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FILE NO. 150401 “ ORDINANCE NO.

[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.

NOTE: Unchanged Code text and uncodified text are in plain Arial font.
Additions to Codes are in szn,qle underlme ztalzcs Times New Roman font.
Deletions to Codes are in
Board amendment additions are in double-underlined Arial font.
Board amendment deletions are in s#kethre&gh—ﬁrﬂa—fem
Asterisks (* * * *)indicate the omission of unchanged Code
subsections or parts of tables.

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

Section 1. Findings.

(a) Section 4.105 of the San Francisco Charter provides that the Planning Commission
shall periodically recommend to the Board of Supervisors, for approval or rejection, proposed
amendments to the General Plan.

(b) On April-20, 2015, the Board of Supervisors received from the Planning
Department proposed General Plan amendménts related to the Rincon Hill Streetscape
Master Plan, a component of the Rincon Hill Area Plan, which is a subsection of General Plan
(the “Rincon Hill Streetscape Amendments”). That letter and related documents are oh file
with the Clerk of the Board in File No. 150401.

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

2003, with more than 30 workshops, hearings and walking tours, input of the existing

Supervisor Kim
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residénts and business, advocates and other public agencies, and.resulted in a plan that
balances Rincon Hill's potential to provide much-needed housing with the design
requirements of a livable neighborhood.

(d) Policy 7.4 of the Rincon Hill Plan Area Plan calls on the City to “[p]ursue the
adoption of the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan by all necessary agencies and the board of
Supervisors...” .

(e) The Planning Department in partnership with the San Francisco Municipal
Transportation Agency (MTA) and the Department of Public Works led a robust public process
engaging numerous community stakeholders to develop the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan
from 2012 to 2014.

(f) The Rincon Hill Streetscape Master Plan is in compliance with various established
San Franciscé policies related to the design of streets and the public realm, including the
Transit First Policy, the Better Streets Policy, the Complete Streets Policy, and the SFPUC
Stormwater Design Guidelines.

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

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

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

(h) On May 5, 2005, after a duly noticed public mééting, the Planning Commission
certified the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) forthe Rincon Hill Area Plan by Motion
No. 17007 and found that the Final EIR reflected the independent judgment and analysis of
the City and County of San Francisco, is adequate, accurate and objective, contains no
significant revisions to the Draft EIR, and the content of the report and the procedures through
which the Final EIR was prepared, publicized and reviewed comply with the provisions of the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (California Public Resources Code Sections

21000 et seq.), the CEQA Guidelines (14 Cal. Code Regs. Sections 15000 et seq.) and

Supervisor Kim
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Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code. Copies of the Planning Commission
Motion and Final EIR are on file with the Clerk of thé Board in File No. 050862 and are
incorporated herein by reference. |

(i) The project evaluated in the Final EIR included amendments to the General Plan
related to the Rincén Hill Area Plan. This Project also included references to the Rincon Hill
Streetscape Master Plan that was not completed at the time the City adopted the Rincon Hill
Area Plan. The subject of this ordinance is adoption and implementation of the Rincon Hill
Streetscape Master Plan. |

| (j) At the same hearing during which the Planning Commission certified the Final EIR,

the Planning Commission adopted CEQA Findings with respect to the approval of the
proposed Rincon Hill Area Plan and other actions in Motion No. 17008. |

(k) The Board of Supervisors in Ordinance No. 205-05 adopted the Rincon Hill Area
Plan and adopted CEQA Findings adopted by the Planning Commission with respect to the
approval of the Rincon Hill Area Plan, including a mitigation monitoring and reporting program
and a statement of overriding considerations. This ordinance and related materials are in the
Clerk of the Board in File No. 050862. These and any and all other documents referenced in
this ordinance have been made available to the Board of Supervisors and may be found in
either the files of the Planning Department, as the custodian of records, at 1650 Miss_ion
Street in San Francisco, or with the Clerk of the Board in File Nos. 050862 and 150401, which
are located at 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, and éré incorporated herein by
reference. |

() For purposes of this ordinance, the Board of Supervisors has reviewed and
considered the Final EIR and the environmental documents 6n file referred to herein. The
Board of Supervisors also has reviewed and considered the CEQA Findings adopted by the

Planning Commission in support of the approval of the Rincon Hill Streetscape Master Plan

Supervisor Kim
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(the “CEQA Findings for the Rincon Hill Streetscape”), including the mitigation monitoring and
reporting program, and hereby adopts as its own and incorporates the CEQA Findings for the
Rincon Hill Streetscape contained in Planning Commission Motion No. 17008 by reference as
though such findings were fully set forth in this Ordinance.

(m) The Board of Supervisbrs endorses the implementation of the mitigation measures
identified in the CEQA Findings for the Rincon Hill Streetscape including those for
implementation by other City Departments and recommends for adoption those mitigation
measures that are enforceable by agencies other than City agencies, all as set forth in the
CEQA Findings for the Rincon Hill Streetscape, including the mitigation monitoring and
reporting program contained in the referenced Findings.

(n) The Board of Supervisors finds that no substantial changes have occurred in the
Rincon HiIIAArea Plan as proposed for émendment under this ordinance that will require
revisions in the Final EIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects, no substantial
changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which the Rincon Hill Area
Plan are undertaken which will require major revisions to the Final EIR due to the involvement
of new environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of effects identified in the
Final EIR and no new information of substantial importance to thé Rincon Hill Area Plan as
proposed for amendment has become available which indicates that (1) the Rincon Hill Area
Plan will have significant effects not discussed in the Final EIR, (2) significant environmental
effects will be substantially more severe, (3) mitigation measure or alternatives found not
feasible which would reduce one or more significant effects have become feasible or (4)
mitigation measurés or alternatives which are considerably different from those in the Final

EIR would substantially reduce one or more éignificant effects on the environment.

Supervisor Kim
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(o) Section 4.105 of the City Charter further provides that if the Board of Supervisors
fails to act within 90 days of recéipt of the proposed General Plan amendments, then the
proposed amendments shall be deemed apprqved.

(p) San Francisco Planning Code Section 340 provides that the Planning Commission
may initiate an amendment to the General Plan by a resolution of intention, which refers to,
and incorporates by reference, the prbposed General Plan amendments. Section 340 further
provides that Planning Commission shall adopt the proposed General Plan émendments after
a public hearing if it finds from the facts presented that the public necessity,-convenience, and
general welfare require the proposed amendment or any part thereof. If adopted by the
Commission in whole or in part, the proposed amendments shall be presented to the Board of
Supervisors, which may approve or reject the amendments by a majority vote. |

(g). After a duly noticed public h‘earing on March 5, 2015, in Resolution No. 19330, the
Planning Commission initiated amendments to the General Plan in regard to the Rincon Hill
Streetscape Master Plan. Said Resolution is on file with the Clerk of the Board in File No.
150401. _

(r) After a duly noticed public hearing on March 26, 2015, in Resolution No. 19342, the
Planning Commission recommended that the Board of Supervisors approve the Rincon Hill
Streetscape Amendments. In this Résolutioh, the Planning Commission found, pursuant to
Planning' Code Section 340, that the Rincon Hill Streetscape Amendrhents will serve the
public necessity, convenience, and general welfare. Said Resolution is on file with the Clerk
of the Board in File No.150401 and incorporated herein by reference. The Board hereby
adopts the Planning Code Section 340 findings set forth in Planning Commission Resolution
No. 19342 as its own.

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

on balance, in conformity with the General Plan, as it is proposed for amendment by this

Supervisor Kim ) B
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ordinance, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1 for the reasons set
forth in Planning Commission Resolution No. 19342. The Board hereby adopts these ﬁhdings

as its own.

Section 2. The Board df 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 Depaﬁment shall
update Map 9 (Rincon Hill Streetscape) of the Rincon Hill Area Plan to reflect the map
includéd in Planning Commission Resolution No. 19343 and on file with the Clerk of the Boar‘d
in File No. 150401 The Rincon Hill Streetscape Amendments are as follows:

Policy 5.1

Implement the Rincon Hill Streetscape 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 throughout the district.

The plan s#l-describes specific curb and sidewalk changes and roadway lane

configurations. New development will in the pzan 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.-The proposed-Streetseape Plan-will be

Ato annrovad b o A a4 a ayrenortatiomg—A4 h 107 14 hp Nana nmanaf At Pk
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Policy 7.4

The Rincon Hill Streetscape Master Plan serves as the guiding framework for the desien 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 of privately sponsored street

improvements as well as City-sponsored improvements.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

the official title of the ordinance.

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

By: QVJ> M%'//SZT/ |

ohn l;?/ Malamut \
Depu City Attorne

n:\legana\a 5\1500675\01008242.doc
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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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- 1650 Mission St.
: ! . . : _ Suite 400
April 1, 2015 ‘ , ] San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479
Ms. Angela Calvillo, Clerk

. Reception:
"Honorable Supervisor Kim 4:‘;;:)550;_6378
Board of Supervisors :

‘City and County of San Francisco Fac

City Hall, Room 244 . 415558.6409

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place Planning

San Francisco, CA 94102 ; Informationz

: g 415.558.6377
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 adoption. At the hearing
the Planning Commission recommended approval for both items.

The préposed amendments have been fully covered by the Rincon Hill Area Plan EIR, case number
2000.1081E, certified by the Plarming Commission on 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 docuinents 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. '

" Sincerely, —_—
A -
o
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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AN FRANGISCO
PLANNING DEPARTNVMIENT

Executlve Summary

Initiation of Planning Code and General Plan Amendments
HEARING DATE: MARCH 26, 2015

Date: . March 31, 2015

Case No.: 2014.0925MT

Project: Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan [Adoption Hearing]
Staff Contact: - Paul Chasan — (415) 575-9065 paul.chasan@sfgov.org
Reviewed by: Joshua Switzky — (415) 558-6815 Joshua.Switzky@sfgov.org

Recommendation: ~Adopt Amendments to the Planning Code and General Plan.

INTRODUCTION

1650 Mission St,
Suite 400

San Francisco,
CA 94103-247¢

Reception:
415.558.637¢

Fax:
415.558.6408

Planning
Information; .
415.558.6377

The Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan is a necessary document for implementing the streetscape and ‘

circulation policies in the Rincon Hill Plan 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 improvements
(including traffic configurations) in the Rincon Hill area, whether mplemented 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 streétscape improvements required by Sections 138.1, 309.1 and 827 of the

. Planning Code, mandated by the Planning Cormunission, 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

v (1} provide a clear, easy-to-follow and detailed comprehensive plan for streetscape and
‘circulation changes for the Rincon Hill area.

{(2) provide detailed guidelines and standards for the design of streetscapes, including curbhnes
landscaping, street trees, sidewalk bulbouts, lighting, paving, and street furniture.

REQUIRED PLANNING COMMISSION ACTIONS AT THIS HEARING

1. 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 ) CASE NO. 2014.0925MT
Hearing Date: March 26, 2015 : 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 Planning Committee continues to identify additional resources to fully
implement the plan.

