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FILE NO. 150401 ORDINANCE NO. 

1 [General Plan Amendments - Rincon Hill Streetscape Master Plan] 

2 ': 

3 Ordinance amending the Rincon Hill Area Plan, a subsection of the General Plan, to 

4 incorporate the Rincon Hill Streetscape Master Plan and make other technical 

5 amendments; and making findings under the California Environmental Quality Act, and 

6 findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of 

7 Planning Code, Section 101.1. 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

NOTE: Unchanged Code text and uncodified text are in plain Arial font. 
Additions to Codes are in single-underline italics Times New Roman font. 
Deletions to Codes are in striketl1:rough italics Times }lew Roman font. 
Board amendment additions are in double-underlined Arial font. 
Board amendment deletions are in strikethrough Arial font. 
Asterisks(* * * *)indicate the omission of unchanged Code 
subsections or parts of tables. 

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

15 Section 1. Findings. 

16 (a) Section 4.105 of the San Francisco Charter provides that the Planning Commission 

17 shall periodically recommend to the Board of Supervisors, for approval or rejection, proposed 

18 amendments to the General Plan. 

19 (b) On April·20, 2015, the Board of Supervisors received from the Planning 

20 Department proposed General Plan amendments related to the Rincon Hill Streetscape 

21 Master Plan, a component of the Rincon Hill Area Plan, which is a subsection of General Plan 

22 (the "Rincon Hill Streetscape Amendments"). That letter and related documents are on file 

23 with the Clerk of the Board in File No. 150401. 

24 (c) The Rincon Hill Plan was the culmination of extensive public planning that began in 

25 2003, with more than 30 workshops, hearings and walking tours, input of the existing 
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1 residents and business, advocates and other public agencies, and resulted in a plan that 

2 balances Rincon Hill's potential to provide much-needed housing with the design 

3 requirements of a livable neighborhood. 

4 . ( d) Policy 7.4 of the Rincon Hill Plan Area Plan calls on the City to "[p ]ursue the 

5 adoption of the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan by all necessary agencies and the board of 

6 Supervisors ... " 

7 (e) The Planning Department in partnership with the San Francisco Municipal 

8 Transportation Agency (MTA) and the Department of Public Works led a robust public process 

g engaging numerous community stakeholders to develop the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan 

1 O from 2012 to 2014. 

11 (f) The Rincon Hill Streetscape Master Plan is in compliance with various established 

-1 ( San Francisco policies related to the design of streets and the public realm, including the 

·13 Transit First Policy, the Better Streets Policy, the Complete Streets Policy, and the SFPUC 

14 Stormwater Design Guidelines. 

15 (g) On March 3, 2015, 2015 the MTA Board adopted the streetscape improvements 

16 identified in the Rincon Hill Streetscape Master Plan in Resolution No. 15-035, a copy of 

17 which is on file with the Clerk of the Board in File No. 150401. 

18 (h) On May 5, 2005, after a duly noticed public meeting, the Planning .Commission 

19 certified the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) forthe Rincon Hill Area Plan by Motion 

20 No. 17007 and found that the Final EIR reflected the independent judgment and analysis of 

21 .the City and County of San Francisco, is adequate, accurate and objective, contains no 

22 significant revisions to the Draft EIR, and the content of the report and the procedures through 

23 which the Final EIR was prepared, publicized and reviewed comply with the provisions of the 

24 California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (California Public Resources Code Sections 

1 21000 et seq.), the CEQA Guidelines (14 Cal. Code Regs. Sections 15000 et seq.) and 
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1 Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code. Copies of the Planning Commission 

2 Motion and Final EIR are on file with the Clerk of the Board in File No. 050862 and are 

3 incorporated herein by reference. 

4 (i) The project evaluated in the Final EIR included amendments to the General Plan 

5 related to the Rincon Hill Area Plan. This Project also included references to the Rincon Hill 

6 Streetscape Master Plan that was not completed at the time the City adopted the Rincon Hill 

7 Area Plan. The subject of this ordinance is adoption and implementation of the Rincon Hill 

8 Streetscape Master Plan. 

9 0) At the same hearing during which the Planning Commission certified the Final EIR, 

1 O the Planning Commission adopted CEQA Findings with respect to the approval of the 

11 proposed Rincon Hill Area Plan and other actions in Motion No. 17008. 

12 (k) The Board of Supervisors in Ordinance No. 205-05 adopted the Rincon Hill Area 

13 Plan and adopted CEQA Findings adopted by the Planning Commission with respect to the 

14 approval of the Rincon Hill Area Plan, including a mitigation monitoring and reporting program 

15 and a statement of overriding considerations. This ordinance and related materials are in the 

16 Clerk of the Board in File No. 050862. These and any and all other documents referenced in 

17 this ordinance have been made available to the Board of Supervisors and may be found in 

18 either the files of the Planning Department, as the custodian of records, at 1650 Mission 

19 Street in San Francisco, or with the Clerk of the Board in File Nos. 050862 and 150401, which 

20 are located at 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, and are incorporated herein by 

21 reference. 

22 (I) For purposes of this ordinance, the Board of Supervisors has reviewed and 

23 considered the Final EIR and the environmental documents on file referred to herein. The 

24 Board of Supervisors also has reviewed and considered the CEQA Findings adopted by the 

25 Planning Commission in support of the approval of the Rincon Hill Streetscape Master Plan 
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1 (the "CEQA Findings for the Rincon Hill Streetscape"), including the mitigation monitoring and 

2 reporting program, and hereby adopts as its own and incorporates the CEQA Findings for the 

3 Rincon Hill Streetscape contained in Planning Commission Motion No. 17008 by reference as 

4 though such findings were fully set forth in this Ordinance. 

5 (m) The Board of Supervisors endorses the implementation of the mitigation measures 

6 identified in the CEQA Findings for the Rincon Hill Streetscape including those for 

7 im.plementation by other City Departments and recommends for adoption those· mitigation 

8 measures that are enforceable by agencies other than City agencies, all as set forth in the 

9 CEQA Findings for the Rincon Hill Streetscape, including the mitigation monitoring and 

1 o reporting program contained in the referenced Findings. 

11 (n) The Board of Supervisors finds that no substantial changes have occurred in the 

,..?. Rincon Hill Area Plan as proposed for amendment under this ordinance that will require 

13 revisions in the Final EIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a 

14 substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects, no substantial 

15 changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which the Rincon Hill Area 

16 Plan are undertaken which will require major revisions to the Final EIR due to the involvement 

17 of new environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of effects identified in the 

18 Final EIR and no new information of substantial importance to the Rincon Hill Area Plan as 

19 proposed for amendment has become available which indicates that (1) the Rincon Hill Area 

20 Plan will have significant effects not discussed in the Final EIR, (2) significant environmental 

21 effects will be substantially more severe, (3) mitigation measure or alternatives found not 

22 feasible which would reduce one or more significant effects have become feasible or (4) 

23 mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those in the Fi rial 

24 EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the environment. 
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1 (o) Section 4.105 of the City Charter further provides that if the Board of Supervisors 

2 fails to act within 90 days of receipt of the proposed General Plan amendments, then the 

3 proposed amendments shall be deemed approved. 

4 (p) San Frahcisco Planning Code Section 340 provides that the Planning Commission 

5 may initiate an amendment to the General Plan by a resolution of intention, which refers to, 

6 and incorporates by reference, the proposed General Plan amendments. Section 340 further 

7 provides that Planning Commission shall adopt the proposed General Plan amendments after 

8 a public hearing if it finds from the facts presented that the public necessity, ·convenience, and 

9 general welfare require the proposed amendment or any part thereof. If adopted by the 

1 O Commission in whole or in part, the proposed amendments shall be presented to the Board of 

11 Supervisors, which may approve or reject the amendments by a majority vote. 

12 (q)_ After a duly noticed public hearing on March 5, 2015, in Resolution No. 19330, the 

13 Planning Commission initiated amendments to the General Plan in regard to the Rincon Hill 

14 Streetscape Master Plan. Said Resolution is on file with the Clerk of the Board in File No. 

15 150401. 

16 (r) After a duly noticed public hearing on March 26, 2015, in Resolution No. 19342, the 

17 Planning Commission recommended that the Board of Supervisors approve the Rincon Hill 

18 Streetscape Amendments. In this Resolution, the Planning Commission found, pursuant to 

19 Planning Code Section 340, that the Rincon Hill Streetscape Amendments will serve the 

20 public necessity, convenience, and general welfare. Said Resolution is on file with the Clerk 

21 of the Board in File No.150401 and incorporated herein by reference. The Board hereby 

22 adopts the Planning Code Section 340 findings set forth in Planning Commission Resolution 

23 No. 19342 as its own. 

24 (s) The Board of Supervisors finds that the Rincon Hill Streetscape Amendments are, 

25 on balance, in conformity with the General Plan, as it is proposed for amendment by this 
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1 ordinance, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1 for the reasons set 

2 forth in Planning Commission Resolution No. 19342. The Board hereby adopts these findings 

3 as its own. 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

Section 2. The Board of Supervisors hereby approves the Rincon Hill Streetscape 

Amendments set forth below as an amendment to the Rincon Hill Area Plan portion of the 

General Plan and directs the Planning Department, if necessary, to update the General Plan's 

Land Use Index to reflect these Amendments. In addition, the Planning Department shall 

update Map 9 (Rincon Hill Streetscape) of the Rincon Hill Area Plan to reflect the map 

included in Planning Commission Resolution No. 19343 and on file with the Clerk of the Board 

in File No. 150401 The Rincon Hill Streetscape Amendments are as follows: 

Policy 5.1 

Implement the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan. 

A cmnprehensive streetscapeplan ispropose~for Rincon Hill. This plan The Rincon Hill 

Streetscape Master Plan calls for extensive sidewalk widenings, tree plantings, street 

furniture, and the creation of new public spaces along streets thro1,.1ghout the district. 

The plan will-describes specific curb and sidewalk changes and roadway lane 

configurations. New development will in the plan area is required to implement portions 

of the streetscape plan as a condition of approval, and to pay into a community 

facilities district that will enable the City to implement and maintain those portions of the 

Streetscape Plan not put in place by new projects. TheproposedStreetscape Plan will be 

separately appro-.,,•ed by the }.1unicipal Transportation Authority, the Department o,f Public 

Works, the Planning Commission, and the Board ofSupenisors. 

* * * * * 
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Policy 7.4 

Pursue the adoption of the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan by all necessary agencies and the 

Board ofSuper;isors consistent rvith this plan. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

The Rincon Hill Streetscape Master Plan serves as the guiding framework for the design of 

streets within the Rincon Hill Plan Area. The City shall seek to implement the plan to the 

maximum extent feasible, both through its oversight and permitting o(privately sponsored street 

improvements as well as City-sponsored improvements. 

9 Section 3. Effective Date. This ordinance shall become effective 30 days after 

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

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

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

13 

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

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

16 numbers, punctuation marks, charts, diagrams, or any other constituent parts of the General 

17 Plan that are explicitly shown in this ordinance as additions, deletions, Board amendment 

18 additions, and Board amendment deletions in accordance with the "Note" that appears under 

19 the official title of the ordinance. 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

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

I 

11 By: 

11 
11 
11 I n:\legana\a 5\1500675\01008242.doc 

11 

ll 
!I' 1· Planning Commission 
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FILE NO. 150401 

LEGISLATIVE DIGEST 

[General Plan Amendments - Rincon Hill Streetscape Master Plan] 

Ordinance amending the Rincon Hill Area Plan, a subsection of the General Plan, to 
incorporate the Rincon Hill Streetscape Master Plan and make other technical 
amendments; and making findings under the California Environmental Quality Act, and 
findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of 
Planning Code, Section 101.1. · 

Existing Law 

The City's General Plan is comprised of various elements and area plans that establish 
objectives and policies to guide planning decisions in San Francisco. One such plan", the 
Rincon Hill Area Plan, referenced a proposed Rincon Hill Streetscape Master Plan, which had 
not been.complete at the time the City established Area Plan. Since that time, the Planning 
Department finalized the Rincon Hill Streetscape Master Plan. 

. Amendments to Current Law 

This ordinance would amend the Rincon Hill.Area Plan to formally recognize the completed 
Rincon Hill Streetscape Master Plan and direct that it serve as the guiding framework for the 
design of streets within the Rincon Hill Plan Area. The legislation also would make findings 
under the California Environmental Quality Act, findings of consistency with the General Plan 

· and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and the ·public necessity 
determination of Planning Code Section 340. 

n:\legana\as2015\1500675\01025031.doc 
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SAN FRAN.CISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

April 1, 2015 

Ms. Angela Calvillo, Clerk 
·Honorable Supervisor Kim 
Board of Supervisors 
·city and County of San Francisco 
City Hall, Room 244 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San F;rancisco, CA 94102 

Re: Transmittal of Planning Department Case Numbers 2014.0925M & 2014.0925T 

Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan Adoption and Associated Planning Code and General 
Plan Amendments 
Board File No. 140875 
Planning Commission Recommendation: Approval 

Dear Ms. Calvillo and Supervisor Kim, 

On March 26, 2015, the Planning Commission conducted duly noticed public hearings. at regularly 
scheduled meetings to consider the proposed Ordinances that would Adopt the Rincon Hill Streetscape 

Plan, and amend the Planning Code and the General Plan to reflect the Plan's adopti~n. At the hearing 
the Planning Commission recommended approval for both items. 

The proposed amendments have been fully covered by the Rincon Hill Area Plan EIR, case number 
2000.1081E, certified by the Planning Commission ~n May 5· 2002. 

Supervisor Kim, if you would like to take sponsorship· of the proposed Ordinance please contact the 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors at your earliest convenience. 

Please find attached d~cufuents relating to the actions of the Commission. If you have any questions or 
require further information please do not hesitate to contact me. The Streetscape Plan is too large to 
email, we will be delivering you electronic and paper versions of the document. · 

Sin~er~,_c:===J 
Ad/~~-

Aaron D. Starr 
Manager of Legislative Affairs 

cc: 
Kate Stacy, Deputy· City Attorney 
Sunny Angulo, Aide to Supervisor Kim 
Andrea Ausberry, Office of the Clerk of the Board 

www.sfplanning.org 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Executive Summary 
Initiation of ~lanning Code and General Plan Amendments 

HEARING DATE: MARCH 26, 2015 

Date: 
Case No.: 
Project: 
Staff Contact: 
Reviewed by: 
Recommendation: 

INTRODUCTION 

March 31, 2015 
2014.0925MT 
Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan [Adoption Hearing] 
Paul Chasan- (415) 575-9065 paul.chasan@sfgov.org 
Joshua Switzky-(415) 558-6815 Ioshua.Switzky@sfgov.org 
Adopt Amendments to the Planning Code and General Plan. 

The Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan is a necessary document for implementing the stree:tscape and 
circulation policies in the Rincon Hill J='.lan of the General Plan, adopted in 2005. As such,. it is the basis 
for General Plan consistency determinations for all streetscape and right-of-way improve~ents 
(including traffic configurations) in the Rincon Hill area, whether implemented by the public or private 
sectors. 

The Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan is used as the basis for, and to determine· the adequacy and 
appropriateness of, all streetscape improvements required by Sections 138.1, 309.l and 827 of the 
Planning Code, mandated by the Planning Commission, or voluntarily installed. All the curbline and 
traffic designs described here were fully analyzed in the certified Rincon Hill Plan EIR and related area 
Plan approvals. The purposes of the Streetscape Plan document are to 

(1) provide a clear, easy-to-follow and detailed comprehensive plan for streetscape and 

circulation changes forthe Rincon (:lill area. 

(2) provide detailed guidelines and standards for the design of streetscapes, including curblines, 

landscaping, street trees, sidewalk bulbouts, lighting, paving, and street furniture. 

REQUIRED PLANNING COMMISSION ACTIONS AT THIS HEARING 

l. Adopt the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan 

2. Amend the Rincon Hill Area Plan to amend and remove policies to reflect completion and 

adoption of the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan 

3. Amend the San Francisco Planning Code to amend and remove language to reflect the 

adoption of the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan 

BACKGROUND AND CONTEXT 

Rincon Hill is an area transitioning from commercial and industrial area into a high-density mixed-use 
residential neighborhood. In 2005, the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors adopted the 
Rincon Hill Area Plan, which seeks to facilitate this transition. The plan significantly increased zoning 
capacity on Rincon Hill, and when built-out will create housing to support. roughly 10,000 new 
residents. Immediately to the north of Rincon Hill, is the Transbay Redevelopment Area Zone 1, which · 

www.sfplanning.org 
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Executive Summary 
Hearing Date: March 26, 2015 

CASE NO. 2014.0925MT 
Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan 

was designed in tandem with the Rincon Hill area as one complete neighborhood centered on Folsom 
Street, and will add over 3,000 new housing units to those south of.Folsom.. 

The Rincon Hill Area Plan recognized that Rincon Hill's industrial fabric lacked infrastructure such as 
pedestrian amenities and open space to support a thriving residential population. The Plan seeks to 
rectify this by recommending. the construction of a series of open spaces, community facilities and 
streetscape improvements in the neighborhood. This new infrastructure would be largely funded by 
development impact fees adopted as part of the Rincon Hill Plan. The Planning Department in 
coordination with the Capital Plannifig Committee continues to identify additional resources to fully 
implement the plan. 

The City is also in the process of working with corrununity stakeholders to establish a Community 
Benefits D~trict to ensure that future streetscape improvements are well maintained. (Note that those 
required to be constructed pursuant to Plannn;,g Code 138.1 are required to be maintained in perpetuity 
by the developer.) The proposed Community Benefits District will cover both the Rincon Hill and 
Trans bay neighborhoods. 

While the Area Plan established basic direction for the design of streets within the plan area it did not 
articulate the level of detail necessary for implementation or to ensure consistent, high-quality 
streetscapes throughout the plan area. 

To rectify this, the Planning Department worked closely with the SFMTA to refine the street and 
circulation concepts expressed in the Area Plan and vet design details like bulbout locations, turning 
radii, lane widths etc. These basic changes we:i:e approved by the MIA Board in 2006. In 2007, the 
Planning Department in partnership with SFDPW, the SFPUC, the SFFD and the SFMTA memorialized 
these designs in the illustrative document yoµ are being asked to take action on today - The Rincon Hill 
Street;cape Plan (RHSP). The Streetscape plan further expands the design concepts articulated in the 
area· plan with a level of specificity (paving mate~als, street ~ees, furniture, sidewalk .dimensions) 
adequate to_ ensure that the streets surrounding Rincon Hill would be designed as high-quality, 
pedestrian-friendly spaces made using a consistent material palette and furnishings. Policy 7.4 of the 
Rincon Hill Area Plan calls on the City to: 

Policy7;4 
Pursue the adoption of the Rincon Bill Streetscape Plan by all necessary agencies and 
the Board of Supervisors consistent with this plan. 

- Rincon Hill Area Plan (2005), an area plan of th~ San Francisco General Plan 

The Department's intent was to follow with adoptions by the Planning Commission and Board 
of Supervisors soon afterwards. Unfortunately, in late 2007, the global recession hit ·and San 
Francisco's real estate market crashed. Several.pending projects in Rincon Hill went dormant. 
The Streetscape Plan was never taken though final adoption by the Commission or the Board 
and has persisted in /1 draft'' status since that time. 

· The legislation presented in this document would rectify this. situation by finishing the 
adoption process. The proposed ordinance would ·fil?o make some simple modifications to 
Section 138.1 of the Planning Code and to the Rincon Hill Area Plan to reflect the final adoption 
oftheRHSP. 

This legislation is timely. As the real estate market has roared back to life, there are now 
various active development projects in the plan area, and all are required to construct 
streetscape improvements. Adopting the RB:SP would clarify the City's expectations for the 
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Executive Summary 
Hearing Date: March 26, 2015 

GASE NO. 2014.0925MT 
Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan 

area to the Development Community and thus simplify the streetscape permitting process for 
streetscape projects in the Rincon Hill Plan Area. 

PLAN OVERVIEW 

Broadly, the RHSP provides two types of information to articulate a vision for the area's rights-.of-ways: 
(1) providing typical plans, sections, lane striping configurations and dimensions for each street within 
the plan area, and (2) defining an approved palette of mate~ials, furnishings, plantings and street trees. 

CHANGES SINCE THE 2006/2007 PLAN WAS DRAFTED 

Rerouting of the 12-Folsom Muni Line off of Folsom and Harrison Streets: When the RHSP was 
initially drafted, Muni' s 12-Folsom bus was routed eastbound on Folsom and westbound on Harrison. 
Street. Within the Rincon Hill Plan Area, the parking lane on the north side of Harrison Street doubled 
as a tran5it only lane during afternoon commute hours. This shared parking/transit lane precluded 
comer bulbs on the north side of Harrison Street. After the RHS:P was initially qrafted, the SFMTA 
rerouted the 12 Folsom so that it turned northward on Second Street, bypassing the Rincon Hill Plan 
Area. The rerouting of the bus from the plan area provided an opportunity to add nine .comer bulb.s on 
the north side of Harrison Street to improve pedestrian conditions and safety. These bulb-outs were 
subsequently evaluated by the Environmental Planning division of the Planning Department in a note 
to file on January 2, 2014 and deemed consistent with the adopted EIR. 

Benches: The b~nch proposed in the initial draft of the RHSP did not meet ADA compliance. The 
Planning Department has since updated the standard benches proposed for Rincon Hill to. seating 
options that are in compliance with the ADA .. 

Folsom Street Design Process: Folsom Street between Second Street and Spear Street is envisioned to 
house neighborhood-serving retail for the Rincon Hill and Transbay Plan Areas. The Office of 
Community Infrastructure and Investment (OCII) has been managing the redesign of Folsom Street and 
this stretch of Folsom Street will soon begin construction. A few proposed block· dimensions in the 
Rincon Hill plan area were slightly modified tlu;ough this process. These modifications are still within 
the spirit and intent of the vision established within the Rincon .Hill Plan Area Plan. 

Shared Public Ways (Curbless Streets): In 2010, after the Rincon Hill Area Plan was adopted and the 
Rincon Hill streetscape plan was first drafted, the City adopted the Better Streets Plan (BSP), which 
provides a comprehensive set of guidelines for the design of San Francisco's pedestrian realm. 
Amongst these were. guidelines for curbless streets or "Shared Public Ways". The RHSP has beeQ 
updated to reflect this policy development. Several alleys in the plan area: Guy Place, Lansing Street, 
Grote Place and Zeno Place have been changed from curbed alleys to Shared Public Ways in the. 
streetscape plan. 

ENVIRONMENTAL CLEARANCE 

The streetscape changes proposed in the Rincon Hill Area Plan were environmentally cleared in the 
Rincon Hill Plan EiR. in 2005. On January 7th, 2015, the Environmental Planning Division of the 
Plannllig Department published a Note to File to the original Rincon Hill Plan Eill. finding that despite 
the passing ~£ several years since the initial EIR was. adopted, the. findings were still valid and the 
streetsqi.pe improvements proposed in the Rincon Hill Area Plan and articulated in the Rincon Hill 
Streetscape Plan would have not have any significant adverse impacts. 

"AB described in the foregoing memorandum, the program EIR for the Rincon Hill Plan EIR 
adequately addressed all impacts of the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan. The current Streetscape Plan 
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Executive Summary 
Hearing Date: March 26, 2015 

CASE NO. 2014.0925MT 
Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan 

represents a refinement to the streetscape concepts described in the Rincon Hill Plan and would 
not have any additional significant adverse effects not examined in the program EIR, nor has any 
new or additional information come to light that would alter the concl?£lions o! the program EIR.. 
Moreover, no slibstantial changes have been made to the streetscape project or Plan since 
certification of the FEIR, nor have there been any substantial changes in circumstances 
necessitating revisions to the FEIR, nor has any new information of substantial importance come to 
light that raises one or more of the above issues." 

Note to File to Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan EIR San Frm1;dscc Planning Department, January 7th 2015 

PUBLIC OUTREACH & ENGAGEMENT 

The original .Rincon Hill Plaill.ing Process had an extensive multi-year outreach and engagement 
strategy. Since that time Phµmmg Department staff has conducted occasional outreach and attended 
neighborhood meetings to update residents on the status of the RHSP. 

