increases in the significance of prekusly identified

effects, or necessitate implementation of additional or considerably different mmgahon measures than

thosé _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 Nexghberhoods Rezoning and Area'
Plaris F EIR The following discussion prowdes the basis for this conclusum

Lanu’ Use Plans and Policies

- According to data prepared in 2009 by the Planning Deparhnent land uses W1ﬂun the ShOWpIace

Square/FPotrero Hill Plan Area are re51dent1al (39%); vacant (15%); PDR/hght industrial (12%); cultural,
educational, institutional (10%); leEd—U.SE (3%); office (5%), retail/entertairument (4%); mixed-residential

(3%); and public/open space (8%).” Aside from CCA, there dre two other extant educational institutions in
‘the area: the American College of Traditional Medicine at 455 Arkansas Street and the California
_ CuhnaLy Academy at 350 Rhode Island Stree’c Residential uses ge'ierally exist south of 16th and 17th
. Streets. - :

S}mwplacc Square/Potrero Hill Momtonng Report 2006-2016, San Franasco Plarning Department.. This docurnent is
available for review in Case File No 2011.1381E at the Planning Department 1650 Mlssmn Street, Sulte 400, San
Francisco, CA. . .
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CCA’s enstmg facilities and the proposed SUDIs Wlthm an area that the Showplace Square/Potrero Hill
Plan Area identifies as the "Core Showplace Square Design District.” The overarching policy ob;er:twe in
th1s area is to * protect meortant concenta:atxon of de51gn -oriented PDR busmesses here, mary in historic
Prohlblt neEw readerxtxal development “3 PDR and related activities mclude arts activities, perfmmance
spaces, furniture wholesaling, and design activities — accredited schools and post~secondary educaﬂonai
institutions as well as res1denna1 uses are excluded from thlS definition.? -

The Eastern Nelghborhood’s Final EIR evaluates land use effects based' on three adopted criteria:

= whether a project would phy51cally divide an existing commumty conflict with any applicable land use
“plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with 3u115d1ct10n over the project (mcludmg but niof limited to the'
general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect; or, have a substantial adverse impact on the existing

character of the vicinity..”

‘ Adoption of the proposed SUD would not dlsrupt or dIVIde the surroundmg commumty The proposed

SUD legislation would eliminate the current 20,000- -square-foot use size limitation in the PDR-1-D district
-within the mapped SUD boundanes as illustrated on Figure. 1. It would also permit up to 750 beds of
_student housmg on CCA parcels Wlthm the SUD

Assessor Block 3820 Lot 002, the 2.3-acre (101 705—square foot) lot located behmd the existing CCA -
Campus bLuIdu'vJ is currently vacant. Ehmlnatmg the use size restriction on this parrel could facilitate a
_potental ex:pansmn/new construction of CCA facilities, which would represent a potential intensification
of land use compared to what is currently permitted and what curzently exists at this parcel. While
_ currently no building or campus expanéion_ is proposed, any future building(s) size, volume, setbacks,
~ and general mass would be regulated by the pertinent Planning Code provisions, such as those related to
PDR-1-D districts including floor area ratios for non-residential uses, etc, in addition.to ‘pertinent
provisions of the UMU district for student housmg, as set forth in Planning Code Section 843 et seq.

In terms of lard use compatiblhty, adoptlon of the SUD could encourage the types of uses that already
exist at CCA in the surrounding vicinity — educational, institutional, administrative office, and nearby

" residential uses Tke CCA campus. and its ancillary faciliies would be expected to function and -

interrelate-with surrounding land uses as they currently do without substantial disruption. As stated in
" the Showplace Squ,are/Potrero Hill Area Plari, the definition of PDR includes arts activities, performance
spaces, and design activities, among other things — activities integra] to the scope and mission of CCA;
the proposed SUD legislation would permit student housing exclusively within the boundaries. of the
S_UD as an ancillary use to CCA. No housing would otherwise permitted by this or other legislation in
" fhe surrounding PDR-1-D district. Thus, the SUD is not anticipated to disrupt or divide the
. - neighborhood, or result in any project-specific land 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, policy, or: regulation adopted for the purpose of avmdmg or mxtlgatmg an environmental

effect.

! Showplace Squtzm/Poﬁrero Hill Area Plan, pg. 13. This documnent is available for review in Case File No. 2011.1381E
at the Planning Department, 1650 MlSSlOD Street Suite 400, San Francisco, CA.. .