The City is also in the process of working with community stakeholders to establish a Corumunity
Benefits District to ensure that future streetscape improvements are well maintained. (Note that those
required to be constructed pursuant to Planning 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
Transbay neighborhoods.

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

To rectify this, the Planning Department worked closely with the SEMTA to refine the street and
circulation concepts expressed in the Area Plan and vet design details like bulbout locations, turning
radii, lane widihs etc. These basic changes wete approved by the MTA Board in 2006. In 2007, the
Planning Department in partnership with SEDPW, the SFPUC, the SFFD and the SFMTA memorialized
these designs in the illustrative document you are being asked to take action on today — The Rincon Hill
Streetscape Plan (RHSP). The Streetscape plan further expands the design concepts articulated in the
area plan with a level of specificity (paving materials, street trees, 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 furmshmgs Policy 7.4 of the
Rincon Hill Area Plan calls on the City to:

Policy 74
Pursue the adoption of the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan by all necessary agencies and
the Board of Supervisors consistent with this plan.

- Rmcon Hill Area Plan (2005), an area plan of the San Francisco General Plan

The Department’ s intent was to follow with adoptions by the Planning Comunission and Board
of Supervisors soon afterwards. Unfortunately, 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 “draft” status since that time.

" The legislation présented in this document would rectify this situation by finishing the
adoption process. The proposed ordinance would also make some simple modifications to
Section 138.1 of the Planning Code and to the Rincon Hill Area Plan to reflect the final adoption
of the RHSP.

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 RESP would dlarify the City’s expectations for the

SAN FRANCISEO : ) ‘ 2
PLANNING DEPAH'\'MEN"I"A
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Executive Summary . ' ) CASE NO. 2014.0925MT
Hearing Date: March 26, 2015 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 materials, 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 transit only lane during afternoon commute hours. This shared parking/transit lane precluded
comer bulbs on the north side of Harrison Street. After the RHSP was initially drafted, 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 corner bulbs 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 bench 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 De51gn 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 through 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 been
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 7%, 2015, the Environmental Planning Division of the
Planning Department published a Note to File to the original Rincon Hill Plan EIR finding that despite
the passing of several years since the initial EIR was. adopted, the.findings were still valid and the
streetscape improvements proposed in the Rincon Hill Area Plan and articulated in the Rincon Hill
Streetscape Plan would have not have any significant adverse impacts.

"As 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

SAN FRANGISCA . 3
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Executive Summary : ] CASE NO. 2014.0925MT
Hearing Date: March 26, 2015 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 FIR, nor has any

new or additional information come to light that would alter the conclusions of the program EIR.

Moreover, no substantial changes have been made to the streetscape project or Plan since

certification of the FEIR, noxr 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.” )

Nofe to File to Rincon Hill Streetécape Plan EIR, San Francisco Planning Department, January 7% 2015

PUBLIC OUTREACH & ENGAGEMENT

The original Rincon Hill Planning Process had an extensive multi-year outreach and éngagement
strategy. Since that time Planning 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 Plan 2014 Update 2015-04-01 (submitted as electronic document)

SAN FRANCISCO ’ 4
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1650 Misslon 8i,

. . -  Sfedgo
Planning Commission Resolution San Fancico,
HEARING DATE: MARCH 26, 2015 CAHIDS 2479
' Reoeption:
415.558.6378
Project Name: Adoption of the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan and Associated Fax:
Planning Code Amendments - A415.558.6408
Case Number: 2014.0925T A ,
Planning
Staff Contact: Paul Chasan and Information:
' paul.chasan@sfgov.org, : 415.558.6377
Reviewed by: Joshua Switzky ‘

joshua.switzky@sfgov.org, 415-575-6815

Recommendation: Recommend Approval

RECOMMENDING THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ADOPT AMENDMENTS TO THE
RINCON HILL AREA PLAN (A SUBSECTION OF THE SAN FRANCISCO GENERAL PLAN). TO
REFLECT ADOPTION OF THE RINCON HILL STREETSCAPE PLAN.

PREAMBLE

WHEREAS, This 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 VConsistency 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 recornmended 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.

RESOLVED that the Planmng Commission hereby recommends approval of the proposed Planning
Code amendment.

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

www.sfpl'annir}g.org
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Resolution No. 19342 . : CASE NO. 2014.0925T
Hearing Date: March 26, 2015 ‘ 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

A\%ES: Fong, Wu, Antonini, Hillis, Johnson, Moore, Richards
NAYS: None

ABSENT:  None

ADOPTED: Marxch 26, 2015

SAN FRANCISCO ' . 2
142
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT

: : ' ;650 Misslon St,
Planning Commission Resolution S,
HEARING DATE: MARCH 26, 2015 CA 941032479
Reception:
415.558.6378
Project Name:; Amendments fo the Rincon Hill Area Plan, a subplan within the San g,
' Francisco General Plan - 415.558.6409
Case Number: 2014.0925M ) Plasning '
Staff Contact: Paul Chasan and Information:
paul.chasan@sfgov.org, 415.558.6377
Reviewed by: Joshua Switzky '

joshua.switzky@sfgov.org, 415-575-6815
Recommendation: Recommend Approval

RECOMMENDING THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ADOFPT AMENDMENTS TO THE
'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 POLICIES OF PLANNING CODE SECTION 101.

PREAMBLE
WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors adopted the Rincon Hill Plan in Auguét 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 Iarrison Streets; bicycle lanes on
Beale and Freemont Streets; corner 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 financial district into a large number of housing units in mid-rise and
high-rise development and that few Jocations in San Francisco Represent such a major opportunity; and,

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 Hill's potential to provide much-needed housing with the design
requirements of a livable neighborhood; and,

www.sfplanning.org
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WHEREAS, The streetscape changes contemplated in the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan are necessary for
the traffic and streetscapé conversions articulated 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 (ISCOTT); 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
stakeholders 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 MTA Board adopted the streetscape improvements identified in the
Rincon Hill Area Plan and subsequently further articulated in the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan and under
Resolution number 06-067, and :

WHEREAS, on January 274, 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 impact; 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, on March 3rd 2015, the MTA Board adopted Resolution Number 15-035, approving said ‘
revisions to the Draft Rincon Hill Streetscape Plax}; and,

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

WHEREAS, on March 5% 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 amendmcnt

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

AN FRANCISCO. 2
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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: ' '

L. URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT (2010)

OBJECTIVE 1 A .
EMPHASIS OF THE CHARACTERISTIC PATTERN WHICH GIVES TO THE CITY AND ITS
NEIGHBORHOODS AN IMAGE, A SENSE OF PURPOSE, AND A MEANS OF ORTENTATION.

POLICY 1.5
Emphasize the special nature of each district through distinctive landscaping and other features.

POLICY 1.7 - ) _
Recognize the natural boundaries of districts, and promote connections between districts.

OBJECTIVE 4

IMPROVEMENT OF THE NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENT TO INCREASE PERSONAL
SAFETY, COMFORT, PRIDE AND OPPORTUNITY

POLICY 4.1
Protect residential areas from the noise, pollution and physical danger of excessive traffic.

POLICY 4.10 .
Encourage or require the provision of recreation space in private development.

POLICY 411 .

Make use of street space and other unused public areas for recreation, particularly in dense
neighborhoods, such as those close to downtown, where land for traditional open spaces is more
difficult to assemble. )

POLICY 412
Install, promote and maintain landscaping in public and private areas.

POLICY 4.13
Improve pedestrian areas by providing human scale and interest.

POLICY 4.14 .
Remove and obscure distracting and cluttering elements.

SAN ERANCISCO, - 3
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I TRANSPORTATION ELMENT (2010)

OBJECTIVE 1
MEET THE NEEDS OF ALL RESIDENTS AND VISITORS FOR SAFE, CONVENIENT AND
INEXPENSIVE TRAVEL WITHIN SAN FRANCISCO AND BETWEEN THE CITY AND OTHER
PARTS OF THE REGION WHILE MAINTAINING THE HIGH QUALITY LIVING
ENVIRONMENT OF THE BAY AREA.

POLICY 1.1
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.

POLICY 1.2
Ensure the safety and comfort of pedestrians throughout the clty

POLICY 1.3
Give priority to public transit and other alternatives to the private automoblle as the means of
meeting San Francisco's transportation needs, particularly those of commuters.

POLICY 1.6 .
Ensure choices among modes of travel and accoounodate .each mode when and where it is most
appropriate.

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

POLICY 24 ) '
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 FACILITIES.

~POLICY15.1

" Discourage excessive automobile traffic on residential sixeets by mcorporatmg traffic-calming
treatments.

: OBIECTIVE 18
ESTABLISH A STREET HIERARCHY SYSTEM IN WHIGH THE FUNCTION AND DESIGN OF
EACH STREET ARE CONSISTENT WITH THE CHARACTFR AND USE OF ADJACENT
~ LAND. '

SAN FRANGISCO ) 4
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OB]ECTIVE 23
IMPROVE THE CITY'S PEDESTRIAN CIRCULATION SYSTEM TO PROVIDE FOR EFFICIENT,
PLEASANT, AND SAFE MOVEMENT. »

POLICY 23.1 ,
Provide sufficient pedestrian movement space with a minimum of pedestrian congesuon in
accordance with a pedestrian street classification system. :

POLICY 23.2 :

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

POLICY 23.9
‘Implement the provisions of the Americans W1th Disabilities Act and the city's aab ramp
program to improve pedestrian access for all people.

OBJECTIVE 24
IMPROVE THE AMBIENCE OF THE PEDESTRIAN ENVIRONMENT.

POLICY 24.3
Install pedestrian-serving street furniture where appropriate.

POLICY 24.5
Where con51stent with transportation needs, transform streets and alleys into neighborhood-

serving open spaces or “living streets” by adding pocket parks in sidewalks or medians,
especially in neighborhoods deficient in open space.

OBJECTIVE 26

CONSIDER THE SIDEWALK AREA AS AN IMPORTANT ELEMENT IN THE CITYWIDE
OPEN SPACE SYSTEM.

POLICY 26.1

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

POLICY 26.3
+ Encourage pedestnan serving uses on the sidewalk.

OBJECTIVE 27
ENSURE THAT BICYCLES CAN BE USED SAFELY AND CONVENIENTLY AS A PRIMARY
MEANS OF TRANSPORTATION, AS WELL AS FOR RECREATIONAL PURPOSES.

POLICY 27.1

SAR FRANCISCO ' 5
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Expand and improve access for bicycles on city streets and develop a Weil—marked,
comprehensive system of bike routes in San Francisco.

POLICY 27.3
Remove conflicts to bicyclists on all city streets.