RECOMMENDATION: Adopt Amendments to the Planning Code and General Plan 

Attachments: 

· Adoption Resolution 
Board Ordinances and Resolutions 

' Rincon Hill Streetscape Master Plan2014 Update_,2015-04-01 (submitted as electronic doCUJI1.ent) 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Plann·ing Commission Resolution 
HEARING DATE: MARCH 26, 2015 

Project Name: 

Case Number: 
Steff Contact: 

Reviewed by: 

Recommendation: 

Adoption of the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan and Associated 
Planning Code Amendments 
2014.0925T 
Paul Chasan and 
paul.chasan@sfgov.org, 

Joshua Switzky 
joshua.switzky@sfgoy.org, 415-575-6815 

Recommend Approval 

1 aso Mi$Slon st. 
Suite400 
:Sarr Francisco, 
CA94103-2479 

Reception: 
415.558.6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Planning 
lnformation: 
415.558.6377 

RECOMMENDING THAT THE BOARD OF SDPERVISORS ADOPT AMENDMENTS TO THE 
RINCON HILL AREA PLAN (A SUBSECTION OF THE SAN FRANCISCO GEl'rnRAL PLAN). TO 
REFLECT ADOPTION OF THE RINCON HILL STREETSCAPE PLAN. 

PREAMBLE 

WHEREAS, 1his document acts as a companion document to Planning Commission Resolution #19343 
which recommends the Planning Commission Adopt the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan and Recommend 
to the Board of Supervisors amendments to the General Plan reflective of the Rincon Hill Streetscape 
Plan's adoption; and 

WHEREAS, The findings and General Plan Consistency findings in Planning Commission Resolution 
#19343 mentioned above bear equal relevance to the recommended actions articulated in this document 
and thus serve to legitimize and justify the recommended actions in this document; ' 

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

RESOL \TED, that the Planning Commission hereby recommends approval of the proposed Planning 
Code amendment. · · 

MOVED, that the Commission hereby adopts this Resolution to recommend approval of the draft 
Ordinance to the Board of Supervisors. 

www.sfplanning.org 
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Resolution No. 19342 
H~aring Date: March 26, 2015 

CASE NO. 2014.0925T 
Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan 

. Having reviewed the materials identified in the preamble above, and having heard all testimony and 
arguments, this Commission finds, concludes, and determines as follows: 

I hereby certify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Resolution on March 26, 2015. 

Jonas Ionin 
Commission Secretary 

AYES: Fong, Wu, Antonini, Hillis, Johnson, Moore, Richards 

NAYS: None 

ABSENT: None 

ADOPTED: Marc;h 26, 2015 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT - . 

Planning Commission_ Resolution 
HEARING DATE: MARCH 26, 2015 

1950 Mission St 
Suite400 
:Sarrfiancisco, 
CA 94103·2479 

Beception: 
415.558.6318 

Project Name: Amendments to the Rincon Hill Area Plan, a subplan within the San fax: . 

Francisco General Plan 415.558.6409 
Case Number: 
Staff Contact: 

Reviewed by: 

Recommendation: 

2014.0925M 

Paul Chasan and 
pauLchasan@sfgov_org, 

Joshua Switzky 
joshua_switzky@sfgov.org, 415-575-6815 

Recommend Approval 

Planning 
Information: 
415.558.6377 

RECOMMENDING TIIAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ADQPT AMENDMENTS TO 1HE 
PLANNING CODE TO REFLECT ADOPTION OF THE RINCON HILL STREETSCAPE PLAN; 
ADOPTING FINDINGS, INCLUDING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS, PLANNING CODE 
SECTION 302 FINDINGS, AND FINDINGS OF CONSISTENCY WITH THE GENERAL PLAN AND 
THE PRIORITY POLIOES OF PLANNING CODE SECTION 101. 

PREAMBLE 

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors adopted the Rincon Hill Plan in August of 2005; and,. 

WHEREAS, The Plan adopts numerous streetscape and traffic changes including, but not limited to: 
Increasing the sidewalk width on Spear Main, Beale, Fremont First, and I:Iarrison Streets; bicycle lanes on 
Beale and Freemont Streel:S; comer bulbs; and mid-blocks crosswalks on Spear, Main and Beale Streets; 
and 

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors adopted the Rincon Hill Plan in August of 2005; and, 

WHEREAS, The proposed changes have been considered and approved by the Rincon Hill Plan 
Environmental Impact Report in 2006; and, 

WHEREAS, The Rincon Hill Plan converts a large number of vacant or underutilized parcels located 
within a five-minute walk from the finaucial district into a large number of housing units in mid-rise and 
high-rise development and that few locations in San Francisco Represent sucI: a major opportunity; ancl, 

WHEREAS, The Rincon Hill Plan is the culmination of extensive public planning that began in 2003, with 
.more than 30 workshops, hearings and walking tours, input of the existing residents and business, 
advocates and other public agencies; including the Municipal Transportation Agency (MTA) and that 
resulted in a plan that balances Rincon Hilf s potential to provide much-needed housing with the design 
requirements of a livable neighborhood;. and, 

www.sfplanning.org 
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Resolution No. 19343 
Hearing Date: March 26, 2015 

CASE NO. 2014.0925M 
Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan 

WHEREAS, The streetscape changes contemplated in the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan are necessary for 
the traffk and streetscape conversions articUiated in the Rincon Hill Plan; were approved in the Rincon . 
Hill Environmental Impact Report and were approved on January 26, 2006 by the Interdepartmental Staff 
Committee on Traffic and Transportation (ISCOTI); and,· 

WHEREAS Policy 7.4 of the Rincon Hill Plan Area Plan calls on the city to "Pursue the adoption of the 
Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan by all necessary agencies and the board of Supervisors ... ", and, 

WHEREAS, the Planning Department in. partnership with the San Francisco Municipal Transportation · 

Agency and the Department of Public Works led a robust public process engaging numerous community 
stakeho~ders to develop the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan from in 2006 to and has made held several 
follow-up meetings in the neighborhood between 2012 and 2014; and, 

WHEREAS on May 30th of 2006, the MIA Board adopted the streetscape improvements ideyitified in the 
Rincon Hill Area Plan and subseqt;iently further articulated in the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan and under 
Resolution number 06-067, and 

WHEREAS, on Januarj- 2nd, 2014 the Environmental Planning Division of the San Francisco Planning 

Department issued a Note to File to the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan finding the streetscape proposed 
bulb-outs supplemental added to the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan after ·it was initially· drafted would 
result in not have a significant environmental iinpact; and 

WHEREAS, on January 1st 2014 the Environmental Planning Division of the San Francisco Planning 
Department published a note to file finding the -streetscape changes contemplated in the initial Rincon 
Hill Streetscape Plan EIR will not have any significant impact (see attachment); and, 

WHEREAS, o:n March 3rd 2015, the MTA Board adopted Resolution Number 15-035, approving said 
revisions to the Draft Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan; and, 

WHEREAS, on March 5th 2015, the Planning Comn;Ussion initiated resolution number 19329 and on 
March 26th 2015 adopted resolution number 19342 initiating amendments to tlie San Francisco Planning 
Code reflecting the adoption of the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan; and 

WHEREAS,. on March 5t1t 2015, the Planning Commission initiated resolution number 19330 and on 

March 26th 2015 adopted resolution number 19343 initiating amendments to the San Francisco General 
Plan reflecting the adoption of the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan; and 

RESOLVED, that the Planning Commission hereby recommends approval of the proposed General 
Plan amendment. 

MOVED, that the Commission hereby adopts this Resolution to recommend approval of the draft 
Orcfutance to the Board of Supervisors. · 
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Resolution No. 19343 
Hearing Date: March 26, 2015 

CASE NO. 2014.0925M 
Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan 

FINDINGS 

Having reviewed the materials identified in the preamble above, and having heard all testimony and 
arguments, this Commission finds, concludes, and determines as follows: 

1. General Plan Compliance. This Resolution is consistent with the following Objectives and 
Policies-of the General Plan: 

I. URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT (2010) 

OBJECTIVEl 
EMPHASIS OF 1BE CHARACTERISTIC P ATIERN WHICH GIVES TO THE CITY AND ITS 
NEIGHBORHOODS AN IMAGE, A SENSE OF PURPOSE, AND A MEANS OF ORIENTATION. 

POLICYl.5 
Emphasize the special nature of each district through distincti':e landscaping and other features. 

POUCYl.7 · 
Recognize the natural boundari~s of districts, and promote connections between districts. 

OBJECTIVE4 
IMPROVEMENT OF THE NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENT TO INCREASE PERSONAL 

SAFETY, COMFORT, PRIDE AND OPPORTUNITY 

POLICY4.1 
Protect residential areas from the noise, pollution and physical danger of excessive traffic. 

POLICY4.10 
Encourage or require the provision of recreation space in private development. 

POLICY4.11 
Make use of street space and 9ther unused public areas for .recreation, particularly in dense 
neighborhoods, such as those close to downtown, where land ·for ~raditional open spaces is more 
difficult to assemble. 

POLICY4.12 
Install, promote and maintain landscaping.in public and private areas. 

POLICY4.13 
Improve pedestrian areas by providing human scale and interest. 

POLICY4.14 
Remove and obscure distracting and cluttering elements. 
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Resolution No: 19343 
Hearing Date: March 26, 2015 

IL TRANSPORTATION ELMENT (2010) 

OBJECTIVEl 

CASE NO. 2014.0925M 
Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan 

MEET THE NEEDS OF ALL RESIDENTS AND VISITORS FOR SAFE, CONVENIENT AND 

INEXPENSIVE TRAVEL WTI1IlN SAN FRANCISCO AND BETWEEN THE CITY AND OTHER 

PARTS OF THE REGION WHILE MAINTAJNING THE HIGH QUALITY LIVING 
ENVIRONMENTOFTHEBAYAREA 

POLICYl.1 
. Involve citizens in planning and developing transportation facilities and services, and in further 

defining objectives and policies as they relate to district plans. and specific projects. 

POLICYl.2 
Ensure the safety and comfort of pedestrians throughout the city. 

POLICY1.3 
Give priority to public transit and other alternatives. to the private automobile as the means of 
meeting San Francisco's transportation needs, particularly fuose of commuters. 

POLICY1.6 
Ensure choices among modefi of travel and accommodate .each mode when and where it it? most 

appropriate. 

OBJECTIVE 2 . 
USE THE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM AS A MEANS FOR GUIDING DEVELOPMENT AND 

IMPROVING THE ENVIRONMENT. 

POLICY2.4 
Organize the transportation system to reinforce community identity, improve linkages among 
interrelated activities and provide focus for community activities. 

OBJECTIVE 15 
ENCOURAGE ALTERNATIVES TO THE AUTOMOBILE AND REDUCED TRAFFIC LEVELS 

ON RESIDENTIAL STREETS THAT SUFFER FROM EXCESSIVE TRAFFIC THROUGH THE 

MANAGEMENT OF TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS AND FACILIDES. 

POLICY15.1 
Discourage ~cessive automobile traffic on residential streets py incorporating traffic-calming 
treatments . 

. OBJECTIVE 18 

ESTABLISH A STREET HIERARCHY SYSTEM IN WHICH THE FUNCTION AND DESIGN OF 

EACH STREET ARE CONSISTENT WITH THE CHARACTER AND USE OF ADJACENT 

LAND. 
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Resolution No. 19343. 
Hearing Date: March 26, 2015 

OBJECTNE23 

CASE NO. 2014.0925M 
Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan 

IMPROVE TIIE CITY'S PEDESTRIAN CIRCULATION SYSTEM TO PROVIDE FOR EFFICIENT, 
PLEASANT, AND SAFE MOVEMENT. 

POLICY23.1 
Provide sufficient pedestrian movement space with a minimum of pedestrian congestion in 

accordance with a pedestrian street classification syst~m. 

POLICY23.2 
Widen sidewalks where intensive commercial, recreational, or institutional activity is present, 
sidewalks are congested, where sidewalks are less than adequately wide to provide appropriate 
pedestrian amenities, or where residential densities are high. 

POLICY23.9 
·Implement the provisio.n.s of the Americans with Disabilities Act and the city's curb ramp 

program to improve pedestrian access for all peopl~. 

OBJECTIVE 24 
IMPROVE THE AMBIENCE OF TIIE PEDESTRIAN ENVIRONMENT. 

POLICY24.3 
Install pedestrian-serving street furniture where appropriate. 

POLICY24.5 
Where consistent with transportation needs, fyansform streets and alleys into neighborhood­
serving open · spaces or "living streets" by adding pocket parks in sidewalks or medians, 
especially in neighborhoods deficient ill open space. 

OBJECTIVE26 
CONSIDER THE SIDEWALK AREA AS AN .IMPORTANT ELEMENT IN 1HE CITYWIDE 

OPEN SPACE SYSTEM. 

POLICY26.1 
Retain streets and alleys not required for traffic, or portions thereof, for through pedestrian 
circulation and open space use. 

POLICY26.3 
, Encourage pedestrian serving uses on the sidewalk. 

OBJECTIVE27 
ENSURE 1HAT BICYCLES CAN BE USED SAFELY AND CONVENIENTLY AS A PRIMARY 
MEANS OF TRANSPORTATION, AS WELL AS FOR RECREATIONAL PURPOSES. 

POLICY27.1 

5 
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Resolution No. 19343 
Hearing Date: M~rch 26, 2015 

CASE NO. 2014.0925M 
Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan 

Expand and impr~ve access for bicycles on city streets and develop a well-marked, 
comprehensive system of bike routes in San Francisco. 

POLICY27.3 
Remove conflicts fo bicyclists on all city streets. 

POLICY27.6 
Accommodate bicycles on local and regional transit facilities and important regional 
transportation links whereve~ and whenever feasible. 

Ill RINCON HILL AREA PLAN (2006) 

4. RECREATION, OPEN SPACE, AND COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

OBJECTIVE 4.5 

USE EXCESS STREET SP ACE ON SPEAR, MAIN, AND BEALE STREETS FOR SIDEWALK 

WIDENINGS 1HAT PROVIDE USABLE OPEN SPACES AND RECREATIONAL AMENITIES. 

5. STREETS AND TRANSPORTATION 

OBJECTIVE 5.1 

CREATE SAFE AND PLEASANT PEDESTRIAN NETWORKS WITHIN 1HE RINCON HILL 

AREA, TO DOWNTOWN, AND TO 'IRE BAY. 

OBJECTIVE 5.2 

WIDEN SIDEWALKS, REDUCE STREET WIDTHS, AND MAKE OTHER PEDESTRIAN AND 

STREET IMPROVEMENTS, WHILE RETAJNING THE NECESSARY SPACE FOR TRAFFIC 

MOVEMENTS, PER 1HE RINCON HILL STREETSCAPE PLAN. 

OBJECTIVE 5.3 

PRIORITIZE PEDESTRIAN SAFETY THROUGH STREET AND INTERSECTION 

IMPROVEMENTS, ESPECIALLY AT INTERSECTIONS ADJACENT TO FREEWAY RAMPS, 

AND INTERSECTIONS WI'IH A HISTORY OF VEHICLE/PEDESTRIAN COLLISIONS. 

OBJECTIVE 5.5 

MANAGE PARKING SUPPLY AND PRICING TO ENCOURAGE TRAVEL BY FOOT, PUBLIC 

TRANSPORTATION, AND BICYCLE. 
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Resolution No. 19343 
Hearing Date: March 26, 2015 

OBJECTIVE 5.6 

CASE NO. 2014.0925M 
Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan 

IMPROVE LOCAL AND REGIONAL TRAFFIC FLOWS AND TRANSIT MOVEMEN1S BY 

SEPARATING BRIDGE-BOUND TRAFFIC FROM LOCAL LANES IN APPROPRIATE 

LOCATIONS. 

OBJECTIVE 5.7 

MAINTAIN THE POTENTIAL FOR A BAY BRIDGE BICYCLE/PEDESTRIAN/MAINTENANCE 

PA1H, AND ENSURE 1HAT ALL OPTIONS FOR THE PA1H TOUCHDOWN AND . 

ALIGNMENT ARE KEPT OPEN. 

OBJECTIVE 5.8 

ENCOURAGE STATE AGENCIES TO ALLOW 1HE RE-OPENING OF BEALE STREET UNDER 

1HE BAY BRIDGE AS SOON AS SECURITY CONCE~S CAN BE MET. 

OBJECTIVE 5.9 

REQUIRE PRIVATE DEVELOPMENT TO CONTRIBUTE TO TIIE CREATION AND ON­

GOING MAINTENANCE AND OPERATIONS OF SPECIAL STREE1SCAPES TIIROUGH IN­

KIND CONTRIBUTION, A COMMUNITY FACILITIES DIS1RICT, AND/OR DEVELOPER FEES. 

POLICIES 

Policy5.1 

Implement the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan. 

Policy5.2 

Sigriificantly widen sidewalks by removing a lane of traffic on Spear; Main and Beale Streets 

between Folsom and Bryant Streets per the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan in order to create new 

"Living Streets," with pocket park and plaza spaces for active and. passive recreational use, 

decorative paving, lighting, seating, trees and other landscaping. See Figure 6 . 

. Policy5.3 

Transform Folsom Street into a grand civic boulevard, per this plan and the Transbay 

Redevelopment Plan. 
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Resolution No. 19343 
Hearing Date: March 26, 2015 

CASE NO. 2014.0925M 
Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan 

Policy5.4 

Widen sidewalks, narrow lanes and remove lanes, where feasible, on Harrison, First and Fremont 

Streets. 

Policy5.5 

Separate-bridge-bound traffic from local traffic and transit through physical design strategies 

such as planted medians. 

Policy5.6 

Implement streetscape improvements on Guy Place and Lansing Street that prioritize pedestrian 

use for the entire right-of-way. 

Mid-Block Pedestrian Pathways 

Policy5.7. 

Ensure the creation of a safe, inviting, and pleasant publicly accessible pedestrian/open space 

mid-block pathway through Assessors Blocks 37 44.-3748 from First Street to the Embarcadero by 

requiring new developments along the alignment of the propos~d path to provide a publicly­

accessible easement through their property. 

Mid-Block Pedestrian Pathways 

Policy5.7 

Ensure the creation of a safe, inviting, and pleasant publicly accessible pedestrian/open space 

mid-block pathway through_Assessors Blocks 3744.-3748 from First Street to the Embarcadero by . 

requiring new developments along the alignment of the proposed path t9 provide a publicly­

accessible easement through their property. 

Policy7.1 
Require new development to implement portions of the streetscape plan adjacent to their 
development, and additional relevant m-kind con~ibutions, as a condition of approval. 

Policy7.4 . 
Pursue the adoption of the Rincon Hill Streets~ape Plan by all necessary agencies and the Board . . . 
of Supervisors consistent with this plan. 

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

Section 302. 
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Resolution No. 19343 
Hearing Date: March 26, 2015 

CASE NO. 2014.0925M 
Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan 

3. This Resolution is consistent with the eight General Plan priority policies set forth in Section 101.1 
in that: 

A) The existing neighborhood-serving retail uses will be preserved and enhanced and future 
opportunities for resident employment in and ownership of such businesses will be 
enhanced. 

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

B) The existing housing and neighborhood character will be conserved and protected~ 
order to preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods. 

The proposed Ordinance would not have a negative effect on housing or neighborhood character. 
The modifications proposed would impose minimal impact on the existing housing and 
neighborhood character. 

C) Tli.e City's supply of affordable housing will be preserved and enhanced. 

The proposed Ordinance would not have an adverse effect on the City's supply of affordable 
housing. The ordinance provides a path for persons with a disability to remain in their homes. 

D) The commuter traffic will not impede MUNI transit se~ice or overburden our streets or 
neighborhood parking. 

The proposed Ordinance would not impede Muni transit service or overburden our streets or. 
neighbqrhood parking. 

E) A diverse econ~mic base will be maintained by :protecting our industrial and service 
sectors from displacement due to . com:rriercial office development. And future 
opportunities for resident employment and ownership in these sectors will be enhanced. 

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

F) The City will achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss 
of life in an earthquake. 

·The proposed Ordinance would not have an impact on City's preparedness against injury and loss 
of life i~ an earthquake. 
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Resolu.tion No. 19343 
Hearing Date: March 26, 2015 

CASE NO. 2014.0925M 
Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan 

G) That landmark and historic buildings will be preserved. 

The proposed Ordina:nce would not have a negative impact on the City's Landmarks and fiistoric 
buildings as any new modifications would be added under the guidance of local law and policy 
protecting historic resources, when P.ppropriate. 

FI) Parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas will be protected from 

development: 

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

I hereby certify that the Planning Co:mrriission ADOPTED the foregoing Resolution on March 26th 2015. 

Jonasionin 
: Commission Secretary 

AYES: Fong, Wu, Antonini, Hillis, Johnson, Moore, Richards 

.· 
NAYS: None 

ABSENT: None 

ADOPTED: March 26, 2015 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
MJ]NICIP AL TRANSPORTATION AGENCY 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

RESOLUTION No. 15-035 

WHEREAS, The City adopted the Rincon Hill Plan in August 2005; and, 

WHEREAS, The Municipal Transportation Agency Board of Directors adopted the Rincon 
Hill Plan as a concept on May 30, 2006; and, 

WHEREAS, The San Francisco Planning Department developed the 2014 Update to the 
Rincon Hill Plan in order to capitalize on emerging opportunities resulting from MUNI transit 
changes that will remove the 12 Folsom bus line from Harrison Street, and, 

WHEREAS, The Rincon Hill Plan and the 2014 Update are the culmination of extensive 
public planning that began in 2003, with more than 30 workshops, hearings and walking tours, 
input of the existing residents and businesses, advocates and other public agencies, including the 
SFMTA and that resulted in a plan that balances Rincon Hill's potential to provide much-needed 
housing with the design requirements of a livable neighborhood; and, 

WHEREAS, The 2014 Update to the Rincon Hill Plan was discussed at SFMTA public 
hearings held on September 19, 2014 and on January 30, 2015, where no objections by the public 
were raised; now therefore, be it 

RESOLVED, That the Municipal Transportation Agency Board of Directors endorses the 
Planning Department's 2014 Update to the conceptual pedestrian safety project for the Rincon Hill 
Area. 

I certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the San Francisco Municipal Transportation 
Agency Board of Directors at its meeting of March 3, 2015. 

Secretary to the Board of Directors 
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING COMMISSION 
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Thursday, March 5, 2015 

12:00 p.m. 
Regular Meeting 

COMMISSIONERS PRESENT: Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards 
Wu, Antonini, Johnson COMMISSIONERS ABSENT: 

THE MEETING WAS CALLED TO ORDER BY PRESIDENT WU AT 12:08 p.m. 

STAFF IN ATIENDANCE:John Rahaim - Planning Director, Nicholas Foster, Paul Chasan, Rich Sucre, Laura 
Ajello, Marcelle Boudreaux, and Jonas P. lonin -Commission Secretary 

SPEAKER KEY: 
+ indicates a speaker in support of an item; 
- indicates a speaker in opposition to an item; and 
=indicates a neutral speaker or a speaker who did not indicate support or opposition. 