Planmng Code SEC‘UOII 102.2.
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- In the cumulanve context, the Fmal EIR found that adoption of the preferred Eastern Nelghborhoods use -
districts and zoning controls would result in a significant, adverse impact in the cumulative supply of
land for PDR uses and Would not be Drutzgable without substantial change in use controls on land under 3

. Port of San Francisco ;unsdxction The finding was based on supply, demand and land use projections

-+ prepared for the Eastem Nelghborhoods Final EIR "

' . The FEIR found that mdustnally—zoned land and PDR buﬂdmg space is expected to decrease over the
foreseeable future The use districts and zoning controls adopted as part of the Eastern Ne1ghborhoods
Rezoning and Area Plans project are expected to’ accommodate housing and primarily . management

lnformatlon, and professional service land uses within the area over time. While the SUD would apply to
" CCA’s parcels, mcludmv the. 101 705—square—foot vacant parcel where des1gn-re1afed PDR uses are
. permitteéd, potential increases in cultural, institutiorial 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 Addmonaﬂy, upwards of 2,600 housmg unjts are antlupated within the Plan aréa through the

year 2025, Permitting student housing within ‘the CCA SUD would address residential demands
- generated by the' institution as Well as represent a portion of tbe areawide forecasted demand for this
. {ype of land use. '

Because the type of housing that may be permitted is hlnlted to student housing and because the
geography of the SUD is confined to thosé parcels under control of and related to the California College
of the Arts and not the surrou.ndmg PDR-1-D district at large, implementation of the SUD would ot
contribute in a considerable manner to the adverse, cumulative Jand use impact associated with the
~ adoption of area-wide rezoning. The cumulative land use effect of the proposed SUD would be therefore
Iess than considerable.

_ Trénsportaﬁpn

© Traffic. -

- The FEIR included a level of service analys1s at 40 study mtersecuons W1th1n the plan area. Within
Showplace Square/Potrero Hill, the FEIR included 15 study intersections and found significant, adverse
: impacts would oceur ‘at the followmg intersections: Seventh/HaInson 13th/Bryant, 13th/Folsom, South
Van Ness/Howard/13th, - Seventh/Brannan, Seventh/Townsend Eighth/Bryant, Ei ghth/Harrison,
Thn-dJCesaI Chavez, Third/Evans, and César Chavez/Evans Wlth the excephon of the. intersections of
DeHaro/was{on/ng, Rhode Island/16th, and Rhode IslandlDlwsmn Streets, the FEIR identified no
feasible meastires associated with the’ above intersection imipacts to mitigate them to less- -than-significant
‘levels, Other - mitigation cited in" the FEIR- could include implementafion’ of Intelligent Traffic

" ' Management Systems ("ITMS"). shategms Jmprovement and enhancement of streets, promotion of

altemai:e Irieans of travel, and parking management to dlscourage drwmc7

' Implemenfatzon of the proposed SUD legislation would ot dlrectly generate new person or automobﬂe
trips. Subsequent development pro]ects proposed w1thm the context of the SUD would be reviewed at a
project-level to determiine tip generatlon assignment’ and mode split in order to determine the potential
for future projects to result in operahonal impacts- on ‘signalized intersections or cause ‘major t;afﬁc‘
~ hazards or contrlbute considerably to cumulatJVe trafflc increases that would cause de’cenoratlon in levels
of service to unaccepLable levels. :

O Esstern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Arza Plans Final EIR p- 77. This document is ava:lable for review in Case File
No 2011.1381E at the PIanmng Department, 1650 MlSSlOI‘l Street Su;ie 400, San.’ Francasco, CA.
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Tran51t
Page 257 of the Final EIR characterizes Iocal tran51t servme as follows

Showpla'ce _SquarefPotrero Hﬂl'ls.weﬂ—served by Muni, except at the southeastern loortion of the
subarea. Almost all of the residents arid workers have access to a bus line within .a two-block
-walking distance. However, relatively long headways 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. Addltlonally service is limited in the

southeastern portion of this subarea

'In the vicinity of the proposed SUD, the 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 line runs along'Mission and 16th Streets west of Kansas Street,

along 17th Street between Kansas and ‘Conrecticut Streets, with a stop at Wisconsin Street one block

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

connects 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 operafes 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; Tueésdays: 344; Wednesdays:

- 307; Thursdays: 301; Fridays: 106. From San Francisco to Oakland, passenger loads are similar: Mondays:

338; Tuesdays: 316; Wednesdays: 296; Thursdays 268; Fridays: 105. ' '

Imp]ememat-ron of ﬂ‘e SUD 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 accommodated by adjacent transit capacity, result in unacceptable

levels of fransit service, or cause a substantial increase in delays or operatmg costs such that significant
- adverse impacts i transit service ievels could result. :

Pedestrians :
Page 262 of the Final EIR characterlzes area—wrde pedestnan condmons as follows

Although Showplace Square has become a center of the furrushlngs mdustryJ many streets still

-reflect the earlier industrial nature of the area, and many streets do not have sidewalks or
crosswaiks, including portions of De Haro, Rhode Island, Henry Adams (Kansas), Vermont, -
Ninth, Utah, and Berry Streets; vehicles ranging from automobiles to lar ae trucks often park
perpendicular to buildings where a'sidewalk would. otherwrse be found, and trucks sometimes
partlally or completely block the sidewalks that do exist, interfering with pedestrran circulation
and forcirg pedestrians to walk in the ro_a_dways._ However, betause 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 pedestrlans in'the area..