POLICY 27.6 )
Accommodate bicycles on local and regional transjt faciliies and important regional
transportation links wherever and whenever feasible. '

I _RINCON HILL AREA PLAN (2006)

| 4. RECREATION, OPEN SPACE, AND COMMUNITY FACILITIES

OBJECTIVE 45 }
USE EXCESS STREET SPACE ON SPEAR, MAIN, AND BEALE STREETS FOR SIDEWALK
WIDENINGS THAT PROVIDE USABLE OPEN SPACES AND RECREATIONAL AMENITIES.

5. STREETS AND TRANSPORTATION ‘

OBJECTIVE5.1
CREATE SAFE AND PLEASANT PEDESTRIAN NETWORKS WITHIN THE RINCON HILL
AREA, TO DOWNTOWN, AND TO THE BAY.

OBJECTIVE5.2 . _

WIDEN SIDEWALKS, REDUCE STREET WIDTHS, AND MAKE OTHER PEDESTRIAN AND
STREET IMPROVEMENTS, WHILE RETAINING THE NECESSARY SPACE FOR TRAFFIC
MOVEMENTS, PER THE RINCON HILIL STREETSCAPE PLAN.

OBJECTIVE53

PRIORITIZE PEDESTRIAN SAFETY THROUGH STREET AND INTERSECTION
IMPROVEMENTS, ESPECIALLY AT INTERSECTIONS ADJACENT TO FREEWAY RAMPS,
AND INTERSECTIONS WITH A HISTORY OF VEHICLE/PEDESTRIAN COLLISIONS.

OBJECTIVE 55 _ '
MANAGE PARKING SUPPLY AND PRICING TO ENCOURAGE TRAVEL BY FOOT, PUBLIC
TRANSPORTATION, AND BICYCLE.

SAN FRANCISCO
AN

NING DEPARTMENT . ' 6

148



Resolution No. 19343 CASE NO. 2014.0925M
Hearing Date: March 26, 2015 Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan

OBJECTIVE 5.6

IMPROVE L.OCAL AND REGIONAL TRAFFIC FLOWS AND TRANSIT MOVEMENTS BY
SEPARATING BRIDGE-BOUND TRAFFIC FROM LOCAL LANES IN APPROPRIATE
LOCATIONS.

OBJECTIVE5.7

MAINTAIN THE POTENTIAL FOR A BAY BRIDGE BICYCLE/PEDESTRIAN/MAINTENANCE
PATH, AND ENSURE THAT ALL OPTIONS FOR THE PATH TOUCHDOWN AND
ALIGNMENT ARE KEPT OPEN. ‘

OBJECTIVE5.8
ENCOURAGE STATE AGENCIES TO ALLOW THE RE-OPENING OF BEALE STREET UNDER
THE BAY BRIDGE AS SOON AS SECURITY CONCERNS CAN BE MET.

" OBJECTIVES.9
REQUIRE PRIVATE DEVELOPMENT TO CONTRIBUTE TO THE CREATION AND ON-
GOING MAINTENANCE AND OPERATIONS OF SPECIAL STREETSCAPES THROUGH IN-
KIND CONTRIBUTION, A COMMUNITY FACILITIES DISTRICT, AND/OR DEVELOPER FEES.
* POLICIES '

Policy 5.1
Implement the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan.

Policy 5.2

Significantly widen sidewalks by removing a lane of traffic on Spear, Main and Beale Streets
between Folsom and Bryant Streets per the RinC(;n 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, séat'mg, trees-and other landscaping. See Figure 6.

" Policy 5.3 -
Transform Folsom Street into a grand civic boulevard, per this plan and the Transbay

Redevelopment Plan.

SAN FRANCISCO ‘ 7
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Policy 5.4
Widen sidewalks, narrow lanes and remove lanes, where feasible, on Harrison, First and Fremont
Streets.
Policy 5.5

Separate- brxdge—bound traffic from local traffic and transit through physical de51gn sirategjes

such as planted medians.

Policy 5.6 .

Implement streetscape improvements on Guy Place and Lansing Street that prioritize pédestrian’
use for the entire right-of-way. ' .

Mid-Block Pedestrian Pathways

Policy 5.7

Ensuze 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 to provide a publicly-
accessible easement through their property.

Mid-Block Pedestrian Pathways.’

Policy 5.7

Ensure the creation of a safe, inviting, and pleasant publicly accessible pedestrianjopen 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 to provxde a publicly-
accessible easement through their property.

Policy 7.1 )
Require new development to implement portions of the streetscape plan ad)acent to their
development, and additional relevant in-kind contributions, as a condition of approval.

Policy 7.4
Pursue the adoption of the Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan by all necessary agencies and the Board
of Supervisors consistent with this plan.

2. 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. ‘

SAN FRANGISCO ’ » : . 8 }
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3. This Resolution is consistent with the eight General Plan priority policies set forth in Section 101.1

in that:

A)

B)

o)

D)

E)

B

SAR FRANCISCO,

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. ' '

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

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

The 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.

The commuter traffic will not impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or
neighborhood parking.

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

A diverse economic base will be maintained by 'protecting our industrial and service
sectors from displacement due to commercial office development. And future
opportunities for resident employment and ownership in these sectors will be enhanced.

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

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 in an earthquake.

PLANNING DEFARTMENT 9
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S

That landmark and historic buildings will be preserved.

The proposed Ordinance would not have a negative impact on the City’s Landmarks and historic
buildings as any new modifications would be added under the guldance of local law and polzcy
protecting historic resources, when appropriate.

Parks and open space and thejr access to sunlight and vistas will be protected from
development:

The propose& Ordinance would not have an impact on the City’s parks and open space and their
access to synlight and vistas.

T 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: Norne
ADOPTED: March 26, 2015
SAN FRANCISCO : 1 0
FLARNING REPARTMENT .
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SAN FRANCISCO
MUNICIPAL 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 Janmuary 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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Thursday, March 5, 2015
12:00 p.m.
Regular Meeting

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

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

STAFF IN ATTENDANCE: 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 [TEMS 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 of Townsend and 2 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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Meeting Minutes

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: ~ None

ACTION: Continued to March 19, 2015

AYES: Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards

ABSENT: Antonini, Johnson, Wu

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 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: None

ACTION: Continued to April 2, 2015

AYES: Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards

ABSENT: Antonini, Johnson, Wu

2014.1253D ' (E. TUFFY: (415) 575-9191)

276 HARTFORD STREET - west side of Hartford Street between 19th and 20th Streets; Lot

-021in 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
31.04(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:  None

ACTION: Continued to April 16, 2015
AYES: Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards
ABSENT: Antonini, Johnson, Wu

Page 20f 10
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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 10t 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: None

ACTION: Approved with Conditions
AYES: Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards
ABSENT: Antonini, Johnson, Wu
MOTION: 19128

C COMMISSION MATTERS

5. Consideration of Adoption:
e Draft Mmutes for Rules Committee February 12, 2015

SPEAKERS: None

ACTION: Adopted
AYES: Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards
ABSENT: Antonini, Johnson, Wu

6. - Commission Comments/Questions

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

o 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: .
| 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

Meeting Minutes Page 3of 10
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Zealand 3, Munich, Vancouver, Frankfurt, Geneva, Copenhagen, and Sidney filled the first
10. And | 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 | know who knows hosts or are.
host and are blaming the process for why things are starting slow, and [ 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. | 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
| 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 | know we've talked
about this in the fall, about the Mayor's housing work streams. | guess | am trying to
understand when that going come before us for review. | 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.

Meeting Minutes

Director's Announcements

Director of Current Planning Jeff Joslin - (For Director Rahaim):

While I've got the mic, | thought | 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 Francisco
International Airport and the Planning Departmeént 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.

Review of Past Events at the Board of Supetrvisors, 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

s 140954 Planning Code - Exceptions from Dwelling Unit Density Limits and from
Other Specified Code Requirements. Sponsor: Wiener, Breed. This ordinance

Page 4of 10
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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 - AG-TMG Housing Partners |, 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 propemes
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

Meeting Minutes

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 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 if those limits could
be enforced.
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e 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 befieves the face-to-
face, scheduled appointments also help to reduce the occurrence of fraudulent

+ applications being filed.

]}
e 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. Supérvisor
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:

e 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
ltalianate 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. | 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. 2014-00107IMP (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: + Mike Koperski — Sponsor presentation
ACTION: 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. '

10a.  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
1381. . ‘ . ‘
Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt a Resolution to Initiate; and schedule a hearing

SPEAKERS:  + Adam Tarakovsky - Support

ACTION: Adopted a Resolution to Initiate and scheduled a hearing for March 26,
2015

AYES: Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards

ABSENT: Antonini, Johnson, Wu

RESOLUTION: 19239

Meeting Minutes Page 7of 10
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10b.

11.

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: Same as Item 10a.

ACTION: Adopted a Resolution to Initiate and scheduled a hearing for March 26,
2015

AYES: Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards

ABSENT: Antonini, Johnson, Wu

RESOLUTION: 19330

2013.00697 (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: + Tom Tunny — Sponsor presentation

ACTION: After Hearing and closing public comment; Continued to March 19, 2015
AYES: Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards
ABSENT: Antonini, Johnson, Wu

G. DISCRETIONARY REVIEW CALE‘NDAR

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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13.

14.

Meeting Minutes

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: - Thomas Drohan —forgiveness versus permission;
+ Nils Welin — small yards
ACTION: Took DR and Disapproved
AYES: Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards
ABSENT: Antonini, Johnson, Wu
DRA No: 0407
2014-000977DRP (M. BOUDREAUX: (415) 575-9140)

360 EUREKA STREET — west side between 20th and 215t 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.

Staff Analysis: Abbreviated Discretionary Review

Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve

" SPEAKERS: - Gabrielle Jenny-Haramoto — DR presentaﬁon, 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 ,
ACTION: 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.

AYES: Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards

ABSENT: Antonini, Johnson, Wu

DRANo: 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: + Tom McElroy — Project presentation;
+ Thomas Firpo — Owner comments
- (F) Speaker — alternate plans, negative impacts

ACTION: Took DR and approved the project with a condition for the Project
Sponsor to continue working with staff on the design

AYES: Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards

ABSENT: Antonini, Johnson, Wu

DRA No: 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 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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SRUTIANCISTO PLANNING DEPARTMENT

STREETS [N RINCON HILL

‘The new Rincon Hill Plan was adopred by
the city and incorporated inro the General
Plan in August 2005, The Rincon Hill Plan
contains a zobust plan and derailed policics
for sweetscape and rraffic changes as an inte-
gral part of the neighberhood's development.
Besides being waffic-ways, some quite key to
the city's regional waffic flows, the streers are
an important parr of the open space system
in a very demse urban environment with
limited opportunity for parks. These streets
must also date safe and pracio
pedestrian and bicycle movement” wichin.

the nelghborhood. The key underlys & goals

tha have shaped the Rincon Hill S}n:zuc:pf
and Traffic Plan are; S
* Creare “Living Streets” on Spedr, Ma
and Beale Streers; ‘Indudlig’ ¢alme
uaffic and significint open spag

tes. The calming of
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and ' the .creation
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ramps.
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- First; and Harrison Stregs
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tion of the present right-of-way con-
figuracon 2nd approved Rincon Hill
Plan configurition, as well as 2 demiled-
accounting of all the curbline and
bulbout Jocarl and

Both cross-sections and plan views are
included to show the organlzation of
the streer and placement of streetscape
« elemenss. Where appropriate, refer-
ences are given to other pages in the
document where dewlls may be found
on relared specificarions.
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Harrison Street .