A. CONSIDERATION OF ITEMS PROPOSED FOR CONTINUANCE 

The Commission will consider a request for continuance to a later date. The Commission may 
choose to continue the item to the date proposed below, to continue the item to another date, or 
to hear the item on this calendar. · 

1. 2014-0023850FA (R. SUCRE: (415) 575-9108) 
101 TOWNSEND STREET - located at the southeast corner ofTownsend and 2nct Streets, Lot 
015 in Assessor's Block 3794 - Request for an Office Development Authorization, pursuant 
to Planning Code Sections 321, 322 and 842.66 to legalize a change in use from PDR 
(Production, Distribution and Repair) to office use and authorize 41,206 gross square feet 
from the Office Development Annual Limit. The project would maintain the existing 
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San Francisco Planning Commission Thursday, March 5, 2015 

ground floor retail space (approximately 1,600 square feet). The subject property is located 
within the South End Landmark District, and is located within the MUO (Mixed-Use Office) 
Zoning District, and a 105-F Height and Bulk District. 
(Proposed for Continuance to March 19,2015) 

SPEAKERS: 
ACTION: 
AYES: 
ABSENT: 

None 
Continued to March 19, 2015 
Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards 
Antonini, Johnson, Wu 

2. 2014-001033PCA (A.STARR:{415)558-6362) 
AMENDING REGULATION OF SHORT-TERM RESIDENTIAL RENTALS AND ESTABLISHING FEE 
[BOARD FILE 1410361 - Amendment to the Administrative Code to provide an exception 
for permanent residents to the prohibition on short-term residential rentals under certain 
conditions; to create procedures, including a registry administered by the Planning 
Department, for tracking short-term residential rentals and compliance; to establish an 
application fee for the registry; amending the Planning Code to clarify that short-term 
residential rentals shall not change a unit's type as residential; affirming the Planning 
Department's determination under the California Environmental Quality Act; and ma.king 
findings of consistency with the General Plan and the eight priority policies of Planning 
Code Section 101.1. 
Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt a Recommendation for Approval 
(Continued from Regular Meeting of March 5, 2015) 
(Proposed for Continuance to April 2, 2015) 

SPEAKERS: 
ACTION: 
AYES: 
ABSENT: 

None 
Continued to April 2, 2015 
Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards 
Antonini, Johnson, Wu 

3. 2014.1253D (E. TUFFY: (415) 575-9191) 
276 HARTFORD STREET - west side of Hartford Street between 19th and 20th Streets; Lot 

Meeting Minutes 

. 021 in Assessor's Block 6505 - Mandatory Discretionary Review, pursuant to Planning Code 
Section 317, to legalize the present single family use as part of a residential expansion 
proposal. The proposal includes rehabilitation of the building interior, raising the existing 
front gable roof structure 1 foot in height, and increasing the overall building depth 
through a 3-story rear horizontal addition. The existing structure is two-stories over a 
crawlspace, originally built as a two-family dwelling, located within an RH-3 (Residential, 
Home, Three-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action 
constitutes the Approval Action for the project for purposes of CEQA, pursuant to Section 
31.Q4{h) of the San Francisco Administrative Code. 
Preliminary Recommendation: Pending 
(Continued from Regular Meeting of January 15, 2015) 
(Proposed for Continuance to April 16, 2015) 

SPEAKERS: 
ACTION: 
AYES: 
ABSENT: 

None 
Continued to April 16, 2015 
Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards 
Antonini, Johnson, Wu 
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San Francisco Planning Commission Thursday, March 5. 2015 

B. CONSENT CALENDAR 

All matters listed hereunder constitute a Consent .Calendar, are considered to be routine by the 
Planning Commission, and may be acted upon by a single roll call vote of the Commission. There 
will be no separate discussion of these items unless a member of the Commission, the public, or 
staff so requests, in which event the matter shall be removed from the Consent Calendar and 
considered as a separate item at this or a future hearing 

4. 2011.0929CUA-02 (R. SUCRE: (415) 575-9108) 
1401 HOWARD STREET - located at the southeast corner of Howard and lOth Streets, Lot 
035 in Assessor's Block 3517 - Request for a Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to 
Planning Code Sections 121.2, 303, 703.9, 744.21, 744.81 and 790.50 to establish a non­
residential use larger than 10,000 square feet and to establish an assembly use in the RCD 
(Regional Commercial) Zoning District. The project includes construction of an interior 
mezzanine and a change in use from church (approximately 17,060 sf) to office (18,260 sf), 
retail (1,300 sf) and assembly (2,500 sf). The subject property is designated as Landmark 
No. 120, and is located within the RCD (Regional Commercial) Zoning District, and 55/65-X 
Height and Bulk District. 
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions 

SPEAKERS: 
ACTION: 
AYES: 
ABSENT: 
MOTION: 

None 
Approved with Conditions 
Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards 
Antonini, Johnson, Wu 
19128 

C. COMMISSION MATTERS 

5. Consideration of Adoption: 
• Draft Minutes for Rules Committee February 12, 2015 

SPEAKERS: 
ACTION: 
AYES: 
ABSENT: 

None 
Adopted 
Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards 
Antonini, Johnson, Wu 

6. Commission Comments/Questions 

Meeting Minutes 

• Inquiries/Announcements. Without discussion, at this time Commissioners may 
make announcements or inquiries of staff regarding various matters of interest to 
the Commissioner(s). · 

• Future Meetings/Agendas. At this time, the Commission may discuss and take 
action to set the date of a Special Meeting and/or determine those items that 
could be placed on the agenda of the next meeting and other future meetings of 
the Planning Commission. 

Commissioner Moore: 
I read an interesting article which ranks the world cities based on quality of living, and it 
was very interesting. San Francisco ranked 27. Vienna, Austria ranked 1, Auckland, New 
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Zealand 3, Munich, Vancouver, Frankfurt, Geneva, Copenhagen, and Sidney filled the first 
10. And I was very surprised with the bench marking set was New York that San Francisco 
only came up as 27. · 

Commissioner Richards: 
A couple of things, the first one here is, in this week's Chronicle there was an article on the 
Airbnb law starts slowly. I actually talked to some folks that I know who knows hosts or are 
host and are blaming the process for why things are starting slow, and I guess my 
comment on that is, if there are 8,000 rentals out there right now and we had only 700 
calls, not even the majority of people called and actually said there's something wrong 
with the process. I think there is something wrong with what is going on, we need to 
have more calls, we need have more people engaged with the Department and if there's a 
process issue, we can figure that out, but 10 percent of the people calling, that actually 
have listings is not good enough for me, so that's my comment on that. . I'd love to see 
how this shapes up in the future. A couple of other things, there is not a day goes by that 
I pick up a paper and there are issues about market-rate housing, affordable housing, 
there's we should put a moratorium on the Mission, and I sit here and I know we've talked 
about this in the fall, about the Mayor's housing work streams. I guess I am trying to 
understand when that going come before us for review. I understand there are three or 
four different proposals might come, including density bonus of the dial, etc., we've been 
hearing about it for a while, if anybody knows when that is going to come before us, I'd 
love to know. 

D. DEPARTMENT MATTERS 

7. Director's Announcements 

Director of Current Planning Jeff Joslin - (For Director Rahaim): 
While I've got the mic, I thought I take the opportunity to introduce, yet another new 
member of our planning family, Nick Foster, identify yourself, has joined our Planning 
Department as a Planner in Northeast quadrant. Nick is an Urban Planner with 
considerable work experience in boththe public and private sectors, sorry, public and 
no'nprofit sectors. His public sector experience includes 10 years with the San Francisco 
International Airport and the Planning Department of Oakland, Los Angeles and Madison 
Wisconsin. At the national level Nick served as the Deputy Director of the Mayor Institute 
in City Design. Nick holds a Master degree in Urban and Regional Planning from UCLA and 
a Bachelor degree in Geography from the University of Wisconsin. Welcome, Nitk's first 
hearing. You will be hearing from him on Item 9. 

8. Review of Past Events at the Board of Supervisors, Board of Appeals and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Meeting Minutes 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: 
LAND USE COMMITTEE: 

• 150087 Interim Zoning Controls - Building Permits for Commercial Uses in an Area 
Bounded by Market, 2nd, Brannan, and Division Streets, and South Van Ness 
Avenue. Sponsor: Kim, Cohen, Wiener. Recommended 

• 140954 Planning Code - Exceptions from Dwelling Unit Density Limits and from 
Other Specified Code Requirements. Sponsor: Wiener, Breed. This ordinance 
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provides for density exceptions for buildings undergoing seismic retrofitting. This 
item was before this commission on February 12th and was approved 
unanimously. Supervisor Wiener incorporated all Planning Commission 
recommendations. Supervisor Kim appreciated that the affordability monitoring 
recommendation was in place. She also expressed interest in banning Accessory 
Dwelling Units from short term rentals but acknowledged that this needs to 
happen in a different setting where it applies to all ADUs rather than just the ones 
in seismic retrofit buildings. The committee recommended this item to the full 
board. 

• 150122 Agreement to Rent Units - Raintree 2051 Third Street, LLC - Eastern 
Neighborhoods Rental Incentive Option - 2051 Third Street. Sponsor: Cohen. 
Recommended 

• 150121 Agreement to Rent Units - AGl-TMG Housing Partners I, LLC - Eastern 
Neighborhoods Rental Incentive Option - 1201-1225 Tennessee Street. Sponsor: 
Cohen. 

• The Land Use Committee also heard two Rental Incentive Agreements, which are 
agreements between the property owner and the City to deed-restrict new 
dwelling units as rental units for 30 years. These agreements are for the properties 
located at 2051 Third Street and 1201 Tennessee Street. 

• 1201 Tennessee includes the demolition of the existing two-story 
commercial/warehouse and automotive service buildings and construction of a 
six-story building with 259 dwelling units. This project was approved by the 
Planning Commission unanimously on May 1, 2014. 

• 2051 Third Street includes the demolition of the existing structures on three 
separate lots, and construction of a six-story building i,.vith 93 dwelling units. This 
project was approved by the Planning Commission unanimously on June 5, 2014. 

• Within the UMU Zoning District, if the developer enters into an agreement with 
the City to restrict the units as rental for at least 30 years, they can reduce the 
inclusionary housing percentage by 3% and the amount of Eastern 
Neighborhoods Impact Fee by $1 :oo per gross square foot. There has only been 
one project, located at 2121 3rd Street, that utilized the rental incentive 
alternative to date. 

• The Land Use committee approved both agreements unanimously. Supervisor 
Kim suggested that when the Department re-examines Eastern Neighborhoods 
plan that we re-examines this incentive within the UMU District given the 
prevalence of rental housing development currently in that district. 
Budget Committee: 

• On Wednesday the Budget Committee held a hearing at the request of Supervisors 
Farrell and Christensen on the Planning Department's capabilities to enforce the 
Short-Term Rentals Ordinance, and the financial resources necessary for effective 
enforcement. Department staff presented an overview of the new law; the 
process for registration; some of the stats on how registration is progressing; and 
then provided our assessment of what's working and what could work better. 

• Staff emphasized that the Commission felt that if housing and neighborhood 
character could be preserved, it would be reasonable to allow short-term 
rentals. So while the Commission felt comfortable with permitting the use in a 
way that did not reduce our housing; this use is predicated on i[those limits could 
be enforced. 
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• While some potential applicants complained about the burden of registering, staff 
stated that appointments save both applicants and planners from a chaotic intake 
situation. The face-to-face meetings allow for applicants to ask important 
questions and learn about the program in greater detail. Staff believes the face-to­
face, scheduled appointments also help to reduce the occurrence of fraudulent 
applications being filed. 

• The members of this Committee are typically Chair Farrell, Tang, and Mar. 
Yesterday, Supervisors Christensen, Campos, and Kim joined in for the 
hearing. Supervisor Farrell restated his commitment to ensuring sufficient 
resources to enforce this law. Supervisor Campos stated that he has asked the 
Board's Budget Analyst to report on the issue and that the City may need to 
subpoena some hosting platforms to increase our understanding. Supervisor 
Christensen wanted to increase motivation for registry and thought the City 
should get clear about our goals and develop a timeline for hosts to 
register. Supervisor Mar stated that he felt it was hypocritical for a home-grown 
billion dollar firm to not cooperate better. He said he liked the idea of adding a 
cap to the registry. Supervisor Kim again stated that the law has put the Planning 
Department in a difficult position of enforcing a law that is inherently difficult to 
enforce. She noted that she had a proposed bill that would before this 
Commission on April 2 and that a separate set of amendments was pending before 
the Board's Land Use and Transportation Committee. The hearing was filed at the 
end of the meeting. 

FULL BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: 
• 150087 Interim Zoning Controls - Building Permits for Commercial Uses in an Area 

Bounded by Market, 2nd, Brannan, and Division Streets, and South Van Ness 
Avenue. Sponsor: Kim, Cohen, Wiener. Adopted. 

BOARD OF APPEALS: 
No Report 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION: 
Good afternoon Commissioners, Tim Frye, Department staff, here to share a few 
couples items from the Historic Preservation Commission hearing. The 
Commission began the hearing by welcoming the reappointment of 
Commissioners Haaz, Wolfram and Johns. We believe that now they've been 
reappointed the HPC will take up election of officers at their next hearing on 
March 18th. The Commission also approved a Certificate of Appropriateness for 
exterior alterations to create a, new unit within a contributing building in the 
Liberty Hill Landmark District. The Commission also approved the restoration of an 
Italianate single-family home within the Liberty Hill Historic District and both 
projects were unanimously approved per staffs recommendations. Finally, the 
HPC unanimously recommended landmark designation to the Board of Supervisor 
for the Swedish American Hall. The Hall is significant under the events and 
architecture criterion as an excellent example of the work of Swedish Architecture, 
August Nordin. The owners of the property, the Swedish Society, were in 
attendance and gave their enthusiastic support for the proposed designation and 
we believe this will be before the Board of Supervisors very shortly. I am certainly 

Paae6of 10 

159 



San Francisco Planning Commission Thursday, March 5,2015 

· happy to forward a copy of the designation reports if you're interested~ That 
concludes my comments, unless you have any questions. 

9. 2014-001071MP (N. FOSTER: (415) 575-9167) 
536 MISSION STREET, GOLDEN GATE UNIVERSITY - Informational presentation on Golden 
Gate University's Abbreviated Institutional Master Plan (IMP), pursuant to Planning Code 
Section 304.5. Golden Gate University is located at 536 Mission St. (Block/Lot: 3708/098) 
and 40 Jessie Street (Block/Lot: 3708/023). The Abbreviated IMP contains information on 
the nature and history of the institution, the location and use of affiliated buildings, and 
development plans. 
Preliminary Recommendation: None - Informational 

SPEAKERS: 
ACTION: 

+Mike-Koperski - Sponsor presentation 
None - Informational 

E. GENERAL PUBLIC COMMENT -15 MINUTES 

At this time, members of the public may address the Commission on items of interest to the public 
that are within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Commission except agenda items. With 
respect to agenda items, your opportunity to address the Commission will be afforded when the 
item is reached in the meeting. Each member of the public may address the Commission for up to 
three minutes. 

SPEAKERS: Georgia Schuttish - Potential Code violations 

F. · REGULAR CALENDAR 

The Commission Hearing Procedures provide for presentations by staff; followed by the project 
sponsor team; followed by public comment for and against the proposal. Please be advised that 
the project sponsor team includes: the sponsor(s) or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers, 
expediters, and/or other advisors. 

1 Oa. 2014.0925T (P. CHASAN: (415) 575-9065) 
INITIATION OF PLANNING CODE AMENDMENTS TO REFLECT ADOPTION OF THE RINCON 
HILL STREETSCAPE PLAN - Pursuant to Planning Code Sections 302, the Planning 
Commission will consider a Resolution to Initiate Planning Code Amendments to reflect 
the adoption of the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan. The amendments are intended to a) 
acknowledge the completion and adoption of the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan, and, b) 
remove outdated language in Planning Code section proposed for amendment is Section 
138.1. 

Meeting Minutes 

Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt a Resolution to Initiate; and schedule a hearing 

SPEAKERS: 
ACTION: 

AYES: 
ABSENT: 
RESOLUTION: 

+Adam Tarakovsky- Support 
Adopted a Resolution to Initiate and .scheduled a hearing for March 26, 
2015 
Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards 
Antonini, Johnson, Wu 
19239 
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10b. 2014.0925M (P. CHASAN: (415) 575-9065) 
INITIATION OF GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENTS TO REFLECT ADOPTION OF THE RINCON HILL 
STREETSCAPE PLAN - Pursuant to Planning Code Sections 340, the Planning Commission 
will consider a Resolution to Initiate General Plan Amendments to reflect the adoption of 
the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan. The amendments are intended to a) acknowledge the 
completion and adoption of the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan, and, b) remove outdated 
language in the Rincon Hill Area Plan of the General Plan. 
Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt a Resolution to Initiate; and schedule a hearing 

SPEAKERS: 
ACTION: 

AYES: 
ABSENT: 
RESOLUTION: 

Same as Item 1 Oa. 
Adopted a Resolution to Initiate. and scheduled a hearing for March 26, 
2015 
Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards 
Antonini, Johnson, Wu 
19330 

11. 2013.0069Z (R. SUCRE: (415) 575-9108) 
241-261 LOOMIS STREET -east side of Loomis Street between Industrial Street and Oakdale 
Avenue, Assessor's Block 5583, Lots 010, 014 and 015. Request to Initiate Zoning Map 
Amendment, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 302 and 306, to amend San Francisco 
Zoning Map Sheet No. SU10 to include Block No. 5583, Lots 010, 014 and 015 (241-261 
Loomis Street) in the Bayshore Boulevard Home Improvement Special Use District. 
Currently, the subject lots are located within a PDR-2 (Core Production, Distribution and 
Repair) Zoning District, Industrial Protection Zone Special Use District, and 65-J Height and 
Bulk District. 
Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt a Resolution to Initiate; and schedule a hearing 

SPEAKERS: 
ACTION: 
AYES: 
ABSENT: 

+Tom Tunny- Sponsor presentation 
After Hearing and closing public comment; Continued to March 19, 2015 
Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards 
Antonini, Johnson, Wu 

G. DISCRETIONARY REVIEW CALENDAR 

The Commission Discretionary Review Hearing Procedures provide for presentations by staff; 
followed by the DR requestor team; followed by public comment opposed to the project; followed 
by the project sponsor team; followed by public comment in support of the project. Please be 
advised that the DR requestor and project sponsor teams include: the DR requestor and sponsor or 
their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors. 

12. 

Meeting Minutes 

2014.1093DRP (L. AJELLO: (415) 575-9142) 
235 LAUSSAT STREET - south side between Steiner and Fillmore Streets; Lot 046 in 
Assessor's Block 0860 - Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 
2013.09.09.6298 proposing to construct a 22'-4" tall firewall at the rear of a four-story, 
two-unit building. The proposed firewall will be located at the west property line alongside 
an existing spiral staircase approved through a separate permit. The project requires a rear 
yard Variance, Case No. 2014.1093V, for which a separate hearing was conducted by the 
Zoning Administrator on October 22, 2014. The project is located within a RH-3 
(Residential House, Three-Family, Detached) District and40-X Height and Bulk District. This 
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action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant 
to Section 31.04(h) of the San Francisco Administrative Code. 
Staff Analysis: Abbreviated Discretionary Review 
Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve 

SPEAKERS: 

ACTION: 
AYES: 
ABSENT: 
DRA No: 

- Thomas Drohan -forgiveness versus permission; 
+ Nils Welin - small yards 
Took DR and Disapproved 
Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards 
Antonini, Johnson, Wu 
0407 

13. 2014-000977DRP (M. BOUDREAUX: (415) 575-9140) 
360 EUREKA STREET - west side between 20th and 21st Streets; Lot 013 in Assessor's Block 
2749 - Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 
2014.03.07.0226 proposing a two-story rear addition and expansion of the subterranean 
basement level, modification of the gable roof to a flat roof, and introduction of a roof 
deck on an existing two-story-over-raised basement single-family dwelling within a RH-2 
(Residential, House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This 
action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant 
to Section 31.04(h) of the San Francisco Administrative Code. 

14. 

Meeting Minutes 

Staff Analysis: Abbreviated Discretionary Review 
Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve 

. SPEAKERS: 

ACTION: 

AYES: 
ABSENT: 
DRA No: 

- Gabrielle Jenny-Haramoto - DR presentation, more airy approach, 
privacy 
- Robert Dorner - Proximity to window 
- Rochelle Gottlieb - Massive intrusion 
+ Andy Rodgers - Sponsor presentation 
+ Nich Nash - Support, within neighborhood character 
+ Peter - City life 
+ Debra Rubius - Housing families in SF 
+Catherine Lee - Desire to move to SF 
After Hearing and closing public comment; a motion to Take DR and 
modify the project failed +3 -1 (Moore Against); a second motion to Not 
Take DR and approve the project as proposed failed + 1 -3 (Hillis, Moore, 
Richards against); without a subsequent motion, the project was 
approved as proposed by default. 
Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards · 
Antonini, Johnson, Wu 
0408 

2013.1799D (M. BOUDREAUX: (415) 575-9140) 
1608-1612 DOLORES STREET - The Request is for a Mandatory Discretionary Review of 
Building Permit Application No. 2013.11.27.3000. The proposal involves moving the front 
wall of ~he existing building forward, expanding the side walls to the side property line, 
adding a rear addition, and increasing the height by two-stories. The work is tantamount 
to demolition. The work will maintain the existing number of dwelling units (3 units), by 
reconfiguring floor plans to establish one unit per floor level. A three-car garage will be 
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introduced at ground level. This is within a RH-2 (Residential, House, Two-Family) Zoning · 
District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for 
the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to Section 31.04(h) of the San Francisco 
Administrative Code. 
Staff Analysis: Mandatory Discretionary Review 
Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve 
(Continued from the Regular Meeting of November 6, 2014) 

SPEAKERS: 

ACTION: 

AYES: 
ABSENT: 
DRA No: 

+Tom McElroy- Project presentation; 
+Thomas Firpo - Owner comments 
- (F) Speaker - alternate plans, negative impacts 
Took DR and approved the project with a condition for the Project 
Sponsor to continue working with staff on the design 
Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards 
Antonini, Johnson, Wu 
0409 

H. PUBLIC COMMENT 

At this time, members of the public may address the Commission on items of interest to the public 
that are within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Commission except agenda items. With 
respect to agenda items, your oppoi:tunity to address the Commission will be afforded when the 
item is reached. in the meeting with one exception. When the agenda item has already been 
reviewed in a public hearing at which members of the public were allowed to testify and the 
Commission has closed the public hearing, your opportunity to address the Commission must be 
exercised during the Public Comment portion of the Calendar. Each member of the public may 
address the Commission for up to three minutes. 

The Brown Act forbids a commission from taking action or discussing any item not appearing on 
the posted agenda, including those items raised at public comment. In response to public 
comment, the commission is limited to: 

(1) responding to statements made or questions posed by members of the public; or 
(2) requesting staff to report back on a matter at a subsequent meeting; or 
(3) directing staff to place the item on a future agenda. (Government Code Section 54954.2(a)} 

ADJOURNMENT - 2:27 P.M. 
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STREETS IN .RINCON HILL 

The new Rlncon Hill Plan wa• adopted by 
the city and incarpor:a.tcd lnro the Gr:ncnl 
Plan in August 2005. The runcon HiU Plan 
conWns a robust plan and dera.ilcd. policies 
for streetscape and traffic changes 2s an inte­
gral pan: of the .oelghborhood's development. 
Besides being traffic-W1)'S, some qujte key to 
the city's regional. uaffic flows, the streets are 
m important pare of the open .s:pace systc:m 
in a very dense urban enviro.w:xu:nr with 
limited opportunll)• fur parks. ThesC streets 

mUSt :Uso aci:ommotb.te safe and gricious 
pedestrian and blcycle mo~meh~·\v/itlirn 
the nelghborhood. The key u.nderlying'goaJs 
. tha.c have sha.ped the Rlncon H1ll Srreeucape 
and Tnffic Plan are: · .! 
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Acllitare a. plcasani·af 
pedestrian, :.nft .. bi 
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in~c~c:cti~n;, panic:ul;;iY near 
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tion of the present right-Qf-wa.y 'con­
:6guntion •nd •pprovod Rincon Hill 
Plan con~r.itlon, a.swell a.s a demiled· 
acc:ounting of all the curbllnc :and 
bulbout Joc:a.tlons: :and measurements. 
Both cross-sections and plan views ue 
included to show the .organll:ation of 
t:he srrcer and placement of streetscape 

· elements. Where appropriate, refer­
ences arc given to other pages in the 
document where details may be found 
on related:;pcclficarions. 

(2) Strcctscape Element St2.t1diUds a..'i! 
Implcme.11:c1.don Req_uirem~fiu •. · Thi~ 
sc:etion provides details for ~iidlvid~~·­
.strectsca.pc c:Jements, including ari}" · 
dimensional~ material, .funcci~ilal,· qO~-: · 
scructlon. or proecd~~ :~~Fnen.:.S.)" 
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li " I .. Harrison Street 

H~rrlson S~r is a f.iirly heavily uaffickcd 
~d a.uto-domina.tcd street associated with 
three B-a.y Brid.ge ramps: t?fO on .. runps 
(at Essex and u Flm Street) and. one· 
off-nmp (u Fremont Street). Westbound 
afternoon peak hour mJiic feeding the Fim: 
Street on-nmp is particub.rly heivy. The 
pcdtitrlan tealm h currently blc-a.k, wlth 
narrow If ridt!Willa (and narrowt:r in somt: 
places). However, traffic lanes arc excessively 
wide, especi•lly the much more lightly used 
eastbound lane. which allows :some m;.rgln~ 
zoom forwldcn.ing sidewalks. Several nujor 
do:vclupmt::nrr, includlng sumi: ground. B.uur 
residential townhouses, will line Haniioii 
west of the Beale Street overpass. Add.ltion .. 
ally, the primary site identl:ficd for a public 
puk on Rincon l:illl siu along Hurison 
Strct::t, Jw.'t t::Ut of th-c: Fremunt Srrt:t:t uJf­
ramp, making improvemcnu co the pedes­
trian .realm and nfcry Imperative. 

DESIGN PALETTE ~crr...:.-:G=i 

I 
STREET TREE: BRISBANE BOX ~~~N~<if.:t..1 

C) I 
•• 

,,. 