! Bus routes and bus stop locatlons were 1deni:1f1ed on h’rtp J[Www. sfmta.com/cms/asyster n/routelist. php, accessed
" March 1, 2012,
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Srdewalks exist adjacent to the parcels Wrthm the proposed SUD. SideWaIk 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 on the south side

of Hooper Street between 7th and 8th’ Streets. Average sidewalk widths are approxrmately 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 t busmesses In 2009, -

a pubhc plaza {e.g.,. parklet”) also known as Showplace Trrangle, 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-fréee open space for residents, employees and students. The
proposed SUD would not adversely affect existing pedestrian conditions, result in the overcrowding of
neighboring . sidewalks, create hazardous conditions for pedestr_rans or otherw1se interfere With

5

pedestrian accessrblhty
Bicycle
As described onpg. . 263 of the Final EIR,

~ Bicycle routes wrth separate bike laries (CIass i route) J_ndude Potrero Avenue (between 17th and
. César Chévez Streets) and parts of Seventh, Eighth, Division, 16th, and César Chévez Streets.

Class III routes ex1st on parts of Townsend Henry Adams (Kansas), 17th, Marrposa 23rd, " - -

‘Kansas, and César Chévez Streets. BlcycIe volumes in the Showplace Square/Potrero Hill subarea
. were observed to be low, although during the p.m. peak peried, a substanhal number of
“bicyclists were observed tobe rrdmg along 16th and 17th Streets and Potrero Avenue

Blcycle Route #40 is located on 16th Street about a block south of the proposed SUD. Route #40 is part of
the citywide brcycle route network between 3rd and Kansas Streets. Also in the vidinity is Route #23, In
the southbound directon, this bicycle route extends from 8th and Market Streets to
Division/T ownsend/Henry Adams Streets. In the northbound dlrec’non Route #23 extends from 16th and
Mississippi Streets o 7th and Market Streets Both routes operate sansfactordy and bicycle traffic
generally occurs Without major unpedances or safety problems 2

In terms of bicycle parkmg, cca currenﬂy has 281 bieycle parkmg spaces, B5 percent of which are
mdoors During peak times, demand for bicycle parking exceeds existing supply.” Adop’uon of the SUD
would not adversely affect b1cyc1e 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
assessment of potentlal bicycle parkmg dem and and code—requrrements for onsite bicycle storage

- Parkin r

T San Francisco does not consider parklng supply as pa:rt of the permanent physmal environment and

therefore ‘does not ronsider changes in parking conditions to be environmental rmpacts as defined by
CEQA. Parking deficits are considered to be social effects, rather than impacts on the physical
environment’ as defmed by CEQA. Under CEQA, a pro;ect s’ social impacts need not be treated as
srvmﬁcant 1mpac’cs on the environment. Parking conditions are not static, as parking supply and-demand
varies frorn day fo day, from day to night, from month to month, etc. Hence the avaﬂabﬂlty of ‘parking

Personal observation, site visit, Febmary 10, 2012,

Emad communication with David Meckel, CCA Director of Research and Planning, February 24, 2012, available
for review in Case Frle No 2011 1381E at the Planning Department, 1650 Mrssmn Street, Suite 400, San ’francrsco, _
Ca.
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“spaces (or lack thereof) is not a permanent Phy‘su:al COIldltIOn, but chancres aver tlme as peopie chanve

‘their modes and patterns of travel.

As reported on pg. 265 of. the Final EIR, “on-street parkmg in the mdus’mal and some. commermal
1port10ns of Showplace Square subarea consists’ of a combination of paralle] and perpendzcu]ar spaces, ’
with Lfregula: layout of the roadway, sidewalks, and parking areas prevalent. Thete are no city-operated
parking lots in the Showplace Square/Potrero Hill subarea. There are several pnvate parking famhtles '
mostly servmg employees and busmess customers a.nd not pubhdy available.” '