Harrison Streer is a faisly beavlly tafficked
and auro-dominared streer associated with
three Bay Bridge samps: two on-tamps

(ac Essex and at Fist Screer) and one-
offramp (at Fremont Streer), Westhound
afermoon pezk hour traffic feeding the First
Street on-ramp is particularly heavy: The
pedestsian tealm is currently bleak, wich
narrow B' sidewalks (and nacrower in some
places). However, traffic lanes are excessively
wide, especially the much more lightly used
eastbound lane, which allows some marginal
100 for widening sidewalks, Severa] major
developments, including some ground foor
residential townhouses, will line Harrdson
west of the Beale Sueer overpass. Addition-
ally, the primary site identified for 2 public
park on Rineon Hiii sits along Harrison
Strevr, Just east of che Fremont Screer off-
ramp, making improvements to the pedes-
trian realm and safery Imperarive.

DESIGN PALETTE agfer

INLFREHALECS PLARNING DEPARTMENT

ary
FOAGAR T VDI e .
Irbpepient

RINCON HILL

- Roadway:
Currene: Thrae traffic lanes westbound, cne
eastbeund. Curbside parking en both sides.

RH Plan:(Embarcadero to Es3ax) Al lanes
nerrowed, Clrbside parking lane on both sides.

(First ta Essex) Eliminata one westbound lane
for a total of bwo fanes westbound and ene
eastbeund. Craste 3 10-wide landscaped median,

Sidewalks:

Both sides of the strest shall be j2 feet to face
of curb.

Bulbouts:

Al corners all cornsrs at all intersections. axcept
SW corner at Frernont Street.
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Spear Street

The Rincon Hill Plan contains explicte poli-
cles ™ parrow the wideh of the wafficways
on Spear, Main and Beale Streets south of
Folsom Streer by reducing the number of
maffic lanes and their width, allowing for

. one lane In each direction =t all times bur

the peak hour, and transforming them into
“Living Streess.” The primary goal of Living
Streets is to priositize pedestrian activity and
usable open space over waffic and 1o calm
wraffic,

‘The basic design strategy of the Living Streets
is to slgnificantly widen the pedestrian space
on one side of cach soeer in order to create
sufficient space for open space amenities

such as pocket parks, scating areas, com-

munity gardens, dog runs, public art, and
the like, This proposal s coordlnarted as *one
nelghborhood” with the Transbay ares, just
across Folsom Streer, so that these Living
Streets will form linear parks stretching from

Mission Street through boch. disteicts to the
Embarcadero, Rincon HIill will be a very
dense neighborhood and opportunities for
madirional "park” space are highly limited;
the Living Streers will &1l part of this need.

A mid-block crosswalk will also be created 1o
allow pedestrians 1o cross safely on these long
blocks and connect 1o 4 system of interior
mid-block pachs.

DESIGN PALETTE (sgiez 2y

QAN FIVGILITED PLAMIING DEPAFTIMENT

Roadway:
Current: Thres lanses southbound, Curbside parking both sides, with perpendicdiar parking south
of Harrison,

Rt Flan: One= fane each direction, Curbside parking both sides, all paraflel, Permanent curbsida
right-turn pocket 100" In lengih Ia lieu of parking and bulb-out sauthbound at Hareison.

Sidewalks:
West side shail te 31 Feet 6 inches to face of curb.
_East zids shall be 15 faet to Face of curb,

Bulbouts;
All corners exncent west sida from Harrisen Street northerly,
Mid-biock; both sidas, from 280 faet to 2RO faet south of Felsom Street
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1.2 Main Street

Main Sueer will have an almost idendeal
Living Sueer configuration to Spear Streer,
with 2 couple small, but norable differences.
Main Sweet feamres heavier southbound
peak bour freeway-bound wraffic which wens
east on Harrison, To allow the sidewslk and

N open space 10 be created while mzintaining
preater capacity in the peak hour when it
Is needed, 2 southbound rowaway curbstde
{ane will be created. ’

DESIGN PALETTE {3LReCE3y

STREET TREE: LITTLE LEAF LINDEN % ivmii)

TAUFRARCINCD PLAMNINIO DEPARTMENT

Roadway: |

Current: Twe lares southbound and one narthbound.
Curbslde parking kboth sides, with perpendicular parking
south of Harrisen, .

RH Plap:One lane sach direction, Curbside parking both
sides, all parallel. Permanent curbside right turn-pockets
OO it length in liev of parking and bulb-cuts: northbound
at Folsom: southbound at Harrlson: northbound at Harrisor:
and scuthbeund at Bryant, Curbzide parking lane westside
between Folsom and Harrlson becomness towaway no-
stopping afternonn peak heur seuthbound traffic lane,

==

Sldewalks!
‘West side shall be 28,5 feel to face of curb,
East side shall be 15 Fect to face of curb,

Sulbouts:

Al cornars axcept: 233t side fram Folsem Strest southerly:
yrest side from Harrlaon Street northsrly, east side of
Harrison Street scutherly, west sids from Bryant Straet
northarly.

Mid-block; east sidge, from 250 feet to 280 feat south of
Folsom Street: both sides, frem 250 to 280 fsat south of
Harrison Street.
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Main Streer will also have an almost idend-
cal Living Streer configuration to Spear and
Maln Swreer, with z couple small, but notable
differences. Beale Street does nor intersect
with Harrison Streer but rather passes under
i This presents several opportunities and
additional demands on Beale Swreet, Firny,
it provides the only practical access from
the Financial Distrier to the Bryant Streer
carpool-only on-ramp to the Bay Bridge,
allowing bridge-bound vehicles w avoid
waffic queues on Maln 2nd Harrlson Smreer.

Second, it is a reasonably direct souchbound-

bicycle route south through Rincon Hill
South Beach. Additionally, the Bay Bridge
anchorage is adjacent to the roadway south
of Harrison Sweet. Due 1w heightened
security concerns for protecting the bridge
anchorage, 2 new secutlty wall extending
out Into the existing sidewalk was buile by
Caltrans around the anchorage. To accom-
modare growing carpool wmaffic, the road
width s sufficienty wide to allow a second

southbound peak hour lane es a curbside
towaway lane should It be necessary in the
furare, A southbound bicycle lane between

. Folsom and Bryant is also included. (Note:

After Seprember 11, 2001, Beale Street was
closed to alf public access between Folsom

‘and Bryant, It has since been re-opened after

security measures were put in place, and
the maffic stiping was adjusted to pardally
conform to the Rincon Hill Plan}.

DESIGN PALETTE mziez

AT PLANTING

TR FTANCIEE0 PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Roadway:
Pre-2001 Three {anes-southbound,

Current: One lane sach direction, southbound bleycle

lane. Curbside parking both sides betwaen Frdsom and
approximatsly Harrisen, parallel west side snd perpendicular
east side. No perking south =f northern line of Bay Bridgs alther
sida. Parmanent curkside Aght tum-pockets 00" iA langth i Heu
of parking: northbeund at Folsem; southbeound at Bryarit.

RH FlenOna [ane sach diraction, southbound bicyele lare.
Curbsids parking both sides, all parailel. Fermanent curbside
right turn-peckets 100" in Isnath in lieu of parking and bulb-outs:
northbound at Folsom; southbound at Bryant,

Sidewalks:
West side shall be 15 fest to face of curb,
East side shall be 24 feet to face of curt.

Bulbouts:

All corners except: 2ast side from Folsem
Street southerjy; west side from Bryant
Street northerly;

Mid-block; east side, from 250 feet to ZEO
faet south of Folsom Street,

STOOPY/ w " it
VANDSCANING s
MGHT-OFUAL FOR IBALE
ITEET
fnohing nartvrand)
RINCON HILL STREETSCAPE MASTER PLAN
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While there is an off-ramp feeding directly
onto Fremont Sueer norchbound, thers is
relatively light wafic on Fremont Smeec
berween Harrlson and Folsom Streers, and
therefore excess capacity, This steer will
see major land use trensformation, with
approximarely 750 housing unls on this
one block, including numerous ground foor
townhouses on both sides of the stree,

Roedway:

Current: Twa traffic lanes gach direction,
arcept the southbeound direction parrows
to ona lane at Harrisen Etreet Curbside
parking on both sides.

RH Plan:Qne lane seuthkound snd two
northt:ound, One southbound (uphill)
bicycle lane, Curbsida parking on bot
sides.

3

STREET TREE: RED SUNSET MAPLE 1z

ATFLANTING

RN FINGOISCO PLANIING O EFAHTMENT

Sidewalks: -
Balh sides of the straet shalf be 15 feet
te face of curb.

Bulbouts: .

All carners (beth sidas from Folsom
Street southerly; both sides from
Harrison Streat nertharly)

1 15 15 T a ¥ 2 T hii LAk
MK SIOEWALL. HET TR e | HDEWALK T
TR fowaex
gl B
STOOPY w w w LmszAmG
LANDICAFING [Teee——t o
AGHTOFAT R FAONT
fooking acrthwent)

RINCON HILL STREETSCAPE MASTER PLAN
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Noter Folsom Street streetscape improvements l'ncludin‘é sidewalk widths, paving and all other, slements must be coordinated with the Redevelopment Agency and Planning Department for consistency with the Transbay, Rede-

B ITHIGECO PLANHING OEPARTMENT . R RINCON HILL STREETSCAPE MASTER PLAN
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16 First' Street

Roadway! Sldewalks:

Current; (Felsom to Marrison) Four traffic lanes (Folsom to Harrison) East sids of the strest

southoound, Curbside parking on both sides, excapt south thall be 15 feet to fzce of curb, transitioning
First Streer’s primary funciion is as a feeder 1o of Lansing Strast, . to 10 feat south of Lansing Strest, West side

the Bay Bridge. Berween Folsom and Harrlson shall be 10 fest.

there Is litde oppormnley tw widen sidewalks

(Harrison to end} Cne lane each direchan, Perpandicular

significantly or eliminate wraffic lanes. The east parking buth side. (Harrison to end) 12 fast both sides,
sidewalk ar the norch half of the block wis wid- :
i 5 ¥ 3} ir b .
ened during the Rincon Hill pl process, RH Flsn. (Felsam Lo Hamsxcjr.) Four .rafﬁcjanas Bulbouts;
T N N EH N southbound, Curbsida parking or both sides, except south All eorner except west sids from Harrlson
© Improve pedestrian crossing ac Harrison of Lansi ng Street. Strest partherly,

Street, beautify and soften the steer eaviron-
ment, and facillmre locaktraffic fow in the
outer lanes, landscaped medians are included
at the southern end of the block, roughly
between Lansing and Harrison Streers, where
there are cursently painted medians only.