UAltff)Lllr:lt.CO PLAN.WINO tJEPAl'ITMnl..rT 

~p ' I I t 1 t . , ............ IE:.... -I --= ., .. ,._ 1,.. !• ,. Ir I~ 

- ~lS:-- ---
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·Roadway: . 
Curf'S'nt:Thr~e traffic lanes w~stbound, w1a 
e::istbcund. Curbside p~rking on .both :;;ldas. 

RH P/a,.,,:(Ernbsrcadero to Es.!t?.x) All lane;. 
narrov.'e-::i. Clltbside parl<ing l:ar,a- on be.th -sidt;;£. 

(Fln;tto Esse;o:) E\lmln3ta onew~stbQund l.3ne 
fora tot!ll of t•11to fanes Wes"..bour.d ~nd one 
eastbound. Craat~.s 10'-wid'il f?r,dsc.aped rn~laT\ 

Sid~We\lks: 

Both sides of the street shall b~ i.7 t.e~ to fal7e 
vfcttrb. 

Sutbouts: 
,t..11 c:orn~rs all comsrs at all lr:tersectioriz. izixc~pt 
SW eorner at Freroont Street. 

RINCON HILL STREETS CAPE MASTER -PLAN 
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a~~ Sp.ear Street 

~;~;;~~~~~?.~~~~~~~ i~}i~~li.kf f~!\'~;:~:{~"J'X, 
uaffic lanes and their width, allowing for ~:< ;~:~ 

~~~§::S~ ~~l'~~ 
traffic. 

Tue basic design stl;ltegyof the Living Stn:ers 
is to significantly widen the pedestrian space 
on one side of each sneer ln order to aea.te 
sufficient space for open space am.enhies 

. such as pocket parks, seatlng areas, c:om­
munlt)' g>rden;, dog runs, public =. and 
the like. This propoS2l' ls coorclln2.ted as "one 
neighborhood" with the Tnmsba)' area, just 
a.cross Folrom Str~t, so rhat these Living 
Sueers will form linear parks stretcblng from 

DESlGN PALETTE -tri!.N".iGt;i 

I 

Mlsslon Sueet through both dlstdcrs to the 
Embarcadero. Rincon Hill will be a very 

dense neighborhood and opporiu.nfth::S' for 
mdirional 11park" space are highly limited; 
the Living Streets wUI fill pan of tb1s need . 

A mJd-bloclc croSSW>lk wUI •ho be created to 

;llow pedestrians to cross safely on these long 
blocks and. connect to a system of fotcrior 
mid-block paths. 

C) I 
r-- ·-----------·---··---·--· .. --------"· 

STREET TREE: LITTLE LEAF LINDEN c;~r"C-El~~ 

•• 

QAl[frllJICll<tO Pl.A~llJING. Dl&A.m'M!::t./T 

Roadway: 
Current:Thri=li lanes southbound, Curb;.lde parkm:3 both sidss, with perpendicular parking scuth 
of Harrisori. · 

RH Plan: On>? !r.ine ·each d1rectton. Curbsida oarklng both sid-es, all parafl~J. Permanent curb:;:/d-a 
right~!:.1Jrn pocl·.et 100' In length In lieu of pafi..ir.g and bulb~out scuttibo1,.:nd at H1~rriso:i. 

Sidewalks: 
Wast side- $hall t·-9" 31 feet 6 inches to face of curb. 

. East !tds.sh~ll be-15 foEit to ferea of cvrb. 

Sutbouts: 
All corners &):cept west side frorn Harrisc.·n Stre9t nor!:h'3rly. 
Mid~blcck; both .si<l.es, from 250 f.s~t to 280 faet south of Fclsorn Street 

,,.,. r , r , rr 
StTIA~ ~?;I IMMllGI llllWtAU. ! ~ 

'°' l t "'' JtalOOfTW. WIDEHIW. • 
SltlCnl ii• 11• $1'1Xll'9 

~~a tZ't" LAnllsa.niG 

·I 

~DKT.OF-WA"l'fO~J.Ot.M .....,___,.,"" 
mar --
RINCON HILL STREETSCAPE MASTER PLAN 
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"'i "7' -~ . i;i:.... • .,:; Main Street 

Main Street wlll have an almost identical 
Llv.ing Street configuration to Speu Street. 
with 2 couple small, but norablc differences. 
Main Street features heavier southbound 
peak hour frceway~bound tr.lffic which turns 
em on Harrison. To allow the sidewalk and. 
open space to be c~ted wlUlc ma.J.ntalning 
greater capacity in the peak hour when 1t 
ls needed, ~ southbound tQ'W2."\Vay curbside 
lane will be created. · 

·---------DESIGN PALETTE ~IVC:'iJ.$J .... , .. I .. 
STREET TREE: LITrLE t..EAF LlNOEN f.:;f1v.rru:;.;-1 

tn:mw1i:Wt~ PLA.1'11-l)flJQ DEPAFl"'rMJ!NT 

C) I 
.. 
'" I 

I 
_J 

Roadway; , 
Current: Two 1~r1es so1Jthbound and on~ northbound. 
Curbside parking be.th sidas. with parP,endic1Jlar parking 
.sol1th of Harriscn, 

RH P!an:One lane each direction. Curbside parking both 
sides, al! paral\e{. Permanent <CWbslde right turn~pockets 
100' ir1 length in lieu cf par~inil end bulb-outs: northbound 
at Folsom: southbour.d at Harrison: northbour1d at Harrl.s:on: 
and southbound at Bryant. Curbside ~arl'.lng lane Westside 
betwGe-n Folsom and 1-{arr~on becomes towa·uay nv~ 
stopping afte:mc11J11 Pl."9.k hC"ur seuthbouncl traffic lan'!. 

Sidewalks: 
West side shall b& 28.S feet to face Qf c.urb. 
East sk:fn !.ha][ b& iS fo~t to face of curb. 

Bulbouts: 
P.11 corn9rs exc~pt: .ea:>t sld°'" fr.:im Folsom Stre<t southia-rly: 
·n~st slde from H!lrri:ion Street northi;rh•, ee!-t side of 
Haaison Str&&ts~uth~y. west side from BryantStra~t 
northe11y. 

f'-Jid~bJock; east side. fn:-rn 250 feet to 280 feat south of 
Foisc:·m Street: b.'.>th s1d;:-s, frcm 250 to 280 fset south of 
Harrison Str~et • 

s~ ~t:::U ~ :;;Htt l~ALJ; I ~ ·J 
fOft ,. ,.. I 1 ... 

U!lll~L Woll\roi:I IM .. ,..., t ~ 

IJ,M~~ 11' ~ , • n:~Plflll 
lllGKHIF-W.l.110'-MAIN ~,.,,. 

""" floc'l/lf~Dltl!WMIJ 
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1 /'i L 4~ Beale Street 

Main Sueer wlll also have an almost identi­
cal Living Streer c:on£guracion to Spe2.! md 
Maln Srrccr, with a couple small, butnottb1e 
dtff'ercnccs. Bea.le Street does nor 1ntersecr 
wlth Harrison Street but rather puses under 

It. This preients: several opponunhies and 
additional dezmnds on Beale Street. Flm, 
it provides the onlr practical acce.tt from 
the Financial District to the B~nc Street 
=pool-only on-=r, to the B•y Brldge, 
.Jlowing bridge-bound v.h!cles to avoid 
traffic: queues on Main and Hard.son Suect. 
Second, it is a reasonably direct southbound· 
bicycle route south through Rincon Hill to 

South Beach. Additionally, the Bay Bridg< 
anchorage is adjacent to the roadwa)' south 
of Harrison Street. Due t0 heightened 
security concerns for protecting the bridge 
anchorage; a nCW' security wall extending 
our lnro the o:lsdng sldewalk w.s buUr by 
Caltrilns uound die anchorage. To accom­
mcdat:e growing ctcpool ttaffo; the road 
width is sufficiently wide ro allow a second 

DESIGN PALETIE {mr...:.•Z?"> 

I 

~~;i;~{\(;\''!~ 
southbound peak hour lane as a curbside 
towaway lane should it be necessary in rhe 
future. A southbound bicycle lane berween 

. Folsom and Bryant is also included. (Note: 
After September 11, 2001, Beale Street was 
closed to ill public access between Fofaom 
and Bryant. It h:i.s since been re-opened after 

'securiry mcarures were put in pkce. and 
the rnffic striping was adjusted ro partially 
conform to the Rincon HHJ Plan). 

C) I 
STREET TREE: t.ITTLE LEAF L.INDEN !?::EJY.:;t;i11> 

·~ 

BA.ti FfWl:C!tL:O PLANNING D!PAR'Tlf..l!tJi 

Roadway: 
Pre-2007: Three- lanes s·::iuthbound. 

Ci.:rr~nt: Ons lane aac:h dir~ctkm. southbour1d bkyde 
lane. Curbside parkir"!g both $ides bet·t1aen Fd~om and 
approximately Harrison, patallel west side and perp~ricikuJ,;,r 
5<Sst sid~. N·., perking sc-uth --:1f r.orthern !int: of ~.Y Sridge alther 
sld.<:i. Permanent cwbsid.e nghi- tum-pCJck-!:ts lOO"l:"'i l~t·eth u··. lieu 
of parking: noithbcund et Fcl$om; so1;thbcun? et Bryar"tt. 

RH Pf.::n;Onra Ian~ .aach dk'=dlon, southbou~ b1cycfa Jar;~. 
Curbsld'3 parking both ~Ides. all parallel. Permanent corbslcii} 
ri9ht turnppockets 100' 1n length in lii>u cf parking ar.ci bulb.-oul:.s: 
northbound at Folsom; .::owthbound at Bryant 

.~ 
"" ,l,e;IDOOW. 

""'"' IANOSC.-VIHG 

II' 

11.t.1 l j 
lf' If' 

~Qff.Of.WArfO.lilMU 

"'"" _...iJn,11.m......iJ 

Sidewalks: 
Wast s1da sh~!I be 15 feet to face c;f i:vrb. 
East side shall be 24 feet t.o face of curb. 

Bulbouts: 
AU ~orni=rs except: -:-asl sid<= from Fi.:ilscm 
Str~et sc1.1therjy: west sid~ from BrJont 
Street northerly; 

Mld~b!ock; e~.s:t s1d1J, from 250 fe~t to ::so 
feet $OUth of Folsom Street, 

~ 1~ NJWH<: ! u·r I iiJG;; ~OOll'IAL 
'C\ ~,,.- ~r,,Wili 
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Whllo rhm is ;n oif-ramp li:odlng direct!)' 
onro Fremont Street northbound, there is 
relatively light m.ffic on Fremont Srreet 
berween Harrison and Folsom Srrr:ctS1 and 
therefore excess capactcy. 'Ihls srrecr will 
sec ma.Jar land us~ traruformation, with 
approxtmacely 750· housing unltS on this 
one block,. including numerous ground Boor 
rownhowes on both sides of the street. 

~""l~·QJl 
STR.EET TREE: RED SUNSET MAPLE i'iEF•:.if?Ji 

40' 

2~ 

tlfU!Fl'INICl!:tO?LAN.mtJCii OEFJ:<JrrMENT 

Roadway: Sidewalks: 

Current: Two traffic lanes ~ach direction, 
e):cept the southbound dir<?ctlon narrows 
to on-! lane- '3t Harrisc.n S.tre-.:-t. Cwrbsid~ 
par~ing on both sides. 

Be.th sides of the street shall be 15 f~et 

RH P!an:Or:'a. lana SL~uthl:.·ound 3-nd t·uo 
northbound. One southbound \uphill) 
bic}1cle J;:ine. Curbsida parXing 011 both 
sides. 

""" """" "" '"""""' """"' """"""' 

SlOlWAL.t 1-'l\ 

t¢ f~;;:e of curb. 

Bulbouts~ 

AH corners (both sfd~s from Fol:Sorn 
Street sc.iutherly; both sides fre'.l!Tl 

H.arrison Str<:.-~t northarly) 

I l 
u· n• 

/llQO'.Or4'1AT10UMMONT 

""'" -·-
,t "'"" .,..,., 

L_ 

)"<.· 
-·-:---

~~ ... 1 

·RINCON HILL STREETSCAPE MASTER PLAN 

f­
w 
w 
a: 
I~ 

(j'J 

f­
z 
0 
:E 
!JJ 
O'.: 
u.. 
LO 

I ... 



_., 
p;J IC:-.;;:::·:\:;·,';·'.~/:/_;.!,;('::\'/'.:i:,:\.?J.:.:>;u:r.'.·:;::;:.;,.::h:;t·:;.;:2,;:;t· .• .·1 ·:·.~~\~f~~t.i~t:1t;fti[[~ii.',:,.•,~.:im~,: .t:~~~1~n,\t::LJ'ih> ·::;.\:.;n:;:.,\,;.::;:,:'\/'. / . "I I-_., ::\•.:: w 

UJ 
0:: 
I-
I 

U/ 

f-
z 
0 
2: 
UJ 
er:: 
iJ.._ 

L.() 

I 
sr.i<n<JIC"OPl.ANl·nNOOE?Af!TM~Nr RINCON HILL STREETSCAP'E MASTER PLAN .. 



_,, 
co 
N> 

1.6 First Street 
Fim Street's primary funci:ion io as a feeder to 

the Bay Brldge. Between Folsom and Harrlson 
there ls little opp<>rcunlcy to widen sidewalks 
signifi.e1ntl7 or eliminate m.ffic Imes. The eatt 
sidewalk ot the.north half of the block W.. wld­
encd dwiog the Rlncon Hill pl=>ing pror:<ss. 
To improve pedestrian crossing .:i.t Harrison 

Suecr, beautify and soften the street environ­
ment.. and &dlltan: loaJ...tnffic flow ln the 

outer 1anCSt landscaped medians ;.re included 
a:t the southern end of the block. roughly 
between Lansing '-'ld Ha.rriso.n Streets, where 

th.er~ a.re cuncntl.y pain red medians only. 

The topography ofRlncon Hill Is such that Flrst 
Street tmnlnatcs at t1u: mp of the lilll, Just sourh 

ofHarri.son Sm::cc. This Stub end is to be nil'­
rowed to"' the mlnlm.um .nccesruy to sCIVe devel­
opment ar the rop of the hill. 1U1d the r=lllndcr 
amvcrted into landsciped. open space. 

r·oes1;;N-PALErrE:~·~;:~~;:~ ...... .. 

[_~_J C)j-j 
........... -.... -.......... ; 

STREET TREE: RED SUNSET MAPLE AND. LOMBARDY POPLAR :sr&M!iC: I;:'.\ 

'" 

'" 

tlllll FfWJt11.'i'::O ?tANf>JINCI O~Jl.fm\1P.:flr 

Roadway: 
Current: (Folsom to Karri£.on) Fc·ur traffic lanes 
southbound. Curbsid"! parking on both side?., t:Acept so1Jth 
cf L;snsing Str..:et. 

(H~rrison to wnd;r On1! Jani:" &ach ciirect1-:in. Perpandict.tlar 
parking both side. 

RH Pf:;n:(Fclsom lo Ha1't1sor1) Four treffic lanes 
southbound. Curbside parking or~ beth sldes, ~xc.o:pt south 
of Lansln~ Street. 

(H-?ifrl::;on to endi. Or1-e l~ne eac:h direction. No cri-stre-et 
parking. 

,,. 

S/dewa[ks: 
(Fo!s..,m to H~rrison) East sida of the strnet 
shall be 15 feet to F::ice of ciirb, transitioning 
to 10 fe:~t .soutn of La.rising street. West s.lde 
!.hall be 10 fec-l 

(H;irrison to €'nd/ 12 fsat both tides. 

Bulbouts: 
Arl c~mer e~cept west sr.:la from Harris.on 
str~t portherJy, 
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i • j Guy Place 

Guy Place and Landng Street are narrow 
sueea (35' wide:) th:z.c form a continuow 
semi-loop connecting to the wctt side of Fim 
Street, herween Fol1om and Harri.~on Stree:tS. 
A public .stalrcase des.cends from the west end 
of Lansing Street down to Essa Stn:cc. These 
mceti see only light traffic serving buildings 
dlrcaly on chese .streea, ~they connect only to 

Fim Street, but the right-of-my width limits 
the v.idth of the narrow sidewalks. The srrccrs 
shall he designed to encourage pedestrian use 
for the en.tire meet width., puticulatly in rhe 
use of speeW pavic.g aerou the entire roa.dway, 
~well as street tree plantlng 1n between puked 
cars. The meet should be designed u a slngle· 
sur&.ce "shared meet• without curbs pursuant 
t0 the Better Streets Plan guidelines • .Add.itlon­
ally, raisi:d cros:i>WSlks acroH the mouth of the 

sm•:ts :ir Flm Sm.:t will ddin• • tluoshold 
into .which vehicles enter a mos;ly pedestrian 
environmeor. 

"""""=· ,=.01-~----~J _,J 
STREET TREES: COLUMNAR VARIEGATES t~!-~' ''* 1::;. 

.Ui'Ul Fll'.llCll:tO PLANN)NQ DE?A!ITMENT 

Roadway: ' 

Current: Ont: travei iene. Cutbs1de paraf/6/ p;;rtdng one sldG. 

RH Plr:tn:f\l':J ch~nge. 

Sidewalks: 
Th13: prot-=icted pediastnan area adjacent to parl<ing shall ba 
6 feet In width, the other protected pedestrian a1-ea sha!r be 
9 te&t to face of curb. 

Bulb<>uts: 
None. 
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LO Lansing· Street 

Guy Place and l;.nsing Street are narrow 
meets (3S' wide) chat funn a continuous 
~ml-loap cnnneccJng to the w~c side ofFlm 
Street, between Fobom and Harrison Streeu. 

A public staircu:c dcsce:nds &om the west end 
of Lansing Street down to Essex Sttcec. These 

srrcea see only light traffic serving uses directly 
t>n these sttcets, as they connecc onlr to Fltst 
Sttcc~ but the right-of-way widtli l!mitt the 
widrh of the narrovr sidcwillu. The srrccn shill 
be designed to encourage pedestrian u.se for 
the entire urect width, pa.rtkululy in the use 
of special pa.Ying across the entire ro1.dway. u 
well as street tree planting in between parked 
cars. Additionally, ralsed crosswa.lks ~cross the 
mouth of the streets a.c First Suect will define 
a. rhreshold Into which. vehicles enter :a. mostly 

pedestrian environment • 

DESIGN PALETTE \~!!:::-.!•::JJ·li 

.alaCJI 
________ ., __ . .,.~ .. •----·--•--w•------
STRC:ETTREES: COLUMNAR VARIEGATES r_:Hf·''ll 1;:, 

SAf!ffW,ICl!;tO Pl.A!-'NIWG C&ARTMP.:NT 

Roadway~ 

Cvrr1'2nt One trev~f hm~. C!Jrbsio'e pl!rall=-1 pari..ing one sld~. 

RH Plan:Malnreln existfnt;; p~d~:;trian zone an':i tri!IVe/ lt.tnf:i' d;mens;e:r.s 
but convert to street to Sharfid Put-lie Woy (curb/ess .stri;.et). · 

Pedestrle.n·Se.fe Zones {sidewalks): . 
The sidewalk sdjacent to curb pQr\o:Jng (''outer sid~waJY."j z.narr i:·e 13 
feet to foce of curb. the other sidewalk shi!!U be a feet to face; of curb. 

Bulbouls: 
None. 
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1.10 Grote Place and Zeno Place r·;;·es1'3;:i·p;t:iine ·;;;;~.'!" '" 

I~ I 
~••••• ••••e,. ..... ,,_ • .,_,._,,,. •• , ....... ., ••• --••••••""! 

AC)I 
Grote PW:e. and Zeno Place arc narrow alleys 
(12.5" and 17 .5' wide re<pect!yoly) th>t extend 
about ~ int0 thclr bloc:ks. !ecau.s:c of 
their constralncd width, lack of sp-a.ce for c::us 
to. tum around. Zeno Place has lnsu.fficlent 
space to safi:ly h2nd1e tWe>-W:1.y tr2.ffic. Accom­
mod:ulng morod:r.ed vehicles on theie mcea, 
especially lf noi: accessing parking gu:agcs, 
n.iiCS .tignlfiant design challenges. 1he. scrcc:u 
shall be designed to cncoun.gc pedcstrla.n use 

for the entire "'"" width, pmicululy in the 
use ofspcda.l pa.vingacross the entircIOa.dwiy, 
a.s well u street trees and la.ndscaplng uca.s. 
If yehiculu acccn to these a.lli:ys is dr:emed 
Inf~iblc, they .shall be dcsig:11cd as pedestrian 
onlypl=s. 

~'lJ~~li~i~ii~r 
·:.'• 

F;JS1~;1 
·.:·, . .'·-:·. 

::··' '" 

m10S2' 

. 
s 

l!lGtf1:.0FJNll(fOR ~•I• 
Ci10M~La¢•wftarAwou 

~~olo'1111-dl 

tlAllFMllCl&tQ ?L.Af.IWNG Cl!PAFITM.E.l.JT 

--­f•CJU~:;.m; 

,~I,,) I 

Roadway: 
Cvrrent: One travel Jane. 

Rh' Plan: Po:;sible pede-strlan only d'i'perding on 
tvturc- development. 

Sidewalks: 
Str~t .s.h~ll be designed to be curbless to 
e-nc.ourage pedestraln us.e of full P.OW. except 
Ze-no Place should have protected pades.tr\an· 
only area on one side. 

Bulbouts: 
Non~. 

L. ........................... .-.. 

!; STREET TREES: COl.UMNAR VARIEGATES :!t.!!''<'<".' ! 
~'<l'Wll ~™ l 

I 
! 
i 

I .__ _________________________ J 

~-:~~~i~i~,i;;:0~~~:: :,~~'Ii\~~!;~~;}()f ·-' -
.~":~,~ :,:: .-~· ·r/~ 

----1)/:'· 
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·; ... 
'::,'I• 

J$~> 
:".:q~~.( 

iJ!l• 
KIY.l•kL 

'"' 

·. :.:·: .'~/·~.:~:-:~ 

l'f~•~l.f 

""' lltGKT'<Of.WArfOll. ~""" 
ll!Ci'.Kl'-OF-Wi\'ffOll~,.r.n 

hnaPIOQ¥</CarAc<:will 

o'ilCIKT'.Of-'fif<YfOll~•W; 
Grt\tflK,l'l<klllll.nOnlt 
P~1 .. cnlfri 

z.,,,.,~cthdall'!.,,O"ly 
pao.Un~wen""rd/ 

P&efdn11wrtrrrlltd/ 

RINCON HILL STREETSCAPE MASTER PLAN 
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L,\..-1 Corner Bu·lbout/Curb Extension Design 

Most comers ln the Plan alQ must be btdlt 
wJth ·co~er bulbouu." Comer bulbou.tf shall 

be bullc In 211 comer loc:a.tions except where 
rorbside rum Janes uc neccssacy and in loa­
tions where cwb y.u:king lanes bemme pe.ak 
hour towawa:y lanes for uanslt and autO tnffic 
(e.g. north side of Harrison Street. w~ side of 

~t11JFlll"1Ui:m:ar-LANNJloJQ OEPA.Fi'il-1~'1f 

Main Street). AdcMon­
ally, bulboua 

arc 

~ where mld-block ="""'"" arc 
located and ac some bus srops. Bulboms 1n the 
Rincon HJll Plan A= will he longer Jn length 
than typical San Francisco bulbouts. This 
additional length creates space for :uncnides 
llke b~c parking or grccnlng. Other proposed 
bulbout dimensions such as depth and comer 
radii should be built in to the st:llldasds cst2b­
lishcd Jn the Better St=tt Plan. Following arc 
design •=daros fur bulboua: 

• Bulbouts shall e>..-rend 7' from the side­
walk curblino. 

• Comer bulbouts must haYe a corner 
rad.iusof10' . 

• Corner bulbouu should extend inwud 
along the block for 15 feet along the 
property line. s!"' diagram. 

• Mld-block bulbouts shall bo 30' In 
length .. 

Landscaping should be maximized on bul­
boua. Wherever possible, planters should 
wnp around the crailing curved edge of the 
bulbout to help visually narrow the roadway 
and dnw drivers' attention to the O.."tended 
curbline. The.,..,,. spaces created by bulbours ... 
are also key 1ocadoru for placing pedestrian · · 
amcnidcs·~uc:b as bicycle ~cks1 m.st;e tttep- · 
tacles. newsracks, and additional sca~g. 

•, .... ''··,::.:: 
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""'-·-i ~1 _ ........ Living Street Open Space Panels 

LIVING STREET DESIGN ON SPEAR, 
MAIN AND BEALE STREETS 

The widened stde of Spear, M.ain and Beale Sueets 
will func:ion as linear par~. stretching from Mission 
Street all tlie wrry through Transb:1.y and R.inc

0

on HiU 
ro the Embarcadero on the south. These spaces muse 
actively contribute to the open space in the neighbor­
hood, providing public· :amenities and open space 
opportunlries. They arc nor jntc:ndcd to be simply 
visual .show gardens or visual patches of green, but 
aaual usable and inhabitable pock.cu of open .space in 

· this very dense neighborhood. 

OPEN SPACE PANE.LS 

Though discussed as "linear p2rks1 • the open space 
scrlp slu.U be designed not as a unified pirkmip with 
continuous paths and. unlficd continuous deslgn, 
but rather a. linked linear necklace of unique open 
space panels, or modules. Th.ls modular strucrurc 
Is designed to both provide variety and practically 
reflect the necessity of brcaklhg the open space mu!­

. tiple times per block for driveway •nd other acocss. 
The design and uses for these panels are £cxiblc and 
open for proposal and interpreuuion. Designs must 
foster and encourage active use by area. residents and 
visitors - they should be welcoming and cncour.igc 
informal use, while dc~emphasizing ovcrlyrmanlcured 
and high~malntenancc showpieces. Following are sug~ 
gcstlons for open sp:oi.cc panels: 

tAttn~1cu:co PLAN.NI NG DEPA.liTMENT 

• seating 
• c.afe tables (for immediately adJacent 

conunerctal uses) 
• publlcan:lsculprure· 
• play srrucrures 
• l:a'rn 
• dog runs 
• community garden 
• gaming (e.g. chess tables) 
• ecological/educational displays 
• community bulletin board 

A dlvcnlty of pmel.s on cod> scree~ Is desirable. A 
continuous row of the iamc repea.ted module {e.g. 

• all lawn or all similar seating arrangements) would be 
both a:csthcclca.lly and funccio.o.ally monotonous. 

The panel structure allom ind expects cvoh1tion of 
indlvidual spaces over time. k the neighborhood 
evolves and rates or needs change, the dc<ign of ind~ 
vidual panels can evolve and be ro&eshed (u opposed 
to the more static nature of a unified slngular linear· 
park design), 

P:inels should minimize hardscape and ma."1mhc 
permeabillty and landscaping, though b:lance land­
sca.plng with inhablcable open sp~ce. 

··: :~: : . ._:: ... 
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,i 0. Lr ... Street Trees and Understory Plantings 

EXISTING TREES 
F.xistlng St:Ieet crecs uc very spotty except 
where recent nC'W development has installed 
nreec trees in &ont of their buildings. Below 
ls a tough inV'entory of the 224 existing street 
trees within the plan area. boundary. 

As the plan fur many of the streets in the clli­
trict calls for "ridening sidewalks, maintaining 
some existing street trees is not desirable or 
practical because of the new configurations of 
walkways, street uecs, landscaping, wd other 
sidewalk elementS. Most of the existing trees 
to be .removed were planted within the pa.st 
IO ye=. Approxim•teo/ 84 trees will like!)' . 
be removed or rdocai:ed over the course of 
the lmplementacion of the Sll'eeucapc Pl:ui, 
and a total of approxima.tely 1290 ne:w o-ees 
wtll be planted to the neighborhoo.d upon final 
buildout, for a net gain of 1206 trees: over the 
life of the Plan . 

RH STREET TREE ANALYSIS 7.07.2007 

Sp;ar -=-===·=y-= :---22 ~=--21·r-i lrr.~mi<:t~~~· 
Mal" 21 s 16' i all 

:·~~ei!·~ ~·: ~-·= ~ -·-~-~ ~~~~-~. ~ ~ :~·.: :. ~ -:2~1~ J·: .~ ~C~.·~: 
Fremont 11 11l o ! Alt 

~·fi~t-.~ ~ :.:·:: ::::·~4~~ ~ ~·= ~·:f~~ ~.~. __ is: J~.--~~C~ ·-
H11rrtson 47 4- 43 l 2EI 

~t~~~:~: ~-~-!:~·~-_:~-~~~~~~l~~~: 
Es.'9X 0 0 0 I n/A' 

a. hl111lf'IQll-lll'l'dlllon111t~lhanlllocl'cakd)o1hlh!ll'lon. 
t,Tt>b•u...,.,....,,ll1eqllrtd1!ll'C011111tl:lla!l.Coukll!!tl1irin1110:111CW)'platl1111i..w. 
2.T1t11XIOb•llllllDYfllhlUllllld.11t:oll.Dt, 
3.Exlstlnpllfft-lll~'J:l!aima. 
-1.A111p-1111Jat'ly~14111Jhl111nlf!!lf=•~·an;, 

tu\flFIJNICll:ctlPl.ANW!NG OEPAfiTMJ:.tf> 

NEW TREES 
The box ar right llsn the requJred meer tree SIZE 

species and culdvan for each street in rhe 
disaict. Project sponson: must use the prima.t)• 
tree species a..nd cul.tiva.r indicated unless lt js 
unavallable. in wh.rch roe the alternative selec­
tion may be used. Botanical names are gh1en in 
Italics, specific cul ti vars (if any) follow in plaln 
rc:xt wirh single quoces1 and common nunes 
tte given in parentheses. 

TREE SELECTION AND PLANTING 
SPECIFICATIONS 

Basic requirements for street ttees in JU.neon 
Hill are cst:ibllshed in Planning Code Section 
13B(c)(l). Some of these requiremen.rs. are 
reprinted here and augmented with 2-dditiOm..l 
specifications • 

IRRIGATION . ." ... :~ ·:/~~' .. ::~ 
All sm:er trees are· ~~:·r:eCejy~:" 

;~;~:~;g11!~b·~~tt~· 
newly. 

../· 
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UNDERSTORY PLANTINGS 