CCA currenﬂy has 23" off-street parkmg spaces at 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
permxtted off-street parking spaces in Eastern Neighborhood Mixed Use zonma districts.. For post-

secondary schools, the Planning Code permits up to one space per each two classrogms; 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, arnt analysis of parkmo'
supply, demand and Planning Code requirements based on the specific size and use characteristics, of the

proposal as applicable, would be prov1ded

Hfstonc Architectural Resou,rces =
The Showplace Square/Northeast Mission Survey was conducted by Plannmg Department staff in
con]unchon with the local firm of Kelley and VerPlanck as one of several planning studies used fo inform
‘the implementation. of the Showplace Square and Mission Area FPlans. The Survey includes
" documentation and assessment of more than 600. individual properties that ate located within the area
that is bounded agproxurately by Duboce Avenue and Bryant Street to the north, 20th Street to the
_south 7th and Pennsylvania Streets to the east, and Shotwell and Folsom Streets to the west. The surv ey
results were adopted by the Historic Preservatlon Commission on August 17, 20114 i

_Regardmcr 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
'bulldmgs with excephon of 450 frwin Street, were found mehglble In the case of 450 Irwin Street (Block
3820, Lot 003); the survey 3551gned a status code is 7R, which means it was “identified in Reconnaissance -
Level Survey and not evaluated.” During the adoptlon proceedings, the Historic Preselvatzon
Corﬁmission directed Planning staff to contact the building owner to inform them of the Commission’s
" intent to adopt survey findings that the bulldmg is California Register eligible ata 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 de51gn. 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
.Bnck Warehouse District within the surveyed area. This discontiguous district comprises three separate
clustets of large heavy timber and steel-frame brick industrial buildings, most of which are desigried in
the American Commerdial style. Cumulatlvely the district includes 16 bu11dmgs constructed between
1894 and 1929 that are located within the boundaries of the Showplace Square survey area that includes
parts of the Potréro and Mission districts as well as the southwest corner of the South of Market Area.
The proposed SUD would be located two blocks east Df this district, contains none of that d1str1cts

4 Shawplaca SquarefNortheast Mission Historic Resource Survey adoption materials, Historic Preservation Commission
Motion No. 0134, This dotumert is available for review in Case File No. 2011. 1381E at the Planning Departrnent
16:)0 MlSSlOI’l Street, Sulte 400, San Francu;co CA . :
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contributory structures, and would not adveréely affect, or materially impair the district's character
defining features or otherwise preclude its eligibility for listing on the California Register of Historical .
Resources. - R B ' : '
TABLE 2: SHOWPLACE SQUARE/ NORTHEAST MISSION SURVEY"
o .HlSTQRIC STATUS, SUD PARC_ELS '

Addres; APN i Build Date Status Code | Architecture _'lnt,égrity Gistrict Resourcg .
184 Hooper | 3863064 1ess ez 12 + 1o No
' 450 frwin | __5'303002 11048 - 67 I 2 s _.”0_ No .
450 irwin | 3820003 o5t A_ 1= 2 4 o o Potential
80 Carolina 3913002 | 1984 | 62 o ' L I )
1 3015th 3913003 | 1910 . 6Z 2 ES T o 1Mo
Notes: T

S'tatus Code: Code used to determine eligibility for listing or designation. 67 means “found ineligible for the National Reéister,
California Register, or local designation. through survey evaluation.” 7R means “identified in reconnaissance level survey, not
evajuated.”- .. ’ S ’ : -

Architecture: rated from 1 fo 5. Ratings were only assigned fo buildin.gs-builﬁt in or before 1963, The best buildings, rated 4 and 5
represent a combined 8% of the bufiding stock, with only 12 examples rated as 5, : . : .

Integrity: Integrity, as it appiies o’ historic preservation, is a measure. of retention. of sufficiant historic, fabric and character-defining .
featiires 1o ‘convey its Ristorical significance. Ratings were only assigned fo.buildings built in or before 1963, There are seven
aspects of integrity, and the scale of 1-7 is-shoerthand for that list. The aspects are: iocation, design, setting, materials, workmanship,
feeling, and association. ‘All seven gualities do not need to be present for efigibility -as long as the overall sense of the past time and
place is evident. - o ' ‘ - - ’ :
Source: Szn Francisco Planning Depariment, 2011,

The Eastern Neighborhoods Final EIR found that implementation of areawide zoning controls would
result in a s'igniﬁcant;-advefse énvironmental impact related ‘fo _histbrical fesoqrcﬁes. Demolition or
signiﬁca‘nt al_teratibr_x of buildings that are ideritified as historical resoutces, potenfial resources, or age-
eligible properties could be anticipated to occur as a result of development subsequent to implementation
of the zoning and area plans. The Final EIR indicates that sﬁch'i_t.np._axp;t_s could occur individually (to
single "buildings) as well as .cumulatively {to kriown or-potential historie districts). Adoption of the
proposed SUD would riot adversely affect resources. The SUD Wo-uld neither increase the severity of the
_significant impact to historic architectural - resources assdcfated .with the Eastern Néighbofhoo’ds
rezoning, nor result in new -or substantially-differént ef_fecfts_,_ Thus, the SU_'D v:v'ou_Id not conftribute
considerablj}.to adverse cumulative historic resource impacts identified in the Final EIR. o