(Hafrison te end’, One fane each diraction. No on-strest
parking.

“The topography of Rincon Hill is such that First
Street terminates at the wp of the Kill, Just souch
of Harrison Streer. This stub end is to be nar-
rowed to'the minlmum pecessary to serve devel-

opment at the top of the hill, and the remalnder
converted into landscaped open space.
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‘NGHT-GRWAT FORFRST o
ATPLANTING sTaer
Hocking pertinvect
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17

i 4

Gu_y Place

Guy Place and Lansing Street are narrow
streets (35" wide) thar form 4 continuous
semi-loop connecting to the west side of First
Street, between Folsom and Harrison Streers,
A publie staircase descends from the west end
of Lansing Street down to Essex Strect, These
streets see only light traffie serving buildings
directly on chese streets, a5 they connect only o
First Streer, but the right-ofway width limits
the width of the narrow sidewalks, The streers
shall be designed to age pedesrian use
for the entire streer width, paricularly in the
use of special paving across the entire roadway,
-as well as streer tree planting in between parked
cars. The streer shonld be designed 25 a single-
surface “shared strect” withour curbs pursuzne
1o the Berrer Streets Plan guidelines. Additlon-
ally, raised crosswalks 2cross the mouth of the
streers ar Firse Sereet will define 2 threshold
into which vehicles enter 2 mostly pedestrian
environment,

T FBANGILE0 PLANNMING DEPASTMENT

Roaclway: ' .
Current: Qne travel lanie, Curbsicle paralle! parfing cne sice.

RH Plenitia change.

Sidewalks:

Tha protacted pedestnan area adjacent to parking shall be
6 feet in width, the other protected padestrian area shalf be
8 feet to face of curb.

Bulbouts:
None,

AIGHT-RWAY FOR RS ar—— o
GUY PLACE

Hooking ecstwrard)

RINCON HILL STREETSCAPE MASTER PLAN
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Guy Place and Lansing Street are narrow
streets (35° wide) that form 2 contnuous
semi-lonp connecting to the west side of First
Streer, berween Folsom znd Hamison Streets,
A public staircase descends from the west end
of Lansing Street down to Essex Streer. These
streets see only light traffic serving uses directly
on these streets, as shey connecr only to First
Street, but the right-of-way width limits the
width of the narrow sidewalks. The streers shall
be designed to encourage pedestrian nse for
the entire street width, particularly in the use
of special paving across the entire roxdway, as
well as street tree planting in between packed
cars. Addidonally, raised crosswalks across the
mouth of the strects ar First Strect will define
a threshold Into which vehicles enter 2 mostdy
pedestrian environment.

DESIGN PALETTE gt

NUFRANCISEO PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Roadway:
Current: One travel Iane. Curbsice parallzl psriing cne side,

RH Pler: Maintein existing pedestrian zone ani travel lane cimensicns
but convert to street to Shared Puklic Way (curbless street), -

Pedestrian-Sate Zones (sidewalks) .
The sidewalk sdjacent to curb parking ("outer sidewalk’; shall ve &
feet to face of curb. the other sidewalk shall ba 8 feet to faze of curt.

Bulbouls:
None,

Sowking westwor]

RINCON HILL STREETSCAPE MASTER PLAN,
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1.2 Guy Place and hmsm:@ Street Tree Spacing

LRUFRRNCILCO PLANKING DEPARTMENT RINCON HILL STREETSCAPE MASTER PLAN

1.9 GUYA"ND LANSINJF:BETREET TREE SPACING




1.0 Grote Place and Zeno Place

" Roadway:

. Grote Place and Zeno Place ar¢ namow alleys
K Current: Cne travel lane, -

(12.5" and 17.5" wide respectively) that extend
about halfway intwe thelr blocks. Because of
thels constralned width, lack of space for cars
. ™ wm wovnd. Zeno Place has Insufficlent
space 1o safely handle rwo-way traffic. Accom-
modaring merorlzed vehicles on these soeers,
especially If nor accessing parking garages,
raiscs significant design challenges. The streets

RH Plan: Passible pedestrian only depensing on
future davelopment.

Sldevalks: .
Street shall be designed to be curbless to
encourage pedestraln use of full ROW, except
Zeno Place should have protested pedastrian-

! shall be designed 10 ge pedesmian use only area on one side.
for the entire street widsh, particularly in the Bulbous:
use of speelal paving across the entire roadway, Nona ’

as well as strect trees and landscaping areas.
1f vehicular access to these alleys is deemed
infeasible, they shall be designed 25 pedestdan
only plazas, .

: NGHTORAATION | femsmmbarres i GHT-OR-WAY FOR ey i
i SOR Ut 1ok GrotePhace denrinOnly Zano Place Pedastran Oy
= Tooking westeord . ‘ooking weatword)

RGHT-OFWAY
Grdnt Place wf CarAccnts
flookdng mesterlt

INLFTRICIESD PLANSING DERARTMENT - RINCON HILL STREETSCAPE MASTER PLAN | 22
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Most comes in the Plan area must be budic
with *corner bulbauss.” Comner bulbours shall
be built in all corner locations excepr where
curbside tum lanes are necessary and in Joca-
tons where curb parking lanes become peak
‘hour towaway lanes for ransit and zuts tmaffic
(¢.g. north side of Harrlson Street, west side of
Main Street). Addidon-
ally, bulbouts

réquired where mid-block cromwalks arm
located and at some bus stops. Bulbours in the
Rincon Hill Plan Area will be longer In length
than typical San Frandsco bulbouw. This
additional length creates space for amenities
like bike parking or greening. Other proposed
bulbour dimensions such as depth and comer

.0 Corner Bulbout/Curb Extension Design

» Comer bulbouts should extend inward
along the block Por 15 feer along the

properry line. See diagram.

» Mid-block bulbouws shall be 30" in
length.:

radii should be built in to the standards estab-
lished in the Better Streets Plan. Following are
design standards for bulbours:

* Bulbours shall extend 7 from the side-
walk curbline.

« Corner bulbouts must have a corner
radius of 10",

Landscaping should be ized on bul-
bours. Wherever possible, planters should
wrap around the tiling curved edge of the
bufbout to help visually narrow the roadway
and draw drivers’ atrendon 1o the oxended

curbline. The exu spaces creared by bulbours .-
are also key locadons for placing pedestrian ™

amenicies-such as bicycle racks, wasee recep-
tacles, newsracks, and additional seating,

xa® Comer or mid-block bulb

TN FIRNC DS FLANIIING DEPARTMENT

- RAJSED.CROSSWALKS

sswalks must be used where all
vehicular sccess (Guy, Lassi
ote, and zny newly createdalleys
with primary sweets. Th 2

RINCON HIL
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LIVING STREET DESIGN ON SPEAR,
MAIN AND BEALE STREETS

The widened side of Spear, Main and Beale Steets
will funciion as linear packs, strerching from Mission
Streee all cthe way through Transhay and Rincon Hill
o the Embarcadero on the south. These spaces must
actively contribute to the open space in the neighbor-
bood, providing public amenities and open space
opportunities. They are nor intended to be simply
visual show gardens or visual parches of green, but
actual usable and inhabitable pockets of open space in

" this very dense neighborhood.

OPEN SPACE PANELS

Though discussed as “linear parks,” the open space
strlp shall be designed not 2s 2 unified park seip with
contnuous paths and unified continuous design,
but rather a linked linear necklace of unique open
space panels, or modules. This medular stucture
Is designed to both provide variery and practically
seflect the necessity of breaking the open space mul-

“tiple times per block for driveway and other acqess.

The deslgn and uses for these panels are fexible and
open for proposal and interpreration. Designs must
foster and encourage active use by area residents and
vistrors — they should be welcoming and encourage
informal use, while d hasizing overly-manlcured
and high-maintenance showpieces. Following are sug-
gesdons for open space panels:

+ scating

v caf? tables (for immediately adJacent
commercial uses) .

» public art/seulprure

* play structures

* lawn

v dog runs

* commaunity garden

» gaming (e.g. chess tables)

ecological/educational displays

* commupity bulletin board

A diversity of panels on each steee is desimable, A
continuous sow of the same repeared module (e

“ all Jawn or all similar seating arrangements) would be
both 2esthedleally and funcciopally

The panel structure allows and expects evolution of

Individual spaces over time. As the neighborhood ’

evolves and tastes or needs change, the design of indl-
vidual panels can evolve and be refreshed (as opposed

1o the more satic natre of 4 unified singular linear - .

park design),

Panels should minimize hard and Im

permeability and landscaping, tho:;gh balance land-
scaping with inhablble open space.

TAHFRANGISED PLANNING DEPAHTMENT

PANEL DIMENSIONS A
SPECIFICATIONS:

The width of cach modiile varics
smreen: 22'6” on Spear, 19°6 o1
“The lengzh of each module

to the designs proposed.an

" driveways, !

. /RINGON HI
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Street Trees and Understory Plantings

EXISTING TREES

Existing strect trees are very spotty except
where recent new development has installed
streec trees in front of their buildings. Below
Is 2 rough inventory of the 224 existing street
trees withln the plan area boundary,

As the plan for many of the mcets in Lhc dxs—
trice calls for widening sid 1

some existing street trees is not desimble or
practical because of the new configurations of
walkways, strect wees, landscaping, and other
sidewalle elements, Most of the existing uees

- w0 be removed were planted within the past
10 years. Approximately 84 trees will likely.

be removed or relocared over the course of
the Imp} ion of the S pe Plan,
and a total of approximately 1290 new trees
will be planted to the neighborhood upon final
buildour, for a net gain of 1206 wees over the
life of the Plan.

RH STREET TREE ANALYSIS 7.07.2007

RE: 0 AEMD

Temerroet Spacias”

Bpear

.. Mal

e Exinilng irv0s a1y iterore speces than thoee caked fot 1y this Plon.

z mwhnlmwunMxMIM.
1§72 298 I abm ey 5
4. Aoys - malariy SvEnty ight Nnpes OMNSTS,

DA FUANGILES FLANNING DEPARTMENT

NEW TREES

The box ar right llsts the required streer ree  SIZE
species and cultivars for cach stroec in the  Recommended nURSETY
district, Profect sponsors must use the primary  21¢ 48" box Fm’v al
wes species and cultivar indicated unless Itis  bexes on alleys
unavailable, in which case the alrernarive selec-  street tees mus
tion may be used. Botanical names are given in ar approximately
Ialles, specific cultivars (if any) follow in plain  and branch a ni
text with single quotes, and common names walk grade, _TTQ
are given in parentheses, opening of at least

TREE SELECTION AND PLANTING
SPECIFICATIONS

Basic requirements for sereex trees in Rincon
Hill are established in Planning Code Section
138(c)(1). Some of these requi:uncn;s', are
reprinted here and augmented with addivignal
specifications.