Ar-gr:ide lwdstaplng in planters ls a key 
component of greening and softening the 
succtsape In the dlnrlct. E~nslvc planters 
are rcqulred on most streets. In addltion to 

'providing color and m.tural rc:Hcf from the 
hud dtpca.pc u pedestrian Jcvd~ planters 
alo.ngthe sidewalk edge buffer pedescrlans from 
traffic and parked a.rs, as wcU as serve valuable 
ecoiogkal functions by collccdng. filtering, 
wd slowing sid~alk stormwater ronoff. The 
Streeacapc Plan's go.U ls to maximize permc­
a.blc iurface and greenerywhercvcr possible. · 

Plontlngs should be as exuber:int as possible, 
with significant season;] or year-round color. A 
diversity of plantings and species is cncour~ed 
to create hctcrogcneiry and a. casual, inform.al 
feeling consistent with a. rcsidenWU neighbor­
hood. Devdopments that are landscaping 
ate.nsivc sidrn"alk frontages or multlplc con­
secutive planting beds are strongly encouraged 
to avold rcpctltlve: or homogenow treatments. 
Boxy or rigid. evergreen hedges or bushes, .such 
as Japanese Boxwood, should be a.voided. 
o:ccpt in limited us:igc, such z on the wide 

UAllFf'J>JJCltCOJ"l1.ANt./J:'1G O~~MTMlit>IT 

parkway slde of Spear1 Main1 or Beale Streets 
.for the pwposc of crea.tlng 1ntima.tc sittf.og 
or 2.ctlvity areas. Recoo:unendcd plant types 
include fiowedng plants and grassC$, lncludlng 
Fln. Phormlum, Sedge, Ca.rex1 Hemcrocallls 
(Daylllies), anci. orhcr drought tolerant species. 
Landscape archhccts are cncourag~d to meet 
and confer with rhc. DPW Bureau of Urban 
Forestry ro review species proposed for each 
spccific.;crcerscape implcmem:a.don.. ·· 

PLANTER DESIGN 
Planters arc rcqui.z;¢ on alma.st tl1 sidewalks In 

runcon Hill. Planter dimensions :m: given fur 
each srrect on those street's respective .sections 
of the document. · 

LOCATION 

Planters meeting the minlmwn dimensional 
siandards must be located <t all feasible loc:a-­
tions per rhe spacing pa.a:crn and dlmcnsional 
.standards required.. for the· particular street per 
this document. In general, planters may not 
be omitted. from the pattern) such :.s in front 
of• particular business or building enn:ance. 
'Ihe Planning Dep-arcnem lM)r pctmi.t up to 

two street i:rccs to be placed in tree grues in 
lieu of planters in front of• building with • 
pudcularly high volume of curb-side drop-off 
activity and an offida.I white curb loading zone.. 

GRADE 
All planting beds should be designed ro allow 
sidewalk storm.water runoff to E.ltcr through 
planting beds. Planting beds should be fl.wh or 
slightly depressed from sidewalk gndc. 

EDGING 

Planter cdg{ng feanues ue encouraged md 
m~y- be lnrorporated :along the perimeter of 
the planter. The edging fi::aturemusr be perme­
able to ..Uow water to fiow into and through 
the plo.ntcr. Edging fuacures should not be 
hjgher than 1 B" above gradei ·and mar c:onslst 
of omamcnal nilllngs or ocher rna.teriili·luc::h 
as decorative: stone, brli:k. oT ·coneictc, IF 
r:onst1Ucted of a non-pcrmcable:material such 

·as stone. bdck, or c:oncreo:, the Cdging inll.it 
be signific.ntly perforated >e sidewalk grade 
at regular inrernls to allow runoff to· .flow 
through the planm. , · 

~:-: ....... . ·~::.::::~ :·;::·-..: . . -.::::.:·.:::-~::::' 
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f_}1} ~ Street Trees and Understory Plantings 

SPEAR, MAIN, & BEALE STREETS - Living Streets 

AT PLANTING 10YEARS 

llf\llf!lf.!Jctt:tO Pl.ANNlt.la DEPJ'Jn'I-r.E.1.fi 

71U'\ CORONA 'GREENSPIRE' 
Cl.ITTLE LEAF t..INDEl-1) 

Character: 
Pyramidal Jn youth, ovat(! Yrtl&n mature: deciduous: 
dense and Pompact bronohing; branohes ora upright and 
spreriding. · 

Size: 
Heigh!: 40' -50' 
Spread: 35' 

Flowar//Sarl<: 
Small, ~·el!O'N er light cream flowers in drooping clusters 
during summer months. Ridg£-d. gray.-bl"O'J.'n b.urk. 

40' PlanUng Specifications: 
Ne<N streel tr~es must haven minimum 2" calfpe1 at 4.5' 
above sidewalk grade and branch at a minimum o( S' 
above-sidewalk grade. Trees a.re. to be planted e:very 20' In 
sidewalk openings or et l&ast 16 square feet, and shall not 
be closer lhan 25' to an lnlerseclion approach or 1 o· from 
lhe far side ol 1h• lnler .. c~on. Treas shall be planted In a 
conUnuous, connected soil~filled trench of $1ruclural soils lo 

20' a depth (}fat least 3' 6'". 

I 

ALTERNATE II 
uou10AMBAA STYPAC11-:r.o,g~ .'RoruNorL.osA' I 
(FRUITLESS SWEETGUM) · 

Character. I 
l 

Pyramidal when )'oung, oblong lo rounded 
\\'hsn mature: deciduous shade tre~: alternate, 
s!ar--!lhaped leaves; usually maintains a single j 
loader. I 
Size: 1 

H<lghl: 40' - 60' j 
Spread: 35' I 
Flower//Sark: 
Small, non·descripl llO'fYBrs. Corky, dgeply 
furrowed ridges, }'eliowish-brown bar.._. 

PlanUng Speclflca~ons: 
I 
i 

.I 

L_. __ ... _ 

Nw: street trees must have a minimum 2~ caliper 
a1 4.5' eabco;e sldev..all< crade and branch at .a 
minimum of &' abo\fll sidewalk grade. Trees are 
lo ba planted every 20' In sidewalk opan!ngs of al 
least 16 sqiJare fe.~t. and shall not b~ ~os~r 1han 
2S' 10 an intl!'rseciion approar.:h or 1 o· from the- far 
side ct Iba fnterr.ect!on. Traes shall ba planted 
in a continuous, r.onnected soH..faJod trench of 
struclurcl soils lo a depth of aI least 3' 6". 

UNDERSTORY .PLANTING PALETTE 

Understory plantings, such as dltferant Carex, Hemerocal!ts, Koelnrla, Fl~, Phormlum, and 
Sodgo ou!Hvars, ate required in all p/anlers, Whtta 1he general visual 1h•m• of lhese plan~ngs 
shouf:/ be conslr.lonl, variety is encouraged and Iha cl1olcs of spoci!tc planl/ngs Is fio."<ibls. 

RINCON HILL STREETSCAPE MASTER PLAN 
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"i::~:;- Street Trees and Understory Pla.ntings 
HARRISON & FOLSOM STRSETS 

40' 

'20' 

u! 
AT PLANTING 10YEARS 

.Ul\1{ nJAlli:\l:tO FLA°t.JNiHG t;:l!FAFiTMS:NT 

LOPHOSTf:MON CONFE.riTUS 
(BRISBANE BOX) 

Character. 
Broad/oaf; e~urgr"'!n; upright: 01..i !orm. 

Size: 
Ho/ght; 35' - 40• 
Spread: 25' 

Rower//Bark: 
Small, While, distlno\lve, rJoWelS in cluste1s 2-4'' UCf'O.SS- during 
summer mon1hs. Mottled, shredd!ng, nght brO'nn or reddish b~k. 
similar to !-.1adrone. 

Plantlng Speoifica.Hons: 
New ab1?et trees must he.VG a minimum 2~ cafipgr ot 4.5' above 
side-Nall~ grade and brilr1ch at a minimum .of 8' abov~ sidewalk 
grade. Trei:is ar& lo be planted ever; 201 lo sidewalk openings 
of at least 16 .square feet1 and .shall not be closer lhM 25' to an 
tntersec:llon approach or 1 O' trom \he- far side o1 lhe. lntan!eotion. 
Trees shall be planted In;, conllnuous. c0nnecled soil-filled trench 
ol sbiJolura/ ooils to a depth ot nl least 3' 6". 

UNDER.STORY Pl.ANTING PALETTE 

Und•rstory p/anllngs, such as dlfferont Csrex, Homerooallls, Koelorle. fla'<, PhonTilum, and 
Sedge cultivars, are required in all plesnters. While th& geners.t visual theme of thl3ae plan lings 
should be oonsintent, ve.riaty Is encouraged ancJ 1he choice of specir10 p\e.n1ings rs Uexibla. 

RINCON .HILL ST.REETSCAPE MASTER PLAN 
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£...~ ••• J Street Trees and Understory Plantings 

FREMONT & ESSEX STREETS 

40' 

AT PLANTING 10YEARS. 

111\H m~.ucmco ?LANNlNG DEPARTMENT' 

ACeR RUSR!JM 'RED SUNSET' 
(REP MAPLE) 

Character: 
S~·mmetrlca!, upright ovate in }'OUth and when mature: 
dec!dUolls: branchGs uprighl and requirs pruning for oplimal 
shope. Sho-.w red lo/iege duJing fall monlhs. 

Size: 
Height: 40'-45' 
Spread: 25'-35' 

Flower/Bark: 
SmnU, red showy nowers In spring. Reddlsh-gR!y bark, 
smooth. 

Planting Specifications: 
New street trees must h5Ve a minimum 2" caJIPer e.t 4,S' 
abovia sldewa!k grade and branch al a minimum o( B' 
~.bova sidewalk grade. Treas are 10 be pl<lnted aveN 20' In 
sidewalk openings ~r at /!.last 16 square fC*ll, and $hall not 
be closet lhan 25' lo on- lnl~acUon approach or 10' from 
lhi;:i far side of the lnfersection. Trees sha!I bi::? pl1ll1led in a 
continuous, connected so!lafiOad trench of structural sons 10 
a depth of al least 3' 6". 

I 

UNDERSTORY PL.ANTING PALETTE 

ALTERNATE 
ACER fREEMN/11 'AUTUMN BLAZE' 
(FREEMAN MAPLE) 

Character: 
Distinct. upright ovate fo1m in yoU1h and when 
mature: deciduous; weH..c!afinsd central /gadar 
w!lh ascending branches; rapid gro\'\1h rale: not as 
dense as other culti'rors. Sho'<vy orange-red Collage 
during fall montlis, m<dlumi)r••n. shiny follago in 
summer. 

Sfze: 
H•ighl: 40'·50' I Spread: 30'-40' 

Flower/Bark: 
Non-Ot-scr!pl {lowers. Th'9: bar!'. i.s: smooth. whitish 
when.young, becoming furrov,tt;dwlth dark rldgas 
osit og~s. 

Plan11ng Spaclficallons: 
Hew street trees must have a minimum 2~. caliper 
a\ 4.5' above slcl•Walk grode ond braMh al a 
minimum of 8' above sldewaJk grad~. Trees am 
to be plantsd every 20' In srde-tValk openlngs of at 
least 16 square leel, and ohall nol be closer then 
251 to an intarsecilon approach or 1 O' from the far 
slcle ol lhe inler:;l?ction. Trees shall be plan!ad in a. 
continuous, oonneotedsoll-fill~ trench or sl!uc::lural 
sons to a doplh or at laast 3' $", 

Understor~' plantings, ~uch as different Carex, H
0

emeroca!1is, Koelaria, Flex. Phom1iun1, Md 
Sedge: culllvnrs, ma required In till planters. Whi!e the generEll visual theme of these planlings 
should be consistent, variety is encouraggd and the cl1olce or specific p!anUngs is 11exlbla. 

l--·--·--
RINCON HILL STREETSCAPE MASTER PLAN 
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A /! l+ .. ~~ Street Trees and Understory Plantings 
FIRST STREET 

.4CE:RRUBli'llM 'RED SUNSET' 
(REI> MAPLE) 

Character: 
Symme1rical1 upright ovate 1n youth and when mature; 
deciduous; branches uprlght and require pruning for optimal 
shape. ShoY'.y red foliage during fan monlhs, 

Size: 
Heigh!: 40'-45' I Spr•od: 25'-35' 

Flower/Bari<: 
Smell, red shov.y nowers in spring. Reddish-grey bar!<. 
smooth. 

Planllng Speclllcations: 
Red Sunsel Maple shall be ussd for sldswa!K planting 

New stregt trees must have a minimum 2." ctliper at 4.5' 
abcsve slde-Nall<. grade and branch at a mlnlmum of 8' 
above sldew"Jfk grade. Trees ate lo be. pfanled fi!l/'i!rj 20' ln 
sidewalK openings ot at IBilst 1 G square feat, and shall not 
be closer than 25' lo an lnteroeotlon app1oach or 1 O' from 
lhe far side of the lnln-rsectlon. Trees shall be plunled I~ a 
continuous. connected soil~filled itench eif $tTUcturat soils 10 
.: depth of ar least 3' 6". 

SAU nwicu:&o ?J..ANl-JINQ OE?ARTMi?.NT' 

Lcmbardy Poplar •h•ll 1'11 planlod In th11 CQntar medh.n. No 
•lt•mat11 .apoolH has bHn HIOC!rid, 

POPULUS 1VIGA.:\ 'ITALICA' 
(LOMBARDY POPLAR) 

Character: 
Very slander upright crown (column~likaJ; deciduous, .vmal! 
shiny green hmves, serrated al edge; upwasd bending 
brenChes start close to lt1a ground. 

Size: 
Height: 40'-60' I Spread: 10'-15' 

Flower/Back: 
Slender, reddJsh lo yellow-green, hanging calfJns, 2 10 

3 Inches long, appeflf in early spring beforE- Iha. leaves. 
Smooth grey.grsen bar!<. 

Planting Spec!ficatlons: 
Lombady Poplar shell be plan19d in 111• center medion. 

Trees are to be planled every 20' alung boll1 medfan slrips 
but :r.hall JJol be clos2r lhan 25' to the interseollon with 
Harrison Street or 1 o· from the Intersection with LansJno 
Street Trees shall be planll?d In a continuous, connected 
soi[-liJ!ed trench of structural salts to a: depth of at leasl 3' 6''. 
The rn~dlan shall be planted with !ow-growing F-hrubs and 

impervious cov?.r shall be kti/Jl to a minimum. The mE-d!an 
curbs shall be reinforced and lnc\ude root barriers la p1 oteot 
tl1a Jntggrlty of the surrounding roadway, 

r-- -------------, 
I ALTERNATE • I 
j /\CERFREEfl{ilJl/lt 'AUTUMN BLAZE• 
I (FREEMAN MAPLE) 

I Character: j' 
I Dls1ir1ct, upright ovate form In youth and whsn 
j mature; deciduous; weR..C:elined cantud leader 

I
' •Mth ascending branches; rap!d growth rate; not a.s i 

den$e as other cu\tlvars. Showy orang a-red follaue I 
. during faJt months, medlum-greien, shirr/ roliagra In 
I sunimer. 

I Size: i 
j Height: 40'-SO' I Sp'oacl: 30'-40' [ 

I 
~:~=~=~~t llowers. Th• bnrk Is smooth, whitish I 
when young, becoming rurrowed v.ith dark tldge-s I 

1 as it ages. 
I , 

I' PlanUng Speclficatlons: I 

• I 
New Gtroel tre~s must have a minimum 2.~ ca.Aper I 

: a.I 4,5' abovs- sidewalk grac!e and branch at a \ 
II 'I • minimum or 8' abol,'.! sidaWnlk grade. Trees Dre 

· ·· to be planled ever; 20' fn sidowelk openings of at i 
: · least 16 square fee~ and shell nol be -;loser lhsn I 

·25' lo an Inters&cUon appronch or 1 O' from 'lhe. fer ·1 
J . side ol th• Intersection, Trees shall be planted In a 
1 continuous, connected sr.ill·fll!ed lrenoh ol .slruolural 
i soils to a,ciepth ol ot lea•! 3' 6", J L__ _____ _ 

r----·---·---------·-· 
I UNDERSIORY PLANTING PALETTE 

Understorf plantings., such as dilf~rent Care."(. Hemerocallls. Koe!eria, Flax,. Phorrnlum, and 
Sedge cultivars, are required Jn nil p!Dnters. Whn9 the general visu;:il tl1eme of lhese plantings 
should b1J oonststent, variety ls encouraged and the choice ll[ speciU? plantings. Is 11exlble. 
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......,._~ .. ·t:-.,,.,..• Street Trees 

GUY PLACE, LANSING STREET, ZENO PLACE, GROTE PLACE, & mid-block pedestrian paths 

-----·----· - -:-1 
. 

' 

' 

f')'RUS CA!.J_£R"fANA "Cii/WTICL£F./i' 
(COLUMNAR ORNAME:NTAL PEAR) 

Character: 
Pyramidal lo columnar in youth and when mature; upright 
branchln~; oval, gtos$'J green lea•res In Sumrner lhe.l 'danoe' 
in breezgs; attractive reddish-purple Jgaves In fall. Sho~ 
flowers Jn spring. 

Size! 
Height 25'·35' 
Spread:15' 

Flower/Bark: 
F\ve-petalod, cr•amy-whlle llowe1s In sprlng, showy: deeply 
lurrowe.-d, textured bark. 

Planting Specifications: 
N0\'V street trees must have a minimum 2" caliper at 4,5' 

nbove sidewalk grade and brano!i al a minimum of 8' 
above sidewalk grade. Trees ar1:> to be planted every 20' in 
sidewalk openings or at least 16 square feet. and shall not 
be closer than 25' 1o an lntersec1ion approcich or 1 O' from 
tha far side or th~ Intersection. rrees shall be planted Jn a 
continuous, connected ooif·fillod trench or structural sol[~ lo 
a depth of flt ler.ist 3' 6". 

---------------

llM rrw:,1tco F:LANN)NG DEPAffT"MP-N'T' 

---·--·-·------·-··---··-1 

·\C'EFlAUBHUM 'BOWHALL' 
(COLUMNAR RED MAPLE) 

Character: 
Upright pyramidal, fast growth rate; declduou;; showy red· 
orange leaves In fa!!, slngfe-trunk with upright branching; 
medium-textured dark gre~n leaves !n summer. 

Size: 
Height 45'-50' 
Spread: 16'·25' 

Flower/Bark: 
Showy red flowers In spring; re1Jdi•h"1Jray trunk, turr~wed. 

P!antfng Speolficatfons: 
Nsw strer~t treas mu...1>t have a minlmum 2" caliper al 4.S' 
above sidewalk grade and branch at a minimum of S' 
above sldewaJK grade. Trees are to be planted every 20' in 
sidewalk openings of al least 16 .square feet. and shall nol 
bn closer 1han 25' to an Intersection approach or 10' from 
1he far side of the lnlorseotlon. Trees shall be planted in a 
conltnuous, connected soll-ill!ed trench of struc1ural soils to 
a daplh ot rd leas\ S' 6". 

j ___ . ~ 

---·--·------·--·---------] 

Gil·lt~G08/{.08A 'PP.JNCE.TON SENTRY' 
(COLUMNAR GINGKO) 

Character. 
Uprlghl columnar, highly irrngular picturesque branching 
when mature: deciduous: madlurri-green and unusunlly 
obovate (Ian-shaped) len~.s In summer, striking yE!llow 
color in ran: pfunl mule speclrriens only \I) avoid seed 
dropping. 

Size: 
Height: up to so· 
Spreed: 10' 

Flower/Bark: 
Non-Oe-scripl flower.;; lighl brown lo brctNnl.sh-gr~y bark is 
deeply funowed and becomes highly ndged with ago, 

Planting Specifications: 
Ne-..v slreel tree.i; mus! have a minimum 2" caflper at 4.5' 

above Sidswalk grade and branch at a minimum or 8' 
abo\'a sldewalk grade. Trees am to be: planted ever-1 20' In 
sidewalk openings ol at least 16 square leetr and shall nol 
b9 closi;irtlum 25' lo an lnt~sss:::tion apprCJach or iD' lrorn 
the far slds ol lhe lnlersectlon. Troes ohall b• planted in a 
contlnuvus1 conMcted soil-nlled lroanch of structural solls to 
a deplh of al leost 3' 6"' 

'--··----··--···-·--··-·-----------' 
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~J" ·t~/ Street Furnishings & Amenities 

There will be a common palette of meet fur­
nishings for RinCXJn Hlll and T ransbay. These 
fumhhings are .Jso dcsc.cibcclln the Transiny 
Redevelopment kea Srreetscape and Open 
Space Concept Plan. Tue furnishings Hsred 
below must be US"Cd. However, given that 

man\l&c:tW'ers and ch.cir ptodUCB come and 
go overtime, lf'thcscfurnlsh.tngsa.renotava.il­
.a.ble.;, substitute companblc i;i aesthetii::s ~d 
petfor.ma.ce may be proposed subject to the 
appta'Val of the Planning Dcparm1cnr. 

'BICYCLE RACK 

.. W cllc Circular" - Square Tube 
Manufacrurer.'Palmer Group 
(www.blkeparklng.com) 

Bicycle racks should be in=lled throughout 
the district, at least one rack pa- block on 
each side of the meet on the shorter ease-west 
blocks (e.g. Hudson between First and Fre­
mont Suceu) 2.nd at least two on the longer 
north-south blocks (e.g. Fremont between 
Folsom and Harrison s~ers). At least two 
bike racks should be located on each block of 
Folsom Street, 

TRC.EGRATE 

"Chhiook" -4', Cast Iron 
Manufacturer:. Urban.Accessories 
(www .urbm:a.cccssorles.com) 

In g~eral, trees are to be un:.grated and 
plaoted in landscaped plaotlng beds"' 
illusuatcd on the pages pertaining to each 
rdevmt street. However1 th~re are limited 
locations where tree gtttcs may be used and 
plantlng beds ~c not desireable or feasible 
in areas with high pedestrian. tn.ffic and 
narrower sidewalks, luch as along Folsom 
Street. Additionally, one or two trees ma.y 
be placed in gates adjacent to designated 
curbside loading zones, Tue approved grate,. 
the Urban Accessories •Chinook" graa:, is 
c;pa.ble of being modified over time 10 acco-

Uf\f{fMl/CtlitOPl.At.,tf\JlNG DEPARTMEN1' 

modate the Increasing trunk girth. of a. growing: 
tre~ There are supponing ribs for the distinc­
tive concentric sqUares of the Chinook grate 
that can be easily scored, sawed, or ground 
in order to remove the Innermost: concentric 
squares and allow the tr~ additional space. 
Where tree grates are propo~ed, project spon­
sors must commit to maincllning and adJU$ting 
the tree gra.te over time • 

BENCHES 

Prelfcred Bench 
•Folsom Street Cwtom Bench" 

Manufacwrer. Galariter and Jones 

Contact: Office of Community Invenmenr and 
Infu.str1.1CtUrc (OCII - Successor A;gency to the 
Redevdopment Agency) 

Altcm~tive: 
.. Knight Betich" 

Manuhcrurc:n Forms + Surfaces 

Benches length may vary depending on the 
ccnstralnts of the locarlon. Although all benches 
should feature bacla :md armrests, ac li:asc one 
bench in ei.ch gr<'up of benches must have: 
armrestl and a backrest of 18" minimum height. 

FOLSOM ANO HARRISON STREETS AND AT 
TRANSIT STOPS 

Mecil Pcn:h Scaring with Custom Back and Base 
Manuf.i.crurcr. Hess 

TR.ASK RECEPTACLES 

'Dual Trash RecycUng Receptacle 
Manufi:crurer: Forms and Surfaces 

Maximum 34• height ls recommended. 

BOLLARDS 

"DG-5", 'DG-1" (withlighdncotpo.,.ted) 
Mam-!f:o.crurc:r: Urban Accessories 

Minimum recommended bollard height is 3t 611
• . ' ;)~1i:: ~';:1::~~:'.f;/;~;:i~i~}f!:~~?t.;:1.:,;·.:.1·if·'.;??"' ' -' ':- : . ; ... , .,., " ... ·. . . .. ·- .. 

Benches. "Fels om Str.;et CUstom B.ai'ir;h'1 'Cl-9sigrl&d: by' Ch1G~:,:.:.'::~:'.J3;~i"!Ph~sJ · !'KPi.9\:it.SenCh~'::.by:F,orms. ~ 
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<.J;i·J Street Lighting 

One common unlfj•ing d.emenr of the 
public realm ls the lighting scheme, whose 
elements Include the lighr fixtures, illumina­
tion .levds1 and fixrure locations. Unlque 
light fixtures, common to Rincon Hill and 
Tran.shay, are intended to replace all of 
the existing meet lighting in the discrictt, 
including all of the standard 'Cobra" 

.head fixtures. The fundament21 prin­
ciph:s guiding these lighting standards arc: 

(1) Illumination should be otienred ro the 
pedcsu!an realm, wlth rnad""')· lighting 
tcrving to highllght confiict points and 
pcdcstrfan crossings only at Intersec­
tions and crosswalks. 

(2) The pattem of illumination and fix­
mre placement should cre;.re a. clear 
ltieruchy and classification of .streets, 
dlfferentfa.ting the function of Folsom 
md Harrison Streett from the more 
rcsidcndal .s-o:ectS and alleys. 

The City, through ordinance by the Board 
of Supen-isors and the Mayor, ha.vc declared 
Rincon Hill and Transbay a unique special 
lighting area, due to th< neighborhoods' 
cohaiveness, distincmcss and site. 

The City has adopted the rollowing lixmres 
and sundards for lighting In Rincon Hill 
,and Transbay: 

ROADWAY AND PEDESTRIAN LIGHTS: 

Pole: The dtr has commissioned Valmont 
Indumies to manufaewre a custom light 
pole for the Rincon Hill Srreeuape Master 
Plan area. The light pole ls available as a tall 
roadway light and shorrer pcdcsulan llghr.. 
Specific pole heights, lumlnalre arm lengths 
and pole spacing will vary depending on site 
conditions. ' 

ri1\:1r~1or.to1"LANf.llf"Q D"e'.FAFITMar.rr 

Manufacturer. Valmont lndustrles. 
Lumlnarc: "Lumec GPLS I GPLM" 
:ManuhctuzcnPhillpsLumec 

Interested parties should contact SFPUC 
Ut!li<y Services for detailed specliciations 
and c:onstru.aion sttndards fur street lights. 
Cwrem contacts •re Sue Black (sblack@ 
sfwacer.oig) and Kevil\ Sporer (ksporer@ 
sfWater.org). · -

Note:.A special streecl!ght configuration wlll 
be selected for Folsom Street as a special 
meet, bur this has yet to be selected. Arly 
implemenration of saeerllghcs on Folsom 
will requlre coord.inatlon of Plannlng Dept, 
SFPUC, and SF Redevelopment Agency. 

STREET LIGHTING PATTERN: 
Folrom Street: Roadway "lighlli, with 
Roadway/Pedestrian combo, four per hl0Ck1 

spaced roughly cvexy 75-80 fi:er.. Roadway 
llgbrs musr be pa.Jred/allg:ned to rhc ~tesr 
enent feasible with roadway lights on.oppo~ 
site side of Folsom Street. Pedestrian lights 
infill midway betWeen Roadwa.y/Pedcstrfan 
lights (I.e. three per block). Lamping: Road­
wa)". I OOW Pedesu!an: 70W. 

Spear, Ma.in, Beale Fremont, First, Har­
rison Stteetsi Pcdcstria.n lights spaced every 
40 feet (roughly between <YCIJ' other srreec 
aee), both sides of the block. OneRoadw•y/ 
Pcdesu!an combo Ught at "'ch crosswalk/ 
lntexnctlon - one a.t clrhcr end of the block 
and one at mid-block. Lamping: Roadway: 
1 OOW Pedestrian: 70W. 

Guy Place, 1=sing Street, Zeno, Grote 
Stru.a: AilC)"r'>'1t light spaced 401 •pm on om: 
side of street only. Pendant lights, suspended. 
on a cable mounted.. to abutting buildings, nay 
be substlruted fur pedestrlao Ugh rs. 

LIGHT l'OLLUTION1 LI PLIGHTING, SUP· 
PLEMENTAL LlGHTING 

To avold unnet:essa.IJ~ light pollution of the 
night sky and of upper level rcsidend:tl uni tr, 

upllghtlng ls generally not penn!tted, indud­
Jhg upllghrlng in pla.nteri and of meet trees. 
Lumlnalrer wkh open lamps and the use of 
non~cutoff fi.xru.res is· prohlblted. Lighting 
meanrto supplement o:isting street Ughclng 