Shadow : . o : . . :

Planning Code Section 295, the Sunlight O'rdin.a'nc'eﬁ generally prohibits buildings greater than 40 feet tall
that woulld 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 determines that the effect would be insignificant. 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 _o‘f other entifies are not. subject to

Planning Code Section 295.
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'(jpen space and recr reational facilities under erisdi'étion.of the Ré&éaﬁon and Park Department in the
Showplace Square area include the Jackson. Playground, McKinley Square Potrero Playground, and
Potrero del Sol Park. The tlosest of these faczhtles to CCA is }acLson PIayground ‘about 775 feet to the

south.

About 400 fee: east of the propoced SUD on the east sxde of’ 7th Street, east of the elevated I-280 Hyover
 new parks and open spaces are programmed within Mission Bay. These parks have not yet been
completed and are not under Recreation and Park Department jurisdiction. These spaces are on land
‘referred to as Mission Bay P7 and P9. Parcel P7 would accormodate a future little league softball-

diamond; P9 is programmed for passwe oilen ppace 5

As stated on pp. 2-3 of this addendum, CCA proposes no épeciﬁé buildings or 'Carhpus expénsion as part
of the SUD. Therefore, adoptioﬁ' of thé'propo'sed 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 vacant parcel
(Rlock 3808, Lot 002) within the SUD boundaries. Using a computer program, the cmdy conservatively
evaluated a conceptual future building on that Iot to the existing 58- foot height limit with rio setbacks.

The shadow fan indicates that a code—comphan““” building -on Block 3808, Lot 002 would cast shadow
to the north crossing Channel Street in the morning on the wiriter solstice (December 21), when the sun is
the lowest in the sky 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 parcel P9 in Mission Bay. This parcel is located partially under, and adjacent to, 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 rot) contribute to shading that is already attributable to the I-280 fv'vovef or whether potential |
shadows would adversely affect the use and en]oyment of the potenhai bOLtb.—Il diamond, which has not

yet been designed.”

In the motning on the summer solstice ('Iune'zi) ‘a “code-compliant” building on Block 3808, Lot 002
would cast” shadow fo the northwest and these shadows would fall onto the existing building on
450 Irwin 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 sourheas*ward across Irwin Street. By late' ’
afternoon shadows would reach the eastern side of 7th Street.-Shading effects during the spring and fall
equinoxes, the seasonal periods when the earth is half way between its tilt to the north (for suminer) and

south (for winter), respectively, shading effects would fall within the range described above. '

The Eastern’ Naghborl"oods Final ETR found that adoption 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 Friend Recreation Center, Alice Street Community Gardens, and South Park in East
SoMa; KidPower Park, Franklin Square, Mission. Playground, Alioto Mml—ParL 24th and York Mini Park

P Mission Bay Open Space System Map, accessed Februa_ry 23, 2012, via httpy//missionbayparks. com/fmure php,

® The shadow study is based or a 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 2 particular

impact is too speculative for evaluation, the agency should note its conclusion and ferminate discussion of the

17

impact.”
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and the James Rolph Playground in the Mission; Potrero del Sol Park and Jackson Playground n
Showplace Square/Potrero Hill; and, Espnt Park, Warm Water Cove and Wood Yard Mml—Park in the .
Central Waterfror t. Adophon of the SUD would not contribute fo 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
Planmng Department’ s requirement to prepare a shadow study to evaluate pro]ect-specrﬁc shading
impacts to comply with Planning Code Sectron 295 anid CEQA. Implementation of thé SUD would not
‘contribute in a considerable manner to the adverse shadow effects 1dent1f1ed in the FEIR. Thus
cumulatxve shadow effects would be less than conslderable

Hazards and Hazardous Materials
"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 reoulatory oversight at Underﬂround Storage Tank release sites, in

accordance with state laws, regulations, and Regional Water Quality Control Board policies. Accordlng
to DPH records, the. 450 Irwm Street’ parcel was formerly used by Greyhound Bus Lines as a bus
maintenance facility, - : :

Based on PIIOI’ investigations, DPH reports that the site had 13 underground storage tanks which were
removed in July.1993 and in  February 2003. A number of assessments were conducted and 16 monitoririg
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 rion-detectable, indicating that the diesel detected in soil and
groundwater was from an old release since most of the BTEX has volatized. Onsite. petroleum
hydrocarbon contamination is localized and does not appear to have migrated offsite. Diesel detected in
the groundwater from the 13 wells mdrcates 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 aggressrve removal of the free
product via a multi-phase vacuum éxtraction (MPVEY procedure This- procedure vacuums up
: groundwater and free product from unpacted wells at monthly intervals, continuing through 2012