Folsom and Harison Skeets:
Lephosiemeon COHfF!&? {Evizkane En

: Spear, Main, and Beale sbeaL:
2 Tlie ccrdste ‘Greenspire’ (Litle Leaf Lindendy
‘native: Liguidamoer, styrecdiors ‘Rotundilobs’ (Lnr*unJ-smb':r/Frunkl SIS
gum) i e
i3
Fremont, Flrst. end Essex Slree

alternaty g dcer v Ereemanii ‘Auturn Blaze (Fn zeman Mapla)

Firct Strent Center Medigns
P s rgra Relica’ (Lomkerdy Fogl: )

*Guy Piace, Lansing Strect. Zeno Place, Grate Place, and mid-block pedeslrian paths:
Pvrus coller, ar:s.: ‘Cranticlese’ {Calumnar Ornamental Pear)

m Eovehall' (Celumnar Fed Maple)

ot Ponceton Sentey (Columnar Gingkol”

IRRIGATION

don, includinig tee
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UNDERSTORY PLANTINGS
Ar-grade hndstaping in planvers Is 2 key
p of g g and soft the
sueetscape In the disuricr. Exxensive plan(crs
are required on most sweers. In additon 1w

‘providing color and patural relief from the

hard cityscape ax pedestrian level, planters
along the sidewalk edge buffer pedestians from
raffic and parked czrs, as well as serve valuable
logical funcdons by collecting, filtering,
and slowing sidewalk stormwarer nxnoﬁ" The
Streesscape Plan's goal is 1o maximize perme-
sble surface and greenery wherever possible.

Plantings should be as exuberant as possible,
with significant seasonal or year-round color. A
diversity of plantings and species is encouraged
to creare heterogeneity and a casual, informal
feeling with 2 resldential neighb

hood. Develop. that are landscaping

extensive sidewalk frontages or muldple con-
secutive planting beds are sirongly enwuug:d

parkway side of Spear, Main, or Beale Sweers

for the purpose of creating Intmae sicing

or actlvity areas. Recommended plant types
include Sowerlng plants and grasses, including
Flax, Phorminm, Sedge, Carex, Hemeroallls
(Daylilies), and other drought tolerant species,
Landscape architects are encouraged to meet
and confer with the DPW Bureau of Urban
Foresay o review specles proposed for each
specific sreerscape implementaton.

PLANTER DESIGN

Planters are required on almost 2ll sidewalks in
Rincon Hill. Planter dimensions are given for
cach sweee on those streer's Tespective sections
of the document,

LOCATION
Planters meeting the minlmum dimensional

smndards must be located at all feasible loca~

dons per the spacing pattern and dimensional
swandards requited for che particular street per
this d In peneral, planters may not

o avold reperitive or homog

Boxy or rigid evergreen hedges or bushes. such
as Japanese Boxwood, should be avoided,
except in limited nsage, such as on the wide

BRULFRAMCIECD FLAMNING DEPABTMENT

be omitted from the partern, such s in front
of a pardeular business or building enwance.
‘The Plannlng Deparoment may permit up to

two sucer trees o be placed in tee grares in
lien of planters In front of a bullding with o
pardeularly high volume of curb-side drop-off
activity and an offickal white curb loading zone.

GRADE

All planting beds should be designed to allow
sidewalk stormwater runoff w Aleer through
planting beds. Planting beds should be flush or
slightly depressed from sidewalk grade.

EDCING

Planter edglng Fearures are encouraged and
may be Incorporated along the perimerer of
the planter. The edging frature must be perme-
able 10 allow water w flow inw and through
the planter. Edging frarures should not be
higher than 18" above grade, and may consist
of ornamenral ralllngs or other marterials-such
as decorative stone, brick. or concrere, IF
constucred of 2 non-permeable marerial such

“as stane, brick, or concrets, the edging must

be significandy perforated at sidewalk grade
at regular intervals 1o allow runuﬂ" © How .
through the planter.
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SPEAR, MAIN, & BEALE STREETS - Living Streets

Min, & %-‘gﬁgﬂ

K i

AT PLANTING

BN FIRHOEED PLANNING DEPARTHENT

T0YEARS

T4 CORDATA ‘GREENSPIRE'
(LITTLE LEAF LINDEN)

Character:

Pyramidal In youth, ovate when malure; deciducus;
dense and compact branching; brenches are upright and
spreding, ) ’

Size:

Height: 40" - 80"

Spread: 85' -

Flower//Bark:
Small, yeltow or light cream flowers in drosping clusters
durlng summer menths. Ridged, grey-broam bark,

Planting Specifications:

New streel frees must have @ minimum 2" caliper at 4.5'
above sidewalk grade and tranch at a minimum of 8
above sidewalk grecie. Trees are to ba planted every 20" In
sidewalk openings of al least 18 square fest, and shall nat
be closer than 25' to an Infersection approach or 10° fom
Ihe fer sids of the Intersection. Treas shall be planted In &
continuous, connected soil-filled trench of sructural soils lo
& depth of at least 3' 67, .

Street Trees and Understory Plantings

ALTERNATE
LIQUIDAMEAR STYPACIFLORA *"ROTUNDILOBA!
(FRUITLESS SWEETGUM)

Character:

Pyramidal when young, oblong lo rounted
whan mature; deciduous shade irae; alternate,
slar-aheped Jeaves; usually maintains a single
loacler,

Size!
Height: 40" - 60"
Spread: 35"

Flower//Bark:
Small, non-desctipl llowsrs. Corky, doeply
furrowed ridges, yellowish-brown bark,

Planting Spaclilcations:

Mew street frees must have & minimum 2" caliper
al 4.5" above sidewalk grade and branch et
minlmum of & above sidewalk grade. Trees are
{o be planted every 20' In sidawalk openings of al
{nast 16 squara {e!, and shal] not be closer than
25 to an intersection approash or 10° from the far
side of Ihe intersection. Trees shall be planted
in & comdinuous, connected sollilled franch of
shuciural soils to & depth of al [sast 3 6",

UNDERSTORY PLANTING PALETTE

Understory plantings, such as ditfarent Carex, Hemerocallls, Koslerla, Flax, Phormium, and
Sedge oultivars, are requlred in all planters, Whila the genaral visual theme of these plantings
should be consistent, variely is encouraged and the cholea of spacific plantings s fiexibla,
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4.2 Street Trees and Understdry Plantings -

HARRISON & FOLSOM STREETS

LOPHOSTEMON CIONFERTUS
(BRISBANE BOX)

Character:
Broadinaf; evergreen; upright; oval form.

Size;
Height: 35’ 40
Spreed: 25'

Flower//Bark:

Small, white, distinclive, fiowels in clusters 2-4" uoross during
summer months, Motled, shredding, fight brown or reddish bark,
sienifar o tAadrone,

Planting Specifications:

Mew strzet trees must have a minimum 2° calipsr &t 4.5' above
sidewalk grade and branch at & minimum of 8' abova sidewalk
grade. Tress are lo be planted every 20' in sidewalk openings
of at feast 16 square feet, and shall nol be closer lhan 25" to an
Intersection approach or 10' lrom Ihe lfar side of the Intaresclion,
Trees shall be planted In & continucus, connecied sollilled trench

UNDERSTORY PLANTING PALETTE

of strusturel soils to & depth of at leas( 3' 6*, : Understory plantings, such as different Carex, Hemerocsllls, Keelarla, Fiax, Phomium, and -
: Sedgs cullivars, are required in all plenters, Whila the geners| visual thems of these planfinas
should be consistent, veriety s encouraged and fhe choles of specilic plantings s fiexible.
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AT PLANTING

AR FIENGNCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT

i
10Y

EARS

ACER RUBRUM 'RED SUNSET'
(RED MAPLE)

Character:

Symretrieal, uprght ovate in youth and when mature:
daciduous; branches uprighl and require pruning for optimal
shape. Showy red toliage duting fall months.

Size:
Helght: 404"
Spread; 2535

Flower/Bark:
Small, red showy flowers In spring. Reddlish-grey bark,
smonth.

Planting Specifications:

New siregt frees must have a minimum 2" caliper at 4.5
ahova sidewalk grade and branch al a minimum of &'
ahove sidewalk grade, Trees are to be planted svery 20' In
sidewalk openings of at lzast 16 square feol, and shall not
be closer thon 28' 1o an Intarsection approach or 10° fram
tha (ar side of the Infersection. Trees shall be planied in a
conlinuous, connected soilfiled trench of structural sofls ta
& depth of af laast 8' 6%,

.5 Street Trees énd Understo’fy Plantings

FREMONT & ESSEX STREETS

ALTERNATE
ACER FREEMANI *AUTUMN BLAZE'
(FREEMAN MAPLE)

Character:

Distinet, upright ovala foim in youth and when
mature; declduous; well-defined cenirel laadsr
with ascending branches; rapid growlh rale; not as
dense as othier cultivars. Showy orange-red lollage
during fall months, medlum-gresn, shiny follags in
summer.

Size!

Height: 40°-50' | Spread: 30'-40
Flower/Bark:

Non-descripl flowers, Tha bark is smooth, whitish
when young, becoming [urewed with desk fidges
as it ages.

Planting Specifications:

New street trees must have & minimum 27, caliger
al 4.5 above sidewalk grade end branch al a
minimum of 8' above sidewalk grade, Trees are
{o be planted every 20" in sidewalk openings of at
least 16 square fest, and shall not be closer than
25" to an infarsacilon approach or 10* from the far
slcle of lhe intersection. Trees shall be planted ina
continuous, connested soll-filled! french of shiuclural
solls to & dapth of at leas 3' 67,

UNDERSTORY PLANTING PALETTE

Linderstory plantings, such as cliiferent Carex, Hemerocalls, Rosleria, Flax. Phomium, .and

Sedge cultivars, are required In alf planters, While the general visual theme of these plantings
shouid ba consistent, varlety is encouragad end the choice of specific plantings is fiexdbls,

RINCON
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4.4 Street Trees and Understbry Plantings

FIRST STREET

ACERRUERUN ‘RED SUNSET'
(RED MAPLE)

Character:

Symmalrical, upright ovate In yowh and when malurs;
deciduous; branches upright and require pruning for opiimal
shape. Showy red foliage curing fall months,

Size:
Helght: 40'45' | Spread: 2535

Flowar/Bark:
Srnall, ted showy Nowers in spring. Reddish-grey bark,
smooth.