to enhance the pedestrian realm or create 
dramatic architecruraJ effecrs (boJlards, wall 
soffits, wall lanterns · 
with cutoffi) should 
be directed down­
ward and kept to 

low levels. 

·:: . .:.-' ,_:-~·;::: 

·;:-;~ 

·.,_: 
_., .: .~: .. ·. -···.:,..:·:. •::~·t •. 



., 
N 
0 
(...)' 

··: 
.; 

·7 r-\ 
;f • ·,,_; Paving 

Sldemlk paving provides the common Boor 
thar tics the public ground plane In the dis­
trict together,. as well as establishes •zones" 
of use on the sidewalk through subtle vuia­
tlon. Individual sidewalk paving patterns 
unique to -a particular development arc not 

· permitted In Rincon Hill. !Uthcr. a common 
voc.bulazy, pattern, and materbi.ls shall be 
used. ~ dcscrlbd in this document. 

BASIC SIDEWALK 

The basic sidewalkshall consist ofi 
• Concrete 
• Light Grey color 
• Light sandblast fuiish 
• 3' x 3' scoring 
• Saw-cur Joints 

SIDEWALK SANDING 

BanW of contrasting color and pattern a.re 
required on all meets. The pattern for each 
meet ls established on the respectlve pages. 
Materials shall be as follows: 

CURB BAND PARALL'eL TO ROADWAY 
ON FOLSOM 

• Concrete 

• Medium or Dark Grey color 
• Llghr sandblasr finlsh 
• 3' x 3' scoring 
• S-a.w-cur Joints 

CROSS-SIDEWALK BANDS PERPENDlC· 
ULAR TO ROADWAY ON FOLSOM, MAIN, 
AND BEALE STREOTS 

• 4" x 4" Gnnitt Setts or Unit Paver, or 
4'"x8" Unit Paver 

• Dark Grey or Black 

CURB LANDSCAPING ZONE ON 12'-15' 
SIDE.WALKS ON SPEAR, MAlN, BEALE, 
FREMONT, FIRST, HARRJSON, ANO ES• 
sex STREETS 

• 6" x 6" Unit P;.vcr 
• Dark Grey or Bl:tck 

ljt.rJFf)r.m:u:to Pl.ANt.lfNa OEPAATMJH.ri 

PARKING LANE PAVING 

All oni.s:treet curbside parking lanes not used 
as peak-hour tow-away lanes or tumlng lanes 
should be pltYed with pennea.ble unlt p•v­
en: medium to dark-grey In coJor, designed 
ro provide sub-surface peak-flow dmndon 
of scormw.ucr, '!he spedfic performance 
mea.rurcs a.nd engineering chuactedstlcs 
ue to be determined. on-;. site-by.-sltc basts 
in consultation with the Public Utllltles 
Comt!\ission and the Department of Public 
Works. 

ALLEY PAVING (GUY PLACE, LANSING 
STREET, 2-ENO AND GRO'fE ALLEYS, 
AND Al<Y NEWLY CREATED ALLEYS) 

Sidewalks, where present, shall be po.ved 
with the basic sidewalk pattern ., described 
:tt left. Additlonallv, cros.Nid~ band­
ing of :t conuasting. color and pmern shall 

extend 2.cro:i:s both sidewal.ks and continue 
across the .stteet, perpendicular to the flow 
of traffic. Spacing of these bands shall be 
~pprcixlm:udy every 201 'aligned with ou: 
plmdng. 

The street surface of the ~Icy shall be a 
swnped and/or colored -..sphalt, of:t pattern 
md color .c:omplimenta.ry to the cross-b:a.nd­
ing. The Intent is for the alle,• co read as a 
visually uniform, cohesive surface. 

Tue street surface of the alley shill be a 
srampcd and/or colored asphalt, of a pinern 
md color compllmenwy to the cross­
baiidlng. The intent ls for.the alley to read 
as ~ vlswlly un.iform, cohesiye swfa.ce !Tom 
building bee to building f.i.ce. 

SIDEWALK VAULTS 

'W'here sub-grade utiliry "l'aUlts: musr be 
loca.red in the sidewalks, paving patterns 

and materlals should be continued across the 
surface: of the va.ulcs. ' 

U'flLITIES 

M:my of the streetsca:pc Improvements 
proposed within this document necessitate 
c:xpanslon of the sidewalk are:t :wd reloei.­
tlon of curbs lnto the screct. 

These designs may pose confilcts with 
ex.isting overhead or undergrouad utillties. 
For enmple. overhead electrical wires nur 
conflict with proposed street rree placc­
mentandfire hydrants and waterlines may 
conflict with a proposed curb extension. 

Project sponsors arc O."f'Ccted to design 
and consO"Ucc public realm improvements 
that are reflective of the designs articulated 

.. ": 

in this document. City srandards rerulct 
the placement of some above ground 
infustrucrure such as cetaining walls and. 
landsc:a.plng oYcr ccmln utilltlcsw:ithin the 
right-o~way. City srandards also reguface 
the location of certain utllitics within the 
right-of-way. For example, high-pressure· 
fire hydrmts must be located within XXX 
feet of the curb, Screetsea.pe upgrades wiU 
likely niessltate the rdocation of existing 
utilities, the costs: of which will be borne 
by the project sponsor. 

Project sponsors arc encouraged. to consider 
ind a.nalyz:e rhe location and • porencial 

imp:tc:t:S local utilities may pose euly on In 
the design process. To 1eam more ~bout the 
Oty's .mnduds :tnd regulations conceming 
utilldcs, ooorcilnare with the SFPUC. 

See: 
The Better Streets Plan (www.sfbemr­
so:cers.org) provides guidance on design of 
specific screerscape features relued to utility 
placement and rdoc;.tlon when in.stalling 
srrect trees and ttaffic calmlog devices, 

SFPUC Sta~dards for the Placement of 
Water Facilities with Respca: ro Street and 
Sid!!Walk Improvements 

RI NC o.N::;!, -~;~t;;1t1~~~~r~~~i~~~ 
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'"""' .....-"' i.:5 S< <~~ Util.ities 

1bere axe numerous sub-grade utilities and 
vaults (water, sewer1 power, telecommuni­
catlonr) within the existing right-of-way<. 
The !mplemenmdon of the curblines and 
ocher sm:ccsa.pe dcmcna uticub.ced in this 
document (e.g. required by Planning Code 
Section 138.l) will in some instances require 
some .rdocatlon or alteration of o.:Istlng 
utilide<. Per requirements ofDPW, PUC or 
other agencies, project sponsors are required 
co carry our any and all udlicy relocations or 
modific:a.tions as necessary. These costs must 
be home by the project sponsor. Any varia­
tion from the curbllncs and stan~ con-. 
taincd in this document proposed. by project 
sponsors ln order to avoid modificuions of 
existing utilities may only be conddcrcd and 
approved in consultation with and at the 
discrecion of the Planning DeparancnL 

Utility relocation costS will not typieally 
stand as a reason for deviating from or 
degru!ing the cone.pt de<!gns aniculated in 
chit document. Project sponsor.sue cnoour­
agcd to consider and analyze the location 
and potential !mpac:ts local udlitle< m•y pose 
early on ln the design process. To learn more 
about the City's standards and regulations 
cdncerning utilities, coordinate with the 
SFPUC and DPW. 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
MUNICIPAL TRANSPORTATION AGENCY 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

RESOLUTIONNo. 15-035 

WHEREAS, The City adopted the Rincon Hill Plan in August 2005; and, 

WHEREAS, The Municipal Transportation Agency Board of Directors adopted the Rincon 
Hill Plan as a concept on May 30, 2006; and, 

WHEREAS, The San Francisco Planning Department developed the 2014 Update to the 
Rincon Hill Plan in order to capitalize on emerging opportunities resulting from MUNI transit 
changes that will remove the 12 Folsom bus line from Harrison Street, and, 

WHEREAS, The Rincon Hill Plan and the 2014 Update are the culmination of extensive 
public planning that began in 2003, with more than 30 workshops, hearings and walking tours, 
input of the existing residents and businesses, advocates ·and other public agencies, including the 
SFMTA and that resulted in a plan that balances Rincon Hill's potential to provide much-needed 
housing with the design requirements of a livable neighborhood; and, 

WHEREAS, The 2014 Update to the Rincon Hill Plan was discussed at SFMTA public 
hearings held on September 19, 2014 and on January 30, 2015, where no objections by the piiblic 
were raised; now therefore, be it 

RESOLVED, That the Municipal Transportation Agency Board of Directors endorses the 
Planning Department's 2014 Update to the conceptual pedestrian safety project for the Rincon Hill 
Area. 

I certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the San Francisco Municipal Transportation 
·Agency Board of Directors at its meeting of March 3, 2015. 

Secretary to the Board of Directors 
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING COMMISSION 
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Thursday, March 5, 2015 
12:00 p.m. 

Regular Meeting 
COMMISSIONERS PRESENT: Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards 

Wu, Antonini, Johnson COMMISSIONERS ABSENT: 

THE MEETING WAS CALLED TO ORDER BY PRESIDENT WU AT 12:08 p.m. 

STAFF IN ATIENDANCE: John Rahaim - Planning Director, Nicholas Foster, Paul Chasan, Rich Sucre, Laura 
Ajello, Marcelle Boudreaux,. and Jonas P. Ion in - Commission Secretary 

SPEAKER KEY: 
+indicates a speaker in support of an item; 
- indicates a speaker in opposition to an item; and 
=indicates a neutral speaker or a speaker who did not indicate support or opposition. 

A. CONSIDERATION OF ITEMS PROPOSED FOR CONTINUANCE 

The Commission will consider a request for continuance to a later date. The Commission may 
choose to continue the item to the date proposed below, to continue the item to a~other date, or 
to hear the item on this calendar. 

1. 2014-0023850FA (R.SUCRE: (415) 575-9108) 
101 TOWNSEND STREET - located at the southeast corner ofTownsend and 2nd Streets, Lot 
015 in Assessor's Block 3794- Request for an Office Development Authorization, pursuant 
to Planning Code Sections 321, 322 and 842.66 to legalize a change in use from PDR 
(Production, Distribution and Repair) to office use and authorize 41,206 gross square feet 
from the Office Development Annual Limit. The project would maintain the existing 
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ground floor retail space (approximately 1,600 square feet). The subject property is located 
within the South End Landmark District, and is located within the MUO (Mixed-Use Office) 
Zoning District, and a 105-F Height and Bulk District. 
(Proposed for Continuance to March 19, 2015) 

SPEAKERS: 
ACTION: 
AYES: 
ABSENT: 

None 
Continued to March 19, 2015 
Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards 
Antonini, Johnson, Wu 

2. 2014-001033PCA (A. STARR: (415) 558-6362) 
AMENDING REGULATION OF SHORT-TERM RESIDENTIAL RENTALS AND ESTABLISHING FEE 
[BOARD FILE 141036] - Amendment to the Administrative Code to provide an exception 
for permanent residents to the prohibition on short-term residential rentals under certain 
conditions; to create procedures, including a registry administered by the Planning 
Department, for tracking short-term residential rentals and compliance; to establish an 
application fee for the registry; amending the Planning Code to clarify that short-term 
residential rentals shall not change a unit's type as residential; affirming the Planning 
Department's determination under the California Environmental Quality Act; and making 
findings of consistency with the General Plan and the eight p·riority policies of Planning 
Code Section 101.1 . 

. Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt a Recommendation for Approval 
(Continued from Regular Meeting of March 5, 2015) 
{Proposed for Continuance to April 2, 2015) 

SPEAKERS: 
ACTION: 
AYES: 
ABSENT: 

None 
Continued to April 2, 2015 
Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards 
Antonini, Johnson, Wu 

3. 2014.1253D (E. TUFFY: (415) 575-9191) 
276 HARTFORD STREET - west side of Hartford Street between 19th and 20th Streets; Lot 
021 in Assessor's Block 6505 - Mandatory Discretionary Review, pursuant to Planning Code 
Section 317, to legalize the present single famiiy use as part of a residential expansion 
proposal. The proposal includes rehabilitation of the building interior, raising the existing 
front gable roof structure 1 foot in height, an.d increasing the overall building depth 
through a 3-story rear horizontal addition. The existing structure is two-stories over a 
crawlspace, originally built as a two-family dwelling, located within an RH-3 (Residential, 
Home; Three-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action 

. constitutes the Approval Action for the project for purposes of CEQA, pursuant to Section 

Meeting Minutes 

31.04(h) of the San Francisco Administrative Code. 
Preliminary Recommendation: Pending 
(Continued from Regular Meeting of January 15, 2015) 
(Proposed for Continuance to April 16, 2015) 

SPEAKERS: 
ACTION: 
AYES: 
ABSENT: 

None 
Continued to April 16, 2015 
Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards 
Antonini, Johnson, Wu 
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B. CONSENT CALENDAR 

. All matters listed hereunder constitute a Consent Calendar, are considered to be routine by the 
Planning Commission, and may be acted upon by a single roll call vote of the Commission. There 
will be no separate discussion of these items unless a member of the Commission, the public, or 
staff so requests, in which event the matter shall be removed from the Consent Calendar and 
considered as a separate item at this or a future hearing 

4. 2011.0929CUA-02 (R. SUCRE: (415) 575-9108) 
1401 HOWARD STREET - located at the southeast corner of Howard and 1Qth Streets, Lot 
035 in Assessor's Block 3517 - Request for a Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to 
Planning Code Sections 121.2, 303, 703.9, 744.21, 744.81 and 790.50 to establish a non­
residential use larger than 10,000 square feet and to establish an assembly use in the RCD 
(Regional Commercial) Zoning District. The project includes construction of an interior 
mezzanine and a change in use from church (approximately 17,060 sf) to office (18,260 sf), 
retail (l,300 sf) and assembly (2,500 sf). The subject property is designated as Landmark 
No. 120, and is located within the RCD (Regional Commercial) Zoning District, and 55/65-X 
Height and Bulk District. · 
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions 

SPEAKERS: 
ACTION: 
AYES: 
ABSENT: 
MOTION: 

None 
Approved with Conditions 
Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards 
Antonini, Johnson, Wu 
19128 

C. COMMISSION MATIERS 

5. Consideration of Adoption: 
• Draft Minutes for Rules Committee February 12, 2015 

SPEAKERS: 
ACTION: 
AYES: 
ABSENT: 

None 
· Adopted 

Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards 
Antonini,Johnson, Wu 

6. Commission Comments/Questions 

Meeting Minutes 

• Inquiries/Announcements. Without discussion, at this time Commissioners may 
make announcements or inquiries of staff regarding various matters of interest to 
the Commissioner(s). 

• Future Meetings/Agendas. At this tim~, the Commission may discuss and take 
action to set the date of a Special Meeting and/or determine those items that 
could be placed on the agenda of the next meeting and other future meetings of 
the Planning Commission. 

Commissioner Moore: 
I read an interesting article which ranks the world cities based on quality of living, and it 
was very interesting. San Francisco ranked 27. Vienna, Austria ranked 1, Auckland, New 
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Zealand 3, Munich, Vancouver, Frankfurt, Geneva, Copenhagen, and Sidney filled the first 
10. And I was very surprised with the bench marking set was New York that San Francisco 
only came up as 27. 

Commissioner Richards: 
A couple of things, the first one here is, in this week's Chronicle there was an article on the ' 
Airbnb law starts slowly. I actually talked to some folks that I know who knows hosts or are 
host and are blaming the process for why things are starting slow, and I guess my 
comment on that is, if there are 8,000 rentals out there right now and we had only 700 
calls, not even the majority of people called and actually said there's something wrong 
with the process. I think there is something wrong with what is going on, we need to 
have more calls, we need have more people engaged with the Department and if there's a 
process issue, we can figure that out, but 10 percent of the people calling, that actually 
have listings is not good enough for me, so that's my comment on that. I'd love to see 
how this shapes up fn the future. A couple of other things, there is not a day goes by that 
I pick up a paper and there are issues about market-rate housing, affordable housing, 
there's we should put a moratorium on the Mission, and I sit here and I know we've talked 
about this in the fall, about the Mayor's housing work streams. I guess I am trying to 
understand when that going come.before us for review. I 1,mdersta_nd there are three or 
four different proposals might come, including density bonus of the' dial, etc., we've been 
hearing about it for a while, if anybody knows when that is going to come before us, I'd 
love to know. 

D. DEPARTMENT MATTERS 

7. Director's Announcements 

Director of Current Planning Jeff Joslin - (For Director Rahaim}: 
While I've got the mic, I thought I take the opportunity to introduce, yet another new 
member of our planning family, Nick Foster, identify yourself, has joined our Planning 
Department as a Planner in Northeast quadrant. Nick is an Urban Planner with 
considerable work experience in boththe public and private sectors, sorry, public and 
nonprofit sectors. His public sector experience includes 10 years with the San Fr.ancisco 
International Airport and the Planning Department of Oakland, Los Angeles and Madison 
Wisconsin. At the national level Nick served as the Deputy Director of the Mayor Institute 
in City Design. Nick holds a Master degree in Urban and Regional Planning from UCLA and 
a Bachelor degree in Geography from the University of Wisconsin. Welcome, Nick's first 
hearing. You will be hearing from him on Item 9. 

8. Review of Past Events at the Board of Supervisors, Board of Appeals and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: 
LAND USE COMMITTEE: · 

• 150087 Interim Zoning Controls - Building Permits for Commercial Uses in an Area 
Bounded by Market, 2nd, Brannan, and Division Streets, and South Van Ness 
Avenue. Sponsor: Kim, Cohen, Wiener. Recommended 

• 140954 Planning Code - Exceptions from Dwelling Unit Density Limits and from 
Other Specified Coqe Requirements. Sponsor: Wiener, Breed. This ordinance 
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provides for density exceptions for buildings undergoing seismic retrofitting. This 
item was before this commission on February 12th and was approved 
unanimously. Supervisor Wiener incorporated all Planning Commission 
recommendations. Supervisor Kim appreciated that the affordability monitoring 
recommendation was in place. She also expressed interest in banning Accessory 
Dwelling Units from short term rentals but acknowledged that this needs to 
happen in a different setting where it applies to all ADUs rather than just the ones 
in seismic retrofit buildings. The committee recommended this item to the full 
board. 

• 150122 Agreement to Rent Units - Raintree 2051 Third Street, LLC - Eastern 
Neighborhoods Rental Incentive Option - 2051 Third Street. Sponsor: Cohen. 
Recommended 

• 150121 Agreement to Rent Units - AGl-TMG Housing Partners I, LLC - Eastern 
Neighborhoods Rental Incentive Option - 1201-1225 Tennessee Street. Sponsor:, 
Cohen. 

• The Land Use Committee also heard two Rental Incentive Agreements, which are 
agreements between the property owner and the City to deed-restrict new 
dwelling units as rental units for 30 years. These agreements are for the properties 
located at 2051 Third Street and 1201 Tennessee Street. . 

• 1201 Tennessee includes the demolition of the existing two-story 
commercial/warehouse and automotive service buildings and construction of a 
six-story building with 259 dwelling units. This project was approved by the 
Planning Commission unanimously on May 1, 2014. 

• 2051 Third Street includes the demolition of the existing structures on three 
separate lots, and construction of a six-story building with 93 dwelling units. This 
project was approved by the Planning Commission unanimously on June 5, 2014. 

• Within the UMU Zoning District, if the developer enters into an agreement with 
. the City to restrict the units as rental for at least 30 years, they can reduce the 

inclusionary housing percentage by 3% and the amount of Eastern 
Neighborhoods Impact Fee by $1.00 per gross square foot. There has only been 
one project, located at 2121 3rd Street, that utilized the rental incentive 
alternative to date. 

• The Land Use committee approved both agreements unanimously. Supervisor 
Kim suggested that when the Department re-examines Eastern Neighborhoods 
plan that we re-examines this incentive within the UMU District given the 
prevalence of rental housing development currently in that district. 
Budget Committee: 

• On Wednesday the Budget Committee held a hearing at the request of Supervisors 
Farrell and Christensen on the Planning Department's capabilities to enforce the 
Short-Term Rentals Ordinance, and the financial resourc~s necessary for effective 
enforcement. Department staff presented an overview of the new law; the 
process for registration; some of the stats on how registration is progressing; and 
then provided our assessment of what's working and what could work better. 

• Staff emphasized that the Commission felt that if housing and neighborhood 
character could be preserved, it would be reasonable to allow short-term 
rentals. So while the Commission felt comfortable with permitting the use in a 
way that did not reduce our housing; this use is predicated on lf those limits could 
be enforced. 

PaqeSofTO 
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• While some potential applicants complained about the burden of registering, staff 
stated that appointments save both applicants and planners from a chaotic intake 
situation. The face-to-face meetings allow for applicants to ask important 

· questions and learn about the program in greater detail. Staff believes the face-to­
face, scheduled appointments also help to reduce the occurrence of fraudulent 
applications being filed. 

• The members of this Committee are typically Chair Farrell, Tang, and Mar. 
Yesterday, Supervisors Christensen, Campos, and Kim joined in for the 
hearing. Supervisor Farrell restated his commitment to ensuring sufficient 
resources to enforce this law. Supervisor Campos stated that he has asked the 
Board's Budget Analyst to report on the issue and that the City may need to 
subpoena some hosting platforms to increase our understanding. Supervisor 
Christensen wanted to increase motivation for registry and thought the City 
should get clear about our goals and develop a timeline for hosts to 
register. Supervisor Mar stated that he felt it was hypocritical for"a home-grown 
billion dollar firm to not cooperate better. He said he liked the idea of adding a 
cap to the registry. Supervisor Kim again stated that the law has put the Planning 
Department in a difficult position of enforcing a law that is inherently difficult to 
enforce. She noted that she had a proposed bill that would before this 
Commission on April 2 and that a separate set of amendments was pending before 