- With all the USTs and assocrated piping removed, DPH considers sotirce remaval is complete. According
~'to DPH, residual petroleum hydrocarbons remaining in the soil and groundwater and is insigrificant

5 (natural attenuatton is expected to break down the remammg resu:lual concentratrons with tlme) with the
' exceptlon of three Wells Where free product is still detected. ' C

Implementauon of the SUD would riot result i in a s1gmf1cant hazard to the public or the environment
.through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous,
‘materials into- the environment. Future projects that may be Jmplemented within the context of the SUD
-would be requrred to- Comply with existing hazardous materlals regulations, such as those.as part of
DPH's Voluntary Remedial Actiori Program which would address ‘the appropriateness, through soils
testing and other miéans, of the site to safely accommodate proposed future uses. '

RL Email communication, Albert Lee, Department of Publlc Health February 2, 201'7 Email commuriication and
" aftachiments are available for rev1ew in Case File No. 2011.1381E at the Planning Department 1650 Mission Street,
Suite 400, San Franciscg, CA.
19 Free product is defined as chemical constituents, generally petroleum hydrocarbons or dlesel 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 Septernber 11, 2011 via http /Pwww.epa. gov/oust/pubs/fprg htm
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fess than S;gfmdc—'lnf Enwrom*em"f‘ E‘fects
- The Eastern Neighborhoods Final EIR found that the unplement"tlon of area-w1de zoning and associa Led
. Area Plans would not result any significant environmental impacts ift the followmg ateas: Visual Qualit ty
-and Urban Desxg1, Popuiation, Housing, Business Acnvxty and hmploy“ment (Growth hducement)
Parks, Recreation and Open Space; Mineral and AarlLuItmral Resouzces; Wind; Utilities and Public -
Serwces, Blology, Geolocyffopograpl"y, Water; and Energy and Natural Resources. ‘Each of these topics
- s mdyznd and discussed in detail including, but not limited to, in the Final EIR (and Initial Study or
'"I8") Chapters: 4.B; 4.C; 4.D; 4.H; 4. M; 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. R _

Effects That an Be Avolded or Reduce fa Less u‘zan Sfc:mﬂr“anf with Mfttgaftcn Mx:aszzras

The Final EIR found that the 1mp1ememauo*1 of area-wide zonmg and associated Area Plans would
. result in potentially significant environmental 1"1pacts that may be avoided with 1mpIementat10h 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 devel opment project within the
.-;'SUD as applicable, if project-specific r_ev1ew 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 to reduce noise effects to nearby noise-sensitive uses, Measures include use of noise
slueldmg and muffling devices and limiting the use of p1le—dr1v1n<7 when necessary, during specific

" tirnes of day

Measure F-2, Cozzstrucusn Noise: requires contractors to utilize noise attenuation measures durmg
corstmchon to minimize noise effects, Measures ma y include: temporary barriers around construction
sites; noise control blankets; ongoing moenitoring of noise at“enuauon measures through by takmc' noise
measurements; and posting constructlon sclledule const"acuon contact and complamt procedures for

‘-L|

affected partie

Measure F-3, Interior Nmse Levels: directs the I‘lanruncr Depart"nent to requu'e 2 4-hour exterior noise
meter testing prior to any pro]oct-speaflc entltleme'u to ensure thata ‘:u’mre pro]ect’s noise interior noise
levels comply” w1th use compatibility requiréments in the General Plan and in Pohce Code Section 29091

" Measure F4, Sltmg of Nmse Sens_m‘ve Uses: similar to abave, this measure directs the‘P_lamnmg
Department to feq_uir'e 24-hour ‘exterior noise meter testing prior to any project-specific entitlement to
ensure that a future project’s noise interior naise levels comply with use compatibility requirements in
' the Ger.eral Plan and in Police Code Section 29091, This measure is intended to reduce potential conflicts -
. between existing sensitive iecepfors and new noise-generating uces for new devel opment including
commercial, industrial or other uses that would be expected to generate noise levels in excess of ambient
noise, either Chor‘ -term, at mcrhttme orasa 24»hour a;veraoe ’

Measure -5, ST’cmg of Noise Gﬁneratng Uses: similar to above this measure directs the Planmno
Depar’tment to require 24-hour exterior noise meter ies‘mc pnor to any pro]ect—speaﬁc en’ntlement to
ensure that the siting ¢ Gf thentIaIly noisy land uses do niot adversely affect nearby sensitive receptors.