Planting Specifications:
Red Sunsel Maple shall be ussd for sidewalk planting

Mew slreat trees must have a minimum 2° caliper at 4.5
above sidewalk grade and branch at & minimum of &
above sidewalk grade. Trees ara lo ba planied evary 20° In
sidewalk openings of at Jeast 16 square feet, and shall not
be closer than 25° 1o an Interssction appioach or 19° from
ihe far side of the Intersection, Trees shall be planied In 2
continuous, connected soil-fifled Yrench of atructural soils 1o
a depth of al [east 3° 6.

FRUTHRICEDO PLANKING DEPARTMENT

o

¥ S p
Lombardy Poplar shall be planted in the centar medlan, No
altwrnate spacies has been selectad,

POPULUS MISAA 'TALICA’
(LOMBARDY POPLAR}

Character:

Very slender upright crown (calumn-like); deciduous, small
shiny green leaves, serrated at edge; upward berding
branches start close to the ground.

Size:
Helght: 4060 | Spreads; 1015

Flowet/Bark:

Siender, reddish to yellow-green, hanging catkins, 2 10
3 inchss lony, appear in sarly spring before the feaves.
Smooth grey-graen bark.

Planting Specificatlons:
Lombady Poplar shell be planted in the center median.

Trees are to be planled every 20' alung both medfan ships
byl shall not be closer than 25° 10 {he inlersection with
Harrison Strest or 10" from the Itersection with Lansing
Slrest  Trees shall be planted In & continuous, conneclect
soililled trench of structural salls to & depth of at leasl 3' 6%,
The median shall be plantad with fow-grawing shrubs and
impervious cover shell be kepl to & minimum. The median
curbg shall ba relnforced and Include root bartlers 1o pioleot
the Integrity of the surroundling rosdway.

ALTERNATE .
ACER FREEMANIt 'AUTUMN BLAZE®
(FREEMAN MAPLE)

Chardcter:

Distieict, upright ovale form In youlh and when
mature; declduous; well-defined centrel leader
with ascending branches; rapld growth rate; not as
dense as other cultivars, Showy orange-fed follage
during fall months, medium-green, shiny foliage In
summer.

Slze:
Height: 40450' | Spread: 30'40"

Flowsr/Bark:

Non-descript flowats. The bark s sranoth, whitish
when young, becoming furrowed with dark fidges
as it ages.

Planting Specifications:

New ateeet frees must have a minimum 2" caliper
al 4,5' above sidewalk gracle and branch al a
minimum of 8' above sidewalk grade, Tress are
to bo planted every 20" In sidewalk apenings of at
Isasl 16 square lest, and shell nol be closer than
25" lo an Intersection approach or 10' from the Tar
slde of the Intersection, Trees shall be planted Ina
conlinuous, connectad snll-filled tranch of structural
soils to 4 deplh ol at [east 3' 6",

UNDERSTORY PLAMTING PALETTE

Understory planiings, such as different Carex, Hemetocallls. Koelera, Flax, Phormium, and
Sedge cullivars, are sequired fn off planters, ‘While the general visual theme of thess planlings
shotild ba conelstent, variely Is encouragsd and the chelca of spscmg plantings is flexible,
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Street Trees

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

SYRUS CALLERTANA "CHANTICLEER'
(COLUMNAR ORNAMENTAL PEAR)

Character: .

Pyramidal lo columnar in youth and when malure; upright
Dbranching; ovel, glossy green [zaves In summey hat *denge’
in breazes; aftraclive reddish-purple leaves In fall. Showy
flowers In spring.

Size:
Helght: 25"35°
Spreed: 16"

Flower/Bark:

Five-peteled, creamy-white flowers In spring, showy: deaply ‘

furrowed, textured bark,

Planting Specifications:

Neny streel rees must have a minimum 2* caliper at 4.5°
above sidewslk grade and branch at & minimum of 8'
above sidewalk grade, Tress are io be planied every 20° in
sidewalk openings of at least 16 square {eet, and shsll not
be closer than 25’ fo an Intersection approach or 10" from
the far slde of the Infersection. Trees shall be plaptad ina
continuous, cannected soil-filled trench of structural sofls fo
adepth of at least 3 6,

ACER RUERUM TBOYYHALL!
{CCLUMNAR RED MAPLE)

Character: .

Upright pyramidal, fast growth rale; deciduous; showy red-
orange leaves In fall, singfe-trunk whih upright branching;
medium-texlured dark green [saves In summer,

Slze:
Height: 45'-50"
Spread: 1828

Flower/Bark:

Shewy rad flowars in spring; reddish-gray trunk, furowed,
Planting Specifications:

Nety stremt treas must have a mininum 2" caliper &l 4.8
above sidewalk grade and branch at a minimum of 8'
above sidewalk grade, Trees ars to be planted every 20" in
sidevall openings of al least 18 squere feet, and shall not
b closer than 25" {o an Intersecilon approach or 10' from
1he far side of the intersection. Trees shall be planted in a
continuous, connected sail-fllad trench of struciurel soils to
a depth of ot Jeast 5' 6",

BANFOANCINEO FLANNING DEPARTIENT

GINAGO BILOZA 'PRINCETON SENTRY’
(COLUMNAR GINGKO)

Character:

Upright columnar, Nighly irregular picturesque branching
when mature: declduous; medium-green and unusually
obovete (lan-shaped) leaves In summer, skiking yellow
color in fall plunt mule specimens anly 1o avoid seed
dropping.

Size:
Haight: up to 60
Spread: 10°

Flower/Bark:

Mon-cescript flovwers; light brown {o brownish~-gray bark is
desply lurrowed and becomes highly ridges with ags,
Planting Specifications:

New siceel trees must have a minimurn 2" cafiper at 4.5
ubove sidewalk grade and branch at & minimum of 8'
above sldewalk grade. Trees are to be planted evety 20°in
sidewalk openings of at least 18 squars lest, and shall not
ba doser then 25" to an intetsastion approach o 10° from
the far sids of the inlersection. Trees shall ba plentedina
continuous, connected soililled trench of struclural solls o
adepth of at leas! 3' 6",

RINCON HILL STREETSCAPE MASTER PLAN
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5.0 Street Furnishings & Amenities

There will be 2 common palette of sweer fu-
nishings for Rincon Hill and Transbay, These
furnlshings are also described in the Transbay
Redevelopment Area Sweesscape and Open
Space Concept Plan. The furnishings listed
below must be used. However, given thar

f and their products come and
go over time, if these furnishings ave nocavail-
able, a substiture comparable in aesthedits and
performace may be propesed subject to the

. approval of the Planning Deparment.

'BICYCLE RACK

“Welle Circular” - Square Tube
Manufcurers Palmer Group
(www.blkeparking,com)

Bicycle racks should be inswalled through »

modate the Increasing trunk girth of 2 growlng
tree. There are supporting ribs for the distine-
tive conceniric squares of the Chinook grate
that can be easily scored, sawed, or ground

in order o remove the Innermost concentric
squares and allow the tree addivional space.
Where tree grates are proposed, project spon-
sors must commit to maincaining and adjusting
the tree grate over time.

BENCHES
Preffered Bench
"Folsom Street Custom Bench”

Manufacturers Galanter and Jones

Contacr: Office of Community Investment and
Infra (OCII - § Agency to the

the district, at least one rack per block on
each sidé of the streer on the shorter easc-west
blocks (e.g. Harrlson between Flrst and Fre-
mont Swreets) and at least two on the longer
porth-south blocks (e.z. P between

Redevelopment Agency)

Alrernarive:
"Knight Bench” .
Manuf; Forms + Surfaces

Folsom and Harrison Streers). Av least two
bike racks should be locared on each block of
Folsom Smeer.

TREE GRATE

“Chinook" ~4', Cast Iron
Manufacrurer; Urban Accessories
(www.urbanaccessorles.com)

In general, trees are 10 be un“grated and
planted in landscaped planting beds as
illustrated on the pages pertaining to cach
relevane streer. However, there are limired
Jocations where tree grates may be used and
plandng beds are not desixeable or feasible
in areas wich high pedestrian traffic and
narrower sidewalks, such 25 along Folsom
Streer. Additionally, one or two wrees may
be placed in grates adjacent to designated
curbside loading zones, The approved grare,
the Urban Accessories “Chinook” grate, is
capable of being modified over Wme 10 acco-

URHERRICIEED PLAKNING DEPARTMENT

Benches length may vary dependlng on the
constralnss of the Jocation, Although all benches
should feature backs and armurests, at least one
bench in each group of benches must have
armyests and 2 backrest of 18" minimum heighe,

FOLSOM AND HARRISON STREETS AND AT
TRANSIT STOPS

Metl Perch Searing with Custom Back and Base
Manufacrurer; Hess

TRASRK RECEPTACLES
“Dual Trash Recycling Recepracle
Manufzcrurer: Forms and Surfaces -

Maxlmum 347 helght Is recommended.

BOLLARDS .
*DG-5", “DG-1" (wirh lighr incorporated)
Manufcrurer: Urban Accessories

Minimum recommended bollard helght is 3' 6",
Benches. “Folsom Straet Custel ane asian

E v CMGT
Landscape Architecture, Menufacturer: Galantzrand Jones



One common unifying element of the
public realm Is the lighting scheme, whose
elements Include the light fixmres, illumina-
tion levels, and fixrure locations. Unlgue
light fixrures, common to Rincon Hill and
Transbay, are intended 1o replace all of
the existing sweer lightdng in the disricts,
including all of the standard "Cobra”

-head fixtures. The findamental prin-

ciples guiding these lighring standards are:

(1) Huminaton should be oriented to the
pedestrian realm, with roadway lighting
serving to highlight conflict polnts and
pedestrian crossings only at Intersec-
dons and crosswalks.

(2) The pattern of illuminadon and fix-
wre placement should create o clear
hierarchy and classification of streers,
differentiating the funcdon of Folsom
and Harrson Streers from the more
residendal steeets and alleys,

The City, through ordinance by the Board
of Supervisors and the Mayor, have declared
Rincon Hill and Transbay a unique special
lighting area, due to the neighborhoods®
cohesiveness, distincrness and size,

The City has adopted the following fixtures
and standards for lxghrlng In Rincon Hill
:and Transbay:

ROADWAY AND PEDESTRIAN LIGHTS:
Pole: The city has commissioned Yalmone
Indusuies to manufacmise 2 custom lighe
pole for the Rincon Hill Streerscape Master
Plan arex The light pole is available as 2 rall
roadway light and shorrer pedestrian lighe,
Specific pole heighrs, luminaire arm lengths
and pole spacing will vary depending on site
conditions.

SN ITIRICIRED PLANMING DEFARTMENT

©.0 Street Lighting

Ma.nui':&uzcr: Valmont Industries.
Luminare: *Lumec GPLS / GPLM”
Manufacturers Philips Lumee

Interested pardes should contact SFPUC

LIGHT POLLUTION, UPLIGHTING, SUP-
PLEMENTAL LIGHTING

To avold unnecessary light pollution of the
nlght sky and of upper [eve] residentlal wnies,
uplighting Is generally not permitted, Includ-
ihg uplighting in planters and of streer trees.