the Board's Land Use and Transportation Committee. The hearing was filed at the 
end of the meeting. 

FULL BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: 
• 150087 Interim Zoning Controls - Building Permits for Commercial Uses in an Area 

Bounded by Market, 2nd, Brannan, and Division Streets, and South Van Ness 
Avenue. Sponsor: Kim, Cohen, Wiener. Adopted. 

BOARD OF APPEALS: 
No Report 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION: 
Good afternoon Commissioners, Tim Frye, Department staff, here to share a few 
couples items from the Historic Preservation Commission hearing. The 
Commission began the hearing by welcoming the reappointment of 
Commissioners Haaz, Wolfram and Johns. We believe that _now they've been 
reappointed the HPC will take up election of officers at their next hearing on 
March 181h. The Commission also approved a Certificate of Appropriateness for 
exterior alterations to create a new unit within a contributing building in the 
Liberty Hill Landmark District. The Commission also approved the restoration of an 
Italianate single-family home within the Liberty Hill Historic District and both 
projects were unanimously approved per staff's recommendations. Finally, the 
HPC unanimously recommended landmark designation to the Board of Supervisor 
for the Swedish American Hall. The Hall is significant under the events and 
architecture criterion as an excellent example of the work of Swedish Architecture, 
August Nordin. The owners of the property, the Swedish Society, were in 
attendance and gave their enthusiastic support for the proposed designation and 
we believe this will be before the Board of Supervisors very shortly. I am certainly 
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happy to forward a copy of the designation reports if you're interested. That 
concludes my comments, unless you have any questions. 

9. 2014-001071MP (N. FOSTER: (415) 515-9167) 
536 MISSION STREET, GOLDEN GATE UNIVERSITY - Informational presentation on Golden 
Gate University's Abbreviated' Institutional Master Plan (IMP), pursuant to Planning Code 
Section 304.5. Golden Gate University is located at 536 Mission St. (Block/Lot: 3708/098) 
and 40 Jessie Street (Block/Lot: 3708/023). The Abbreviated IMP contains information on 
the nature and history of the institution, the location and use of affiliated buildings, and 
development plans. 
Prelimin.ary Recommendation: None - Informational 

SPEAKERS: 
ACTION: 

+ Mike Koperski - Sponsor presentation 
None - Informational 

E. GENERAL PUBLIC COMMENT -15 MINUTES 

At this time, members of the public may address the Commission on items of interest to the public 
that are within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Commission except agenda items. With 
respect to agenda items, your opportunity to address the Commission will be afforded when the 
item is reached in the meeting. Each member of the public may address the Commission for up to 
three minutes. 

SPEAKERS: Georgia Schuttish - Potential Code violations 

F. REGULAR CALENDAR 

The Commission Hearing Procedures provide for presentations by staff; followed by the project 
sponsor team; followed by public comment for and against the proposal. Please be advised that 
the project sponsor team includes: the sponsor(s) or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers,. 
expediters, and/or other advisors. 

1 Oa. 2014.0925T (P. CHASAN: (415) 575-9065) 
INITIATION OF PLANNING CODE AMENDMENTS TO REFLECT ADOPTION OF THE RINCON 
HILL STREETSCAPE PLAN - Pursuant to Planning Code Sections 302, the Planning 
Commission will consider a Resolution to Initiate Planning Code Amendments to reflect 
the adoption of the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan. The amendments are intended to a) 
acknowledge the completion and adoption of the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan, and, b) 
remove outdated language in Planning Code section proposed for amendment is Section 
138.1. 

Meeting Minutes 

Preliminary Recommendation: Adopta Resolution to Initiate; and schedule a hearing 

SPEAKERS: 
ACTION: 

AYES: 
ABSENT: 
RESOLUTION: 

+Adam Tarakovsky- Support 
Adopted a Resolution to Initiate and scheduled a hearing for March 26, 
2015 
Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards 
Antonini, Johnson, Wu 
19239 
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10b. 2014.0925M (P. CHASAN: (415) 575-9065) 
INITIATION OF GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENTS TO REFLECT ADOPTION OF THE RINCON HILL 
STREETSCAPE PLAN - Pursuant to Planning .Code Sections 340, the Planning Commission 
will consider a Resolution to Initiate General Plan Amendments to reflect the adoption of 
the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan. The amendments are intended to a) acknowledge the 

1 completion and adoption of the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan, and, b) remove outdated 
language in the Rincon Hill Area Plan ofthe G.eneral Plan. 
Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt a Resolution to Initiate; and schedule a hearing 

SPEAKERS: 
ACTION: 

AYES: 
ABSENT: 
RESOLUTION: 

Same as Item 1 Oa. 
Adopted a Resolution to Initiate and scheduled a hearing for March 26, 
2015 
Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards 
Antonini, Johnson, Wu 
19330 

11. 2013.0069Z (R. SUCRE: (415) 575-9108) 
241-261 LOOMIS STREET - east side of Loomis Street between Industrial Street and Oakdale 
Avenue, Assessor's Block 5583, Lots 010, 014 and 015. Request to Initiate Zoning Map 
Amendment, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 302 and 306, to amend San Francisco 
Zoning Map Sheet No. SU10 to include Block No. 5583, Lots 010, 014 and 015 (241-261 
Loomis Street) in the Bayshore Boulevard Home Improvement Special Use District. 
Currently, the subject lots are located within a PDR-2 (Cqre Production, Distribution and 
Repair) Zoning District, Industrial Protection Zone Special Use District, and 65-J Height and 
Bulk District. 
PreHminary Recommendation: Adopt a Resolution to Initiate; and schedule a hearin_g 

SPEAKERS: 
ACTION: 
AYES: 
ABSENT: 

+Tom.Tunny- Sponsor presentation 
After Hearing and closing public comment; Continued to March 19, 2015 
Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards 
Antonini, Johnson, Wu 

G. DISCRETIONARY REVIEW CALENDAR 

The Commission Discretionary Review Hearing Procedures provide for presentations by staff; 
followed by the DR requestor team; followed by public comment opposed to the project; followed 
by the project sponsor team; followed by public comment in support of the project. Please be 
advised that the DR requestor and project sponsor teams include: the DR requestor and sponsor or 
their designee, lawyers, .architects, engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors. 

12. 

Meeting Minutes 

2014.1093DRP (L. AJELLO: (415) 575-9142) 
235 LAUSSAT STREET - south side between Steiner and Fillmore Streets; Lot 046 in 
Assessor's Block 0860 - Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 
2013.09.09.6298 proposing to construct a 22'-4" tall firewall at the rear of a four-story, 
two-unit building. The proposed firewall will be located at the west property line alongside 
an existing spiral staircase approved through a separate permit. The project requires a rear 
yard Variance, Case No. 2014.1093V, for which a separate hearing was conducted by the 
Zoning Administrator on October 22, 2014. The project is located within a RH-3 
(Residential House, Three-Family, Detached) District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This 
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action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant 
to Section 31.04(h) of the San Francisco Administrative Code. 
Staff Analysis: Abbreviated Discretionary Review 
Preliminary Recommendation: Do NotTake Discretionary Review and Approve 

SPEAKERS: 

ACTION: 
AYES: 
ABSENT: 
DRANo: 

- Thomas Drohan -forgiveness versus permission; 
+Nils Welin - small yards 
Took DR and Disapproved 
Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards 
Antonini, Johnson, Wu 
0407 

13. 2014-000977DRP (M. BOUDREAUX: (415) 575-9140) 
360 EUREKA STREET - west side between 20th and 21st Streets; Lot 013 in Assessor's Block 
2749 - Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 
2014.03.07 .0226 proposing a two-story rear addition and expansion of the subterranean 
basement level, modification of the gable roof to a flat root and introduction of a roof 
deck on an existing two-story-over-raised basement single-family dwelling within a RH-2 
(Residentiat House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This 
action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant 
to Section 31.04(h) of the San Francisco Administrative Code. 

14. 

Meeting Minutes 

Staff Analysis: Abbreviated Discretionary Review 
Preliminary Recommendation: Do NotTake Discretionary Review and Approve 

SPEAKERS: 

ACTION: 

AYES: 
ABSENT: 
DRA No: 

- Gabrielle Jenny-Haramoto - DR presentation, more airy approach, 
privacy 
- Robert Dorner - Proximity to window 
- Rochelle Gottlieb - Massive intrusion 
+ Andy Rodgers - Sponsor presentation 
+ Nich Nash - Support, within neighborhood character 
+ Peter - City life · 
+ Debra Rubius - Housing families in SF 
+Catherine Lee - Desire to move to SF 
After Hearing and closing public comment; a motion to Take DR and 
modify the project failed +3 -1 (Moore Against); a second motion to Not 
Take DR and approve the project as proposed failed + 1 -3 (Hillis, Moore, 
Richards against); without a subsequent motion, the project was 
approved as proposed by default. 
Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards 
Antonini, Johnson, Wu 
0408 

2013.1799D (M. BOUDREAUX: (415) 575-9140) 
1608-1612 DOLORES STREET - The Request is for a Mandatory Discretionary Review of 
Building Permit Application No. 2013.11.27.3000. The proposal involves moving the.front 
wall of the existing building forward, expanding the side walls to the side property line, 
adding a rear addition, and increasing the height by two-stories. The work is tantamount 
to demolition. The work will maintain the existing number of dwelling units (3 units), by 
reconfiguring floor plans to establish one unit per floor level. A three-car garage will be 
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introduced at ground level. This is within a RH-2 (Residential, House, Two-Family) Zoning 
District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for 
the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to Section 31.04(h) of the San Francisco 
Administrative Code. 
Staff Analysis: Mandatory Discretionary Review 
Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve 
(Continued from the Regular Meeting of November 6, 2014) 

SPEAKERS: 

ACTION: 

AYES: 
ABSENT: 
DRANo: 

+Tom Mc Elroy - Project presentation; 
+Thomas Firpo - Owner comments 
- (F) Speaker- alternate plans, negative impacts 
Took DR and approved the project with a condition for the Project 
Sponsor to continue working with staff on the design · 
Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards 
Antonini, Johnson, Wu 
0409 

H. PUBLIC COMMENT 

At this time, members of the public may address the Commission on items of interest to the public 
that are within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Commission except agenda items. With 
respect to agenda items, your opportunity to address the Commission will be afforded when the 
item is reached in the meeting with one exception. When the agenda item has already been 
reviewed in a public hearing at which members. of the public were allowed to testify and the 
Commission has closed the public hearing, your opportunity to address the Commission must be 
exercised during the Public Comment portion of the Calendar. Each member of the public may 
address the Commission for up to three minutes. 

The Brown Ad forbids a commission from taking act.ion or discussing any item not appearing on 
the posted agenda, including those items raised at public comment. In response to public 
comment, the commission is limited to: 

(1) responding to statements made or questions posed by members of the public; or 
(2) requesting staff to report back on a matter at a subsequent meeting; or 
(3) directing staff to place the item on a future agenda. (Government Code Section 54954.2(a)) 

ADJOURNMENT -2:27 P.M. 

Meeting Minutes Page 10of10 
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City Hall 
President, District 5 

BOARD of SUPERVISORS 
l Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-7630 

Fax No. 554-7634 
TDD!ITY No. 544-5227 

London Breed . 

PRESIDEN'I'IAL AC'I'ION 

Date: 

To: Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
..... ~....: 

Madam Clerk, 
Pursuant tQ Board Rules, I am hereby: 

0 Waiving 30-Day Rule (Board Rule No. 3.23) .. 

. . 181 

File No. 

Title. 

Transferring (Board Rule No. 3.3) 

FileNo. 150401 
--------

(P~ Sponsor) 

Department 
(Primru:y Sponsoi:) 

Title. General Plan .Amendments - Rincon Hill Stres 

Fr~!n: Board/ Adoption Without Reference to 

Ts: Land Us~e & Transportation 

Committee 

Committee 

D Assigning Temporary Committee Appointment (Board Rule No. 3.1) 

Supervisor ________ _, 

Replacing Supervisor ---------

For: 
(Date) 

219 

London Breed, President 
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City Hall 

BOARD of SuPERVISORS 
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San. Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDD!ITY No. 554-5227 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: John Rahaim, Director, Planning Department 
Ed Reiskin, Executive Director, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Tiffany Bohee, Executive Director, Community Investment & Infrastructure 
Mohammed Nuru, Di~ector, Public Works 

FROM: Andrea Ausberry, Assistant Clerk, Land Use and Transportation Committee, 
Board of Supervisors 

DATE: May 13, 2015 

SUBJECT: LEGISLATION INTRODUCED 

·The Board of Supervisors' Land Use and Transportation Committee has received the folloWing 
legislation, introduced by the Planning Commission on April 28, 2015: 

File No. 150401 

Ordinance amending the Rincon Hill Area Plan, a subsection of the General Plan, 
to incorporate the Rincon Hill Streetscape Master Plan and make other technical 
amendments; and making findings under the California Environmental Quality 
Act, and findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority 
policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1. · 

If you have any additional comments or reports to be included with the file, please forward them 
to me at the Board of Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San 
Francisco, CA 94102. 

c: AnMarie Rodgers, Planning Department 
Aaron Starr, Planning Department 
Scott Sanchez, Zoning Administrator 
Sarah Jones, Acting Environmental Review Officer 
Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning 
Jeanie Poling, Environmental Planning 
Janet Martinsen, Local Government Affairs Liaison 
Kate Breen, Government Affairs Director 
Dillon Auyoung, Local Government Affairs Manager 
Viktoriya Wise, Chief of Staff, Sustainable Streets Divisibn 
Claudia Guerra, Executive Assistant · 
Natasha Jones, Commission Secretary 
Frank Lee, Secretary to the Director 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

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. 544-5227 

PROOF OF MAILING 

Legislative File No. 150401 

Description of Items: 

Ordinance amending the Rincon Hill Area Plan, a subsection of the General Plan, 
to incorporate the Rincon Hill Streetscape Master Plan and make other technical 
amendments; and 111aking findings· under the California Environmental Quality 
Act, and findings Of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priqrity 

' policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1. · 
I, Andrea Ausberry · , an employee of the City and 
County of San Francisco e-mailed the above described document(s). 

Date: 6/11/15 

Time: 5:08.pm 

USPS Location: 

Mailbox/Mailslot Pick-Up Times (if applicable): 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-

Mail Count: 

Email (if applicable): 40 

Signature: 

r4r7 
Instructions: Upon completion, original must be filed in the above referenced file. 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

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 

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

LAND USE-AND TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 

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

Date: Monday, June 22, 2015 

Time: 1 :30 p.m. 

Location: Committee Room 263, located.at City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton 8. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA 

Subje~t: · File No. 150401. Ordinance amending the Rincon Hill Area Plan, a 
subsection of the General Plan, to incorporate the Rincon Hill 
Streetscape Master Plan and make other technical amendments; and . 
making findings under the Calitornia ~nvironmental Quality Act, and 
findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority 
policies o! Planning Code, Section 101.1. 

In accordance with Administrative Code, Section 67.7-1, persons who are unable to 
attend the hearing on this ·matter may submit written comments to the City prior to the time 
the hearing begins. These comments wiJI be made as 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, City Hall, 
1 Dr. Carlton Goodlett Place, Room 244, 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 re.view on Friday, June 19, 2015. 

DATED: Jt,me 10, 2015 
POSTED/PUBLISHED: June 12, 2015 

. ........__ 

~- g 4 C'.,A" ~ 
[Angela Calvillo, Cl~rk of the Board 

223 

.......... ···· 1 

I 
I 



.·:·,·~· 

111:~ .. ""~'"""'~ &~:M" . ..... . 
··.., "·. · · &:f.;x!lMf.r6r.-c.om 

••••• ·.I ··-·: 

PUBLIC NOTICES SAN MJfffO Coumr: 650-556-1556 
SANfEiANCISCO CAU.: 415-314-1835 

SAN fRANc1sco ExAnttNER • DALY Cm INDEPENDENT• SAN MATEO WEEKLY• REowooo C1TY TRIBUNE• fNawnm-BuurnN • Fosrm CITY PROGRESS • M1uoRAE • SAN BRUNO SuN • BouriauE & VILLAGER 

GOVERNMENT 

NOTICE OF SPECIAL 
MEETING SAN FRANCISCO 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

BUDGET AND ANANCE 
COMMITTEE MONDAY, 

JUNE 1s.2015-10:00AM 
CITY HAU. l.EGJSlATIVE 

CHAMBER ROOM 250 
1 OR. CARl.TON B. 

GOODLETI PLACE SAN 
FRANCISCO, CA 94102 

The agenda packet Slld 
/eglsJatlve nles are avallable al 
www.sfgov.org, in Room 244 
al the address llsied BbOVfl DI' 
bot Cllllflg 415-554·5184 

Nance OF APPLICATION 
FOR PERMIT 

~~tl~u:~m~~Ji':j = 
m&d an awncauon with !ho 
Departmenl of Publ!c Health 
ror a permit lo operate a 

l~:t~m ~6 ~r; w:= 
ofSanFmnclliDll; 

1~ Cs'i:'a~':::!t 
Sen Ranciaco, CA.94110 

~:i~ fl~:lt1w~e~'h1oo~ 
at the &ffce ot the Olredor 
of Publie Health at 9:30 a.m, 

:ie~11~JJ· ~~i1ce38~n~m 
be herud ln Room 300, 101 
GroveStreeL 

~=~~~'!8H~~ 
NOncE OF AP PU CATION 

FORPERMrT 

~~ion:~rei~ivt°!i ~:: 
llled an application with the 
Department of Pubiic Hs11llh 
for a parmlt lo operate a 

l!~i?o~ In ~e 6~l; ar!f~~e: 
of SBll Francisco: 

Adslocral Cleanen; 
901 Irving Stmet 

5811 Ftanclsc:o, CA 94122 

:r:;::a~~a~~ 
at the dfflce of tho Director 
of Public Health el D:30 a.m. 

~e;!'~il· ;~rrca330n20~ 
be heard in Room 300, 101 
GrovaStreeL 
B1ubam A. Gerda, MPA 
Director of Public Haallh 

lhe ~1g!~aCAp~!t~ and 
legls!elive file$ rue evaileble 11.t 
www.sfbos.otg. in Rm 244 et 
lhe address Dsled above, or by 
calllng (415) 554.-5184. 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC 
HEARING BOARD OF 

SUPERVISORS OFTHS 
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN 

FRANCISCO LAND USE; 
AND TRANSPORTATION 
COMMITIEE JUNE 22, 

2015· 1:30 PM COMMITTEE 

R~OJ'h~~Ri'lJN~.LL 
~gk'W.fE~~v'f:~ 
THAT the Laod Use lltld 
Tranaportelion Commlllee 

:~!:tti~f:B~~;~os~ 
end said ollbfio hellrina wal 

technical amendments; and 

gi~~~t~JOdin~vl~~.'![en~ai 
Quatlty Aat, llOd findings of 
conslStancy y,Jth lhe General 
Plan, and the elght prlonty 
portcles of Plannlng -Code, 
Secllon 101.1. In acr;ordam::e 
whh Adminfstralive Code, 
SBCUon 67.7~1, pBfllOllS who 
are unilble to aUenr:f lhe 
hearing on this metier may · 
submit written cornmenls 
lo the City prior to the !Ima 
the hearing beg1ns.. 1hese 
commenls will be made es 
prutof the olficial public recotd 
1n !his mallar, and .shall be 

~~t~o :!feih~e~~~ 
Written comments should ba 
addre!ISer:f to Angelo. Calvillo. 
0/erlt of the Board, Clly Hall, 
1 Dr. Carlton Goodialt Plata, 
Room 244, San Fmni::ist:o, CA 
94102. lnfo1mallon telating 
to lhis matler is- avalleble 1n 
theOffic&oftheCleritofthe 
Board. Agenda lnformllllan 

=~tob~uf:l~:~ ~ 
b1!J':ki.~~:;~;~~ela 

FOR THE CITY AND 
COUNTY OF 

SAN FRANCISCO 
UNITED FAMILY COURT 

Caae Number: JD12-
3289C&D 
In lhe Matter of: E.a~, Jr. & 
J.V.L.AMlnors . 
To: EVERETT BUTCH 
l..AGULA, SA., alleged father. 

. ~~t~{o ~!h:/i~ ~~°i(s~:J. 
nidmlnor. 
You are hereby notl~ed !hat 
lhe San Francisco JuvenRe 

~::fe~~®.11h!arln~~ue~~~ 
Welfare and lm11J1uliol)s CQda 
Section 36a2B, to determine 
whether your parental rights 
should be tetmlnaled anr:f 
your chlld(mn} be freed from 
your custody end contrOI lot 
lhe purpose of havfng him 
adopl!H( 

:O~ o~~~~~H~,~~u:!I 
:the8Jfy7st:,!~!~= 

CalltOflll&, en anr:f there lo 

~ ~u:n~rfsf sr~1~11:t 
be dachued free from th& 
0tistody and control of his 
pertml(S). Thl!i ~Jng ls 
for lhe pLHpOse of developlng 

~hifci{~).":hf1l~~1d'1:~: 
adoption: 
If you appear on the 8bove­
mandon6d date in the aboY&­
mantlon&d oourltoom, lhe 
Judge wlll advise you of the 

Ili~u~t!-':, ~°:=~~ 
consequences of the enUUed 
ec!lnn. Tha pa1eol(s) of Iha 
minor s) he.ve Iha right lo he.Ye 

3835 
By; ANNIETOY, Oepuly Clerk 

CIVIL 

OROERTO SHOW CAUSE 
FOR cHANGE OF NAME · 

Casa No. CIV533850 
Superior Court of Callfornia. 
Counly of San Mateo 
Petilion cf: Cluistophar JusUn 

~;)vis '/[Lt_h9nyN~~mEo 
PEA SONS: 
PeUlionlll O'lrlsl~het Juslin 

~a~~~ a le'::~a~ cfi!.~:i~ 
names as roJtows: 
Christopher Justin Davfs 10 
Christopher Justin Davis­
Greenbach · 
The Court crrlors fuel ill! 
pessons Jnter&S!er:f tn !his 
maUar appear barore this 
court at UW hearing indlcaled 
below to show Cllllse, If Ol1Y! 
why the petilinn Jot change i:i 
name 1$houlr:f not ba gnmWd. 
Any person objecting to lhe 
name changes described 
above musl Illa a wrl!len 
objection that includei1 the 
reawns for lha obJecllon al 
least two ~1t daya before 
!he mailer ls ~du!&d to 
he heard end must pear 

'fhG address of e court ls-
4oi:t Co1K1t\ICBt1!er, Room B, 
Redwood Clly, CA 94053 
A copy of ttis Order lo Show 
cause ahall be published at 
least once each Week for tout 
successive weeks pljor lo 
Iha dale set ror he11.ring on 

~e~~;:~~ ln oTe '~!:':!.~ 
~~~~ ~~~ m this 
Dele:5122/15 
J.L Gmndseert 