20 Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, Planning Commission
Motion No. 17659, adopted August 7, 2008. This dociument is available for review in Case File No. 2011.1381E at
the Planning Department, 1650 Mission Sireet, Suite 400, San Francisco, TA.
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Measure F-6, Open Space in Noxsy Envuonments du:ects the Plannmg Department through its bulldmcr'
: perrmt review process, n conjuniction with noise analysm requu-ed pursuant fo Mltlganon Measure F-4,
A : to require that open space required under the Planning Code for such uses be : protected, to the maximumi
© feasible extent, from existing ambient noise levels that couId prove annoying or disruphve to users of the
open space: Implementaﬁon of this measure could involve, among other things, site design that uses the
" building itself to shield on-site open space from the greatest noise’ sources constmctlon of noise barriers
~ between noise sources and open space, and appropriate use of bath common and pnvate open space in’
' ‘multi-family dwellmgs, and Implementa‘aon would also be undertaken consistent with other prmc1p1es,
‘of urban deswn -

Measure G-3, S1tmg of Uses that Emit DPM requlres uses that emrt diesel partlculate 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 onthe ARB Air Quahty and Land Use Handbook; be located no less' than- 1,000 feet from
residential units and other serimtxve receptors, including schools,-children’s day care centers, parks and
playgrounds, hospltals nursmg and convalescent homes and like uses. '

 Measure G-3, SItmg of Uses that Emit Other TACs: reqmres the preparahon of an analysm that
includes, at a minimuim, a site survey to identify re51dent1al or other sensitive uses within 1,000 feet of the
: project site, prior to the first pro;ect approval action for new uses that mclude comumercial, industrial or
others that would be expected to generate toxic air contaminants (TACs) as part of everyday operations.
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; photocrrapl’uc processing

shops; textiles; apparel and furniture upholstery; leather and leather products appliance repair shops* o

mechanical assembly cleaning; printing shops; hospitals and medical ch.mcs biotechnology research
facilities; w arehousmg and distribution centers; and any use served by at least 100 frucks per. day

Measure J-2, Properties with No Previous Stuches requu'es preparation of a Prehmmary Archeologlcal_

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/properties that may have been located, within the project site and whether the archeol logical
: resources/property types would potentla]_ly be eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical

Resources; determine if 19th or 20th century soils- chsturbmg activities may adversely aﬁected the

identified potentlal archeological resources; assess potential project effects in relation to the depth of any
Aldentrfled potential archeological resource; and “indlude a conclusion assessing whether any CRHP-
.,elrgrble archeological resources could be adversely affected by the proposed pro;ect and recommendatlon
i as to appropnate further actlon '

Measure L1, Hazardous Bmldmcr Ma’cenals requires- -that the subsequent project sponsors ensure that
any equxpment confaining PCBs or DEPH, such as fluorescent light ballasts, are reroved and properly

- disposed of according to applicable fedéral, state, and local laws prior to the start of renovation, and that
“any fluorescent light fubes, which could contain mercury, are similarly removed-and properly disposed
-of. Any other hazardous materials identified, either before or dunng work, shall be abated accordmg to

'apphcable federal, state, and local Jaws.

'CGNCLUSION
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 supplemental environmental
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review is required for the proposed. pfojnd modifications. mplementation of the proposed SUD would
not cause new significant impacts not identified. in the FEIR, or result ina substantial increase in the
beverlty -of prevaous{y identified SIgmfxc:mr impacts, .and 1o new mitigation measures would be
necessary to reduce significant impacts.- No changes have occurred with respect to circumstances -
-surrounding the original pro;ect that would cause significant environmental lmpacts to, which the -
.- modified project would contribute considerably, and no new mform"rtxon has been put forward which .

shows that the modified projet would cause’ significant environmental impacts. Therﬂrore no.
supplemental environmen tal review is reqwred beyord this addendum.

[ do hereby cértify that the above determinaﬁon,has beent made pursﬁant to State and Local requirements,

| DATE - 7@}4} «J()J{J/‘? . %/’
S ~ Bill Wycko, Environmental m_wzw”/mu
for John Rahaim, Director of P.lannmg
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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

W;.

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

Date: Monday, 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 SUOS8, 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
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Miller, Alisa

From: _ glenda_sobrique@dailyjournal.com

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

To: Miller, Alisa

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 o

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 CORPORATION .

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 _ :
S.F. BD OF SUPERVISORS (OFFICIAL NOTICES)

1 DR CARLTON B GOODLETT PL #244

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

Notice Type:
Ad Description

COPY OF NOTICE

GPN GOVT PUBLIC NOTICE

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

To the right is a copy of the nofice 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):

05/10/2013

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

BUSINESS JOURNAL, RIVERSIDE .