Utiliey Services for derailed specficiari
and construcrion standards for street lights,
Current conwmets are Sue Black (sblack@
sfwater.org) and Kevin Sporer (ksporer@
sfwaterorg). !

Noter.A speclal streetllpht configuradon will

be selected for Folsom Streer as 2 special
street, bur chis has yet to be selected. Any
implementation of smeetlights on Folsom
will require coordination of Planning Depr,
SFPUC, and SF Redevelopment Agency.

STREET LIGHTING PATTERN:
Folsom Streett Roadway lighs, with
Roadway/Pedestrian enmbo, four per block,
spaced roughly every 75-80 feer. Roadway
lights musr be paired/aligned 1o the greates
exrent feasible with roadway lights on oppo-
site side of Folsom Steer. Pedestrian lights
infll midway berween Roadway/Pedestrian
lights (f.e. three per block). Lamping: Road-
way: 100W Pedestrian: 70W.

Spear, Main, Beale Fremont, Ficst, Har-
rison Streetst Pedestrian lights spaced every
40 feer (roughly berween every other steer
txee), both sides of the block. One Roadway/
Pedestrian combo light ar each crosswalk/
Intersection ~ one at either end of the block
and one at mid-block. Lamping: Roadway:
100W Pedestian: 70W.

Guy Place, Lansing Street, Zeno, Grote
Streees: Alleyway light spaced 40" apart on one
side of street only, Pendant lights, suspended
onaable d to aburtdng buildings, mzy

be substitured for pedestrian lights,

Lumlnalres with open lamps and. the use of
non-cutoff fixcures Is” prohiblted. Lighting
meant 1o supplement existing street lighdng
to enbance the pedestrian realm or creare
dramatic architecrural effeces (bollards, wall
soffits, wall lanterns )
with cutoffs) should

be direcred down- -
ward and kepr w

low levels.
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7.0 Paving

Sidewalk paving provides the common foor .

thar des the public ground plane In the dis-
trict together, as well as establishes “zones”
of use on the sidewalk through subde varia-
ton. Individual sldewalk paving pamerns
unique to a pardeular development are not
" permitced in Rincon Hill, Rather, 2 common

PARKING LANE PAVING

Al onestrect curbside parking lanes not used
as peak-hour cow-away lanes or turning lanes
should be paved with permeable unic pav-
ers medlum o dark-grey In color, designed

to provide sub-surface peak-flow detendon

of sormwater, 'The specific performance
md 1 . AN Ters:

vocabulaty, patrern, and als shall be
used as described in this document.

BASIC SIDEWALK
The basic sidewalk shall conslst of

+ Concrete

* Light Grey color

» Light sandblast finish

* 3" %3 scoring

* Saw-cur joints
SIDEWALK BANDING !
Bands of contrasting color and pattem are
requlired on all streecs, The pamern for each
sweet is established on the respective pages.
Materlals shall be as follows:

CURS BAND PARALLEL TO ROADWAY
ON FOLEOM

¢ Concrate

* Medlum or Darck Grey eolor
+ Lighe sandblast finish

» 3"x 3" scoring

* Saw-cut joints

CROSS-SIDEWALK BANDS PERPENDIC-
ULAR TO ROADWAY ON FOLSOM, MAIN,
AND BEALE STREETS i
* 4" x 4" Granite Setts or Unir Paver, or
4"x8" Unit Paver
* Dark Grey or Black

CURB LANDSCAPING ZONE ON 12'-15'
SIDEWALKS ON SPEAR, MAIN, BEALE,
FREMONT, FIRST, HARRISON, AND ES-
SEX STREETS

* 67 x 6" Unit Paver

+ Dark Grey or Black

BRUFIRICIPES PLANKHING DEPARTUIRITT

are to be dcr.:rmln::i on 3 site-by-site basis
in consultation with che Public Udlides
Commission and the Department of Public
Works.

ALLEY PAVING (GUY PLACE, LANSING
STREET, ZENO AND GROTE ALLEYS,
AND ANY NEWLY CREATED ALLEYS)

Sidewzlks, where present, shall be paved
with the basle sldewalk pamern as described
at lef.  Additionally, cross-sidewalk band-
ing of a contrasting color and pattern shall
exvend zcross both sidewalks and continue
across the sweet, perpendicular to the fow
of traffic. Spacing of these bands shall be
approximately every 20° aligned with wes
plandng.

The street surface of the alley shall be a
scamped and/or colored asphalt, of a patern
and color complimentary o the cross-band-
ing. The Intencis for the alley to read asa
visually uniform, cohesive surface.

The street surface of the alley shall be s
stamped and/or colored asphalt, of a pawrern
and color complimentary to the cross-
banding. The intent Is for-the alley to read
25 2 visually uniform, cohesive surface from
building face ro building face.

SIDEWALK VAULTS

Where sub-grade udliy vauls must be
locared in the sidewalks, paving pamerns
and materisls should be conrinued across the
surface of the vaulrs,

;
PERMEABLE pa

UTILITIES

Many of the sureescape Improvements
proposed within this d i
expansion of the sidewalk area and relocz-
don of curbs Into the sereet.

These designs may pose conflicts with
existing overhead or underground uslides.
For example, overhead electrical wires may
conflict with proposed sueet mee place-
mentand fire hydrants and water linies may
conflict with a proposed curb extension,

Project sponsors are expected to design
and construct public realm improvements
that are reflective of the designs artcnlated

in this document. Ciry standards restrler
the placement of some above ground
infr e such as rewining walls and
landscaping over certain usilideswithin the
right-of-way. Clry smadards also regulate
the location of cermin udlites within the

right-of-way. For example, high-pressure’

fire hydrants must be Jocated witchin X0CX
feer of the curb, Streerscape upgrades will
likely ngcessirate the relocarion of existing
urilities, the costs of which will be bome
by the project sponsor.

Project sponsors are encouraged to consider
and analyze the location and ‘porendal

impacts loca! urilities may pose early on In
the design process. To Jearn more about the
Clty's smndards and regulad ing
utilldes, coordinate with the SFPUC.

Sees

The Bemer Sueers Flan (wwwhistberer-
steers.org) provides guidance on design of
specific sreetscape fearures relared ro uliny
placement and relocation when installing
street trees and traffic calming devices,

SFPUC Swndards for the Plcement of
“Warer Facilitles with Respect to Streer and
Sidewalk Improvements




8.0 Utllities

There are numerous sub-grade utilities and
vaults {wazer, sewer, power, telecommuni-
catlons) within the existing right-ofways.
. ’ The impl fon of the curblines and
; other smeetscape elements articulaced in this *
document {e.g. required by Planning Code
- Secdon 138.1) will in some instances require
. some relocatdon or alreration of existing
' udlities. Per réquirements of DPW, PUC or
" other agencies, project sp are required
. to carty out any and all urilicy relocations or
modifications as necessary. These costs must
be bome by the project sponsor. Any varia-
tion from the curblines and standards con-,
tained in this document proposed by project
sponsors in order to avoid modifications of :
existing urilities may only be considered and
approved in consultation with and at the
discretion of the Planning Deparoment.

Utility relocation costs will not typically
, stand 85 a reason for deviatng from or

degrading the coneepr designs artculared in

this document. Project sponsors are encour-
> aged to consider and analyze the Jocation
X . and potendal impacts Jocal udlities may pose
: carly on In the design process. To learn more
about the Clty's standards and regulations
concerning udlites, coordinate with the
SFPUC and DPW,

DA FIRICILES PLANNING OEPARTHENT
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SAN FRANCISCO
MUNICIPAL 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 Dlrectors 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 prov1de 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 Agenéy Board of Directors endorses the

Planning Department’s 2014 Update to the conceptual pedestrian safcty 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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Thursday, March 5, 2015
12:00 p.m.
Regular Meeting

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

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

STAFF IN ATTENDANCE: 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 of Townsend and 2"d 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

ACTION: Continued to March 19, 2015
AYES: Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards
ABSENT: 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 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: None
ACTION: Continued to April 2, 2015 _ ;
AYES: Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards
ABSENT: 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 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
31.04(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: None
i ACTION: Continued to April 16,2015
AYES: Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards
~ ABSENT: Antonini, Johnson, Wu
Meeting Minutes i Page Zof 10

ground floor retail space (approximately 1,600 square feet). The subject property is located
within the South £nd 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: None
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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 10th 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 (Reglonal Commercial) Zoning District, and 55/65-X
Height and Bulk District.

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

SPEAKERS: None

ACTION: Approved with Conditions
AYES: : Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards
ABSENT: Antonini, Johnson, Wu
MOTION: 19128

C COMMISSION MATTERS

5.

Meeting Minutes

Consideration of Adoption:
e Draft Minutes for Rules Committee February 12, 2015

SPEAKERS: None

ACTION: " Adopted
AYES: Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards
ABSENT: Antonini, Johnson, Wu

Commission Comments/Questlons

e Inquiries/Announcements. Without discussion, at thls time Commissioners may

- make announcements or inquiries of staff regarding various matters of interest to
the Commissioner(s).

e 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:
| 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

Page 3of 10
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Zealand 3, Munich, Vancouver, Frankfurt, Geneva, Copenhagen, and Sidney filled the first

- 10. And | 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. | actually talked to some folks that | know who knows hosts or are
host and are blaming the process for why things are starting slow, and | 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. | 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. 1'd love to see
how this shapes up in the future. A couple of other things, there is not a day goes by that
| 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 | sit here and | know we've talked
about this in the fall, about the Mayor's housing work streams. | guess | am trying to
understand when that going come before us for review. | 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, | 'd
love to know.

D. DEPARTMENT MATTERS

7.

Meeting Minutes

Director’s Announcements

Director of Current Planning Jeff Joslin - (For Director Rahaim):

While I've got the mic, | thought | 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 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, Nick’s first
hearing. You will be hearing from him on ltem 9.

Review of Past Events at the Board of Supervisors, Board of Appeéls 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 Code Requirements. Sponsor: Wiener, Breed. This ordinance
Page 4of 10
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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 - AGI-TMG Housing Partners |, 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 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 bétter.
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 ina
way that did not reduce our housing; this use is predicated on if those limits could
be enforced.

Page Sof 10
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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:

e 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 18, The Commission also approved a Cerfificate 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. | am certainly

Meeting Mintes ' Page 6of 10
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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. 2014-00107IMP (N. FOSTER: (415) 575-9167)
536 MISSION STREET, GOLDEN GATE UN!VERSITY 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: + Mike Koperski — Sponsor presentation
ACTION: 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.

10a.  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.
Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt-a Resolution to Initiate; and schedule a hearing

SPEAKERS: + Adam Tarakovsky - Support

ACTION: Adopted a Resolution to Initiate and scheduled a hearing for March 26,
) 2015

AYES: Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards

ABSENT: Antonini, Johnson, Wu