Court 
5 

QUE& 

ORDERTO SHOW CAUSE 
FOR CHANGE OF NAME 

Casa No. CIV5S3771 
Superior Court of CsJll'om!a, 
County of S•n Maloo 
PciUIJDn of; Hlllchun Ch1111 fllf 
Ghanga of N11.ma 
TO All INTERESTED 
PEA SONS; 
Petillon11r fl1sd a petlUoo 
with this court tor a d11cree 
changing names as foltowi;; 
Hu!chun Chen ID Huh:hun 
Sandia Chan . 
The Court otdara lhat all 
persons lntereslod in this 
metier appear befcfe Uils 
court el Iha h&arfng fndfca!ad 
below lo show cause, If any, 
why !he pelllfon Jor change of 
name sholllr:f not be granted. 
Any person objacling 10 the 
name changes descrlb&d 
flbovo must fllo a written 
objeCuoo that includes the 
reasons for the ob}ecl!on at 
~est two coort days borore 
Iha melter ls scheduled lo 
be hean:I end must flPJ)Bftr 
at lhe hearing to show cauoo 
why lhe pel!Uon should not be 
granted. If no written obje<itlon 
Is llmatv filed, lhe court may 
grant Ifie pelilfon without a 
hearing. 

~~~: i:/i1:}f~~~mrr. 9 AM. 

Dapt; PJ, Room! 20 
lli8 address or !he court Is 
400 Coun~ Center, 1st Aoor. 

~°!~~~ g~:°io53~ 
011.usu shall be publbhed at 
least 0000 each week for f.out 
succa&sfva weeks prfor lo 
the date set Cot hearing on 
lha patllion In the fnllowing 
news.paper of ~onernl 

~~;~~ ~~ n lh!s 
Date:°51'l2/15 
Isl J.L Gmndsaert 
Judgeoflhe S1ilt'Cour1 

~E~~t:;~* 15 
EXAMINER a BOUJJQUE & 
VILLAGER 

SUMMONS 
{CTTACION JUDJCIAl) 

CASE NUM~ER Umut0 
dB/Caso. 

CGC1 138 
NOTICE TO DEFENDANT 

~~~:~~t,D~:~W: 
Yecpol, M Individual; Does 1 
lhniugh 20, Inclusive 
YOU ARE BEJNG SUED 
BY Pl.AINTJFF (LO ESTA 
DEMANDANDD El 
DEMANDANTEJ.: American 
Express Ce11tt.Jiion Bank. a 
Ubihsle.techarteredbnnk 
Nan ca Vo11 have bean sued. 

~ ~~~'f~:h: a~a&;J 
tmJasr:: Ae:u 1eapond ~lhin 30 g!b:,. ead lho Information 

You hava 30 CALENDAR 
DAYS a/let lhl$ summons and 

~~a11opfifu: w'rir:~~~:m~ 
=~ C:ni::~~=~ I~ 
or phon& C11R wm not protoct 

?:':st ~u~ wr~;=,r; 1!;f°~ 
ir you wanl \he court to ho11.r 
your case. 'There may be a 
court fonn lhal you can use 

:d)Oih::~tor~~ =~ 
more Jnrosmalil>fl at the 
Callfomla Courts Online Self­
Help Centar ~ww.aiurlinfo. 
ca.gw/se/fhelp , your county 
111.w Jibraiy. 01 e courthous& 
nearest YD'cl· If you eannol p•.Y 
th !illng fee. e.sk the court 
clerk fO(f!. fee waiver Torm. If 
you do not me your response 
011 time. you may Jose the 
cue by defaull, and your 

::r::, =;·w~:Ur~~ 
~~~!II~ lheo~rt. legaJ 
requlcemenls. )bu may wanl 
lo caU an attorney right 
away. If you do not Jinow an 
atlornay,youmayl'tanltooall 

;:u~!ff~o;i!:~~~ 
fug°a,~!~ ~~ n~~p~n~ 
Jaga! .setvk:es program. You 

c:1u~;1::ui ~ro~~~ 
~ervlce$ Web sKe (www. 

~!r#a0~~=~~e S~~ 
Help Canter {www.courlinh. 

:nTu~:~~fl~ ~urt ~ 
counly her 11ssoclnlian, NOTE: 
;:,a w::;~~e: ~':i1'~~t/': 
any s1111Iement or arilRratlon. 
awanf of $10,000 or mofll In 
fl cMl case. The court's lion 
:!jfs~~!~~bec':~ Iha court 
/AVISOI Lo han c/Qmendado. 
sr no respnnde dentro d6 30 

~~iu ~;: sl':!i:t::::i 
vemM. Le. fR lnlonnaddn a 

rr:::m~ DIAS DE 
CAl..ENDARIO despuAs 

~ad~! ~ ::/:/!:07e;:S 

ptJttJ presenlar vna rospuasla 
par escrilo eu es/a COf1e Y 
h1JCSr qus sa eut1B91JB. une 
copls SJ dsmandimte. Una 
ca~ o IJ(IJl Jlsmada le/ef6nica 
""Jo prolagen. Su respuesla 
par escri/o Jians qus es/lit' 
en lotmala legal correcJO 
$ desaa qoe procruen .s.u 
C8Bf) 8fJ fa CDflB, £s pos;lbJG 
qutt ha}'d un lormufario que 
usled puads llSBr psm su 
respuests. Puede enc.on/rsr 
estos formvlarlos de la carte y 
mas fnlotmacf6n M el c.tmlm 
de AJuda d8 Jes Corte.s dB 

~:!~T'~,, JatwlJlli:,':::!'~ 
le.yes de su condado o en 

:i:~, ~ p~e3%8%:us":~ 
cuola ds pr_esanlaa'Dn, pida 
al :;BCff!tario de la corts 
qua le dtJ un· formufsrio de 
exencfdn de pago de cvo/ss. 
SI 1'10 ptesenla SU tespuosf8 

~mfo~ f:i':i'/:,,f:,~~% ~ 
la corto Is podi8 qullar su 
~Ida. d'lfltKO y blenss sJn 
m6s adtlerlenc/B. 
Hay otms llilqulsllos legates. 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 
FOR CHANGE OF NAME 

Case Na. CIV533751l 
Superior CClurt ol Calllomla. 
Cciunly of San Mateo 
PeUIIon or: Huet-Hs!n l..h for 
Chang& of Name 
TO ALL INTERESTED 
PffiSONS: 

llil THE SAN FRANCISCO EXAMINER· SFEXAMINER.COM • FR!D~Y, JUNE 12, 2015 
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PeUllonor Huot-Hsin Lio filed 
a Pf!lilion. with lhJs court ror 
e. decree t:hanglng names as 
rollows; 
Huel-Hsln Un la Evelyn Huet­
Hsfn Lln 
The Court orr:fe.rs that an 
pe!llons lnlerestl'td In this 
mailer •PPllilf belore lhJs 
rourl al the hearing lodlcaler:f 
below ID Slow cause, U 811)', 
why the peUUon for chaflga: cl 
neme should not be gronled. 

~Ofu:°rsch':.,~~ctf~s~~J~~ 
above must !aa a wrlllen 
objection that lndudas the 
reasorlS for the otfectlon al 
lsasl two court dajls berore 
the meuer is scheduled to 
be heard enr:f must appear 
ol the hearing to show causa 
why the peLIUOO should nol be 
granted. II no wrlllen ob]eclJon 
Is lJ'melv flied !he court may 
gran~ Ifie pelnlon wlthout a 
heanng, 
Nolk:eolHoe.rfng: 
Osle: CJ6126/1S. Time: 9AM, 
Dapt:PJ, Room:2D 
The address of the court Is 
400 County Canter, AadWood 
CUy, CJ\94063-1655 
A cop:; of this. Order lo Show 
CAu.110 shall be pub611hed at 
least onoo eac:h week for four 
successive weeks prior to 
tho date set fDt hearing on 
the pelilioo in !ho following 
newspaper of gemnnl 
clrcutillion, . pJinled In lhis 
county.The Examiner 
Dale:5/15115 
J.LGrandsruir! 

~~.tt;1~~g;,'i:;~~utl 
NPEN~27572:9Dtl 
EXAMINER~ eounQUE .. 
VILLAGER 

FICTITIOUS 
BUSINESS 

NAMES 

ACTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME Sl1\TEMENT 

Ale No.265585 
The following p&Jsoo(s) Js-

~:gl d~~~Uu: as~USJC 
ACADEMY, 355 Topez Sl 
~~wooo1s~a~ 94062, 

Ryan~wahlen. 355 TopER st. 
Radv.Qod City. CA 94062 
~:iiv~':af Is conduct&d by 

~1ta~a1:'b:!~~~i;rth~ 
llctlllous business 11ame or 
names llsled above on 
I declare Iha! al lnl'ormetlon 
In !his Slalement ts true and 
col'l'8ct. (A •regl!Jtnmt wha 
declares es Ima Information 
which ha or she knows to be 
false ls gull!)' of a crlr11e.) 

~r:>':~~-:ri"~t11~ flied Mitt 
lheCountyCIB/kofSan Maleo 

~~k~~~n~n~~Jelk 
~=:r S, ChflflgUri, Deputy 

~~~~6~:!3115 
EXAMINER· BOUTIQUE & 
VILLAGER 

ACTITIOUS BlJSlNESS 
NAME STATEMENT 

Ale No.2.65410 
The following parson(s) ls 

This l:usiness ls conducied by 
en Individual 

~::O~g~~~~t:/o:'::n"d:~ 
Jfdltious business no.me ot 
names listed abow on 
I declare that all lnrormailon 
In this stalemont '5 true end 
correct {A reglstmnl Who 
deolares es lrue Information 
wtilch ha or she koowe lo be 

~e:J::t~~~ma.> 
Th'!& statement was flied with 
theCounlyCleckofSan Mateo 

~~~°:}r~8b!~~0bfruk g/!:kn S. chengtin, Deputy 

6112, 6/19, 6126, 7!Jlt5 
NPEN-27612501 
EXAMINER~ BOUTIQUE & 
VILLAGER 

ACTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STAl'EMENT 

FileNo.265379 
The following person(s) Is 

t:?:a~~l' ~~cth:. 420 
Hobart AVe., San Meleo. CA. 
94"02 
ls (are) hereby rogislered by 

~~~~~ng own~~ncloas 
Manonien, 420 Hobart AVe., 
San Maleo,.CA 94402 
ThJs busi/JR95 fs cooducled by 
enlndlvidu.a.J 
Tue registrant commenced 
to lmnaaot bu11ina!IS und&r 
the flc;tiliows busloess name 
or names listed above on 
05/18/2015. 
I dedase lhet all Informalion 
In this abtlemwd ls true end 
correcl (A reglslmnt who 
decletes Wi true Infarmalion 
which ha or sha knows lo be 
rats.ets9untyof11;ctfme.) 
S/Greg ~nonlan 
This slalemenl was ffied 
wflh the County CJerll: of San 
Malec County on OS/15f2D15. 
Mark Church, County Clerk 

~y:~~O:~~~sDerf~ 

use In lhTssiale of e FicllUous 
Business NMla In vlolntlon 
of th& ngits or flnolher Ulldw 
Fedeml, Slale, orcommoo law 

Lsu~n::*iJ~4il~1:~~~ 
Code). 
615, 5112, 6119, 6126115 
NPEN-2758756# 
EXAMINER- BOUTIQUE .I, 
VILLAGER 

AcmtOUS BUSINESS 
NAM!i STATEMENT 

File N11.A-0365041--00 
FlctltlousBu.slnelisNlllTle(s): 
Alexl.s Park San Fninclsco, 
825 Polk Sl, San Fnmclsco, 
~~9, County of San 

Aeglslered OwMt{.st 

~nt~~{~~e~ 
CA94109 • 

~lp~~ st ~a~ Ji!:::~~: 
CA94109 
The business Is conduolad by.. 
a trust 
The reglslrant commencecl 
lo lransatt boslness under 
lha ticll!Jous busfnass name 
or names ltsted above on 
D4117n00fl 
I dedera that an lnfonnalfon 
In this statement ls true end 
correcL (A registmnl who 
declares as true any rnetenaJ 
matter p_ursusnl lo SecUon 
17913 Of Uie buslness and 
Ptof8.$Sloll$ coda that the 
reijT&trant kilows to be false 

~J~~bf:fb~ !"~omi:n~ 
.,_._.....,,_, ...... ,_..,iMa .. ..,. 

~1f~Jdumar K. Pala! 
This stalementwas fil&d Yli!h 
the San Francisco Counly 
ClerkunMay2B,2015. 
NOTICE.-tn accOO:ience wilh 

f~::,1s1~n ~~t11~~ s~~~ 
Statement generally 9lCplres 

~ett;:.1:nin ~ r:s ·~ 
In the omce of Iha County 

~te~J:6ilnt. f o(~~~ 
17920, where W explms 40 

~ay~e t!':: selfurlh cti!'n~: 
slatemant pmliuant lo Saclloq 
17913 other lhan a change 
In the resJd1.mce address of 

R~~~:re~u~~ 1N:~~ 
Statement must be lilndbelOre 
the mcplralloo. The HHngoflhls 
sla.temenl does not of lb;elf 
authorize the use In this stale 
af a Ficlillou.s Busine.ss Name 
In violallon of the rights of 
another Ufl{ler federal, iit&le, 
or common law (See Secik>n 
14411 et seq,, Business:: and 
Profosslons Code). 
BIS,6112.6/Hl,6126115 
CNS-2758551# 
SAN FRANCISCO 
EXAMINER 

FICTITIOUS BUS1NESS 
NAME STATEMENT 

FileNo.265311 
'The following pru.son(s} is 

~i;1~~ bu~~ a~Oov, 
1300 Old Co~ Rd #B, 

~t~i:n~at~~ 94 , County 

The re[lislrM~s} commenced 
lo lransad. bUslness under 
the JidlUou.s buslnes5 n.ame 
or nlllllss Jlsl:ed abave on WA. 
I declam that e.11 l11~aUon 
In lhls sb:ilement Is lrue and 
correcL (A raglslrant who 
dedaros es true lnforme.Uon 
which he or ohe Mows lo be 
fnlse ts guilty or a crime.) 

~°'J!.::~~led wllh 
the County Clerk of San Maleo 

go:kz::,~~~~0b~ 
~a~&nn S. Chenglin, Deputy 

~~~~1~19/15 
EXAMINER- aoUTIQUE & 
VILLAGER 

F1crrrious BU51Ne5S 
NAME STATEMENT 

Ale No. 265254 
The ToUowlng parson(a) fs 
(are) doing busJness us: 
FOGGY CLIMB 
PRODUCTIONS, 459 Gellert 
Blvd, Daly c.lly, CA 940~5, 
County of San Ma.leo 
Pablo Zorzon, 459 Gellert 

~~·~~~.Yr.~:t~~~d by 
en hidlvidual 
The reglstn:in~s) commenced 
lo b9nseol busJn&ss under 
lho ricl.iUou$ bU!llnes nruna 
or names listed above on WA 
I dadare lhat all lnformallon 
Jn this stalement Is true and 
correct. (A reglBtrant who 
deciares es lrue Tnfotmalfon 
which he or she knows to be 
false is guUly or a crime.) 
S/PabloZol20ll 
This statem&nt was nled 
wilt\ lha County Clerk of San 
Maleo County on May S. 2015 

~r:nChS.rc~~~~Z 'E;:uty 
Clerk 
5flD, 615, 6/12, 6/19/15 
NPEN-27562521 
EXAMINER- BOUTIQUE & 
VILLAGER 

AZ 
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Ad Tech Advertising System 

New 
Order 

Customer Information 

Your Order is sent. 

Customer Name 
S.F. BO OF SUPERVISORS (NON­
CONSECUTIVE) 

Master Id 52704 

Address 

City. 

1 DR CARLTON B GOODLEIT PL #244 

·SAN FRANCISCO 

Phone 

Fax · 

4155547704 

4155547714 

State - Zip CA- 94102 

Product Information 
Legal GOVERNMENT - GOVT PUBUC NOTICE 

order Information 

Attention Name Andrea A. 

Ad Description LU General Plan Amend 150401 

Special 
Instructions 

Orders Created 

Order 
No. 

2762496 

Newspaper 
Name 

SAN 
FRANCISCO 
EXAMINER 
10%, CA 
Billed 
To: CCSFBD 
OF 
SUPERVISORS 
(OFFICIAL 
NOTICES): 
Created 
For: CCSFBD 
OF 
SUPERVISORS 
(OFFICIAL 
NOTICES) 

Order No. I 

Publishing 
Dates 

06/12/2015 

Ad 

Depth: 
5.26" 

Lines: 
63 

Newspaper 

Billing 
Reference 
No. 

Sale/Hrg/Bid 
Date 

Price Description 

$3.75 63 lines * 1 
Inserts [$236.25] 
$ 10°/o set aside 
[$-23.63] 

I 

I Save I 

Price 

$212.62 

View 

Ad 
Status 

Sent 

2762496 I SAN FRANCISCO EXAMINER 10% ·I View Ad In PDF 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF.THE CITY 
AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO LAND USE AND TRANSPORTATION 
COMMITTEE JUNE 22, 2015 - 1:30 PM COMMITTEE ROOM 263, CITY 

HALL 1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, SF, CA . 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT the Land Use and Transportation 
Committee will hold a public hearing to consider the following proposal and 
said public hearing will be held as· follows, at which time all interested 
parties may attend and be heard: File No. 150401. Ordinance amending the 
Rincon Hill Area Plan, a subsection of the General Plan, to incorporate the 
Rincon Hill Streetscape Master Plan and make other technical amendmenl;s; 
and making findings under the California Environmental Quality Act, and 
findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies 
of Planning Code, Section 101.1. In accordance with Administrative Code, 
Section 67.7-1, persons who are unab[e-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 as 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, City Ha11

2 
2 gr. Carlton Goodlett Place, Room 244, San 



. ___ J 

AdTech Advertising System 

"j 

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 
wit! be available for public review on Friday, June 19, 2015. Angela Calvillo, 
Clerk of the Board 
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Legislative File No. 

Publishing Logistics 
10-Day Publish/Mail 

Hearing Date: J1 m 22 

.. l 

150401 

Notice Must be Submitted: Jun.iQ 
Notice Must be Mailed: Juo.J.2. 
Notice Will Publish: June 12 
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City Hall 
President, District 5 

BOARD of SUPERVISORS 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-7630 

Fax No. 554-7634 
TDD!ITY No. 544-5227 

London Breed _ 

PRESIDENTIAL ACTION 

Date: 

To: Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

Madam Cler~ 
Pursuant to Board Rules, I am hereby: 

0 W aiv:ing 30-Day Rule (Board Rnle No. 3.23) 

File No. 
(P.i:im~ Sponsor) 

Title._. 
;__~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--.: 

QS] Trans fer.ring (Boa.rd Rule No. 3-3) 

File No. 150401 Department 
~~~~~~~~ 

(P.i:imary Sponsor) 

Title. General Plan Amendments - Rincon Hill Stte&J 

<. • . 
·-·-

- ·' 
" 

I 

lR- ;-·=::' 
'""'.:·· 

! 
-
......... _ 

From: Board/ Adoption Without Reference to 

To: Land Us~e & Transportation 

Committee 

Committee 

D Assigning Temporary Committee Appointment (Board Rule No. 3.1) 

Supervisor~~~~~~-~--' 

Replacing Supervisor ---------

For: 

228 

London Breed, President. 
Board of Supervisors 
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