DAILY COMMERCE, LOS ANGELES

LOS ANGELES DAILY JOURNAL, LOS ANGELES
ORANGE COUNTY REPORTER, SANTA ANA

SAN DIEGO COMMERCE, SAN DIEGO

SAN FRANCISCO DAILY JOURNAL, SAN FRANCISCO
SAN JOSE POST-RECORD, SAN JOSE

THE DAILY RECORDER, SACRAMENTO

THE INTER-CITY EXPRESS, OAKLAND

R

(951) 784-0111
(213) 229-5300
(213) 229-5300
(714) 543-2027
(619) 232-3486
(800) 640-4829
(408) 287-4866
(916) 444-2355
(510) 272-4747

I

*
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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 1S 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 fime all interested parties may at-
tend and be heard: File No. 111278.
Ordinance amending the Planning
Code, by adding Section 249,67, angd
the Zoning Map, Section Map SUDB, to
establish the Art and Design Educa-
tional 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 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 o 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 fo 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 Fran-
cisco, CA 94102. Information rejating to
this matter is available in the Office of
the Clerk of the Board. Agenda informa-
tion relating to this matter will be avail-
able for public review on Friday, May 17,
20

Ange]a Calvillo, Clerk of the Board



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

Planning Commission

Attn: Linda Avery

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

Dear Commissioners:

On October 9, 2012, SupeNisor 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

BOARD of SUPERVISORS San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227
October 18, 2012
File No. 111278-2
Bill Wycko

Environmental Review Officer
Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, 4™ Floor
San Franusco 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 fi 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 environmental review, pursuant to
Planning Code Section 306.7(c).

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

Ollyicllillon

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

"MEMORANDUM

TO: | Mario Yedidia, Director, Youth Commission

FROM: - Alisa Miller, Clerk, Land Use and Economic 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 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. _

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.

sk s oo ke sk e e o o e vl e e e ok e ke e o vl e ke ke o e e ke e e ok s ke e ek ek e e e e sk e ek ke e ke e e ek ek ko ke ke de ke dodede s do ek kb ok ok ok ok k-

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 Francisco 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, Superyisor 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
regutatory scheme for a potential future phased expansion of the campus; and 2)
making environmental findings, Planning Code Section 302 findings, and fi findings -
.of consistency with the General Plan and the Priority Pol101es of Planning Code
Section 101.1.

This leglslatlon is being transmlﬁed to you for enwronmental review, pursuant to
Planning Code Sec’uon 3086. 7(c)

Angela CaIVl”O Clerk of the Board

Q%a%

By Alisa Miller, Committee Clerk
| Land Use & Economic Development Committee
Attachment '

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

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

December 8, 2011

Planning Commission

Attn: Linda Avery

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

Dear Commissioners:

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

File No. 111278

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 ﬂndlngs :
of consistency with the General Plan and the Priority PO[ICIeS 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

A lioll il

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
- Nannie Turrell, Major Environmental Analysis
Brett Bollinger, Major Environmental Analysis
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TO:

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 Commiittee
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. 111278

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. : " :

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

94102

o-\»»nna\»»nsono-uusonan»a»xnoo»noonxnnn»on»an»aaaanonoo»nooqaaxan:\-\onasnnnnnn»anasn»an«nnn»nnn»xannxtx

- RESPONSE FROM YOUTH COMMISSION  Date:

No Comment -

Recommendation Attached

Chairperson, Youth Commission
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INTRODUCTION FORM

By a member of the Board of Supervisors or the Mayor

Time Stamp or
Meeting Date

I hereby submit the following item for introduction:

u}

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...

Er

City Attorney request

Call file from Committee

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

© 0 N LA W

- DO OROD000O0

Please check the appropriate boxes. The proposed leg1slat10n should be forwarded to the
following: 7

[ ] Small Business Commission [ Youth Commission

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

The text is listed below or attached:
Attached

Signature of Sponsoring Supervisor ;
For Clerk’s Use Only:

Common/Supervisors Form 128 ’ Revised 05/19/11



INTRODUCTION FORM
By 2 member of the Board of Supervisors or the Mayor

Time Stamp or
Meeting Date

I hereby submit the following itém for introduction:

1. For reference to Committee: Land Use and Economic Development
' . 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 .
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) subrmtted for Mayoral Appearance before the BOS on

N A D O

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

[] S'mall Business Commission - Youth Commission

[l Ethics Commission Planning Commission

[] Building Inspection Commission
Note: For the Imberative Agenda (a resolution not on the printed agenda), use a different form.]

Spohsor(s) - Cohen

Subject: " Ordinance amending the Planning Code to establish the Art and D651gn Educational Special
. Use Dlstnct at 111 Eighth St.

The text is listed below or attached:
Attached ;

. N~ 776&/[/“4/)///‘
Signature of Sponsoring Supervisor : (x/ L/

For Clerk’s Use Only:

Common/Supervisors Form Revised 05/19/11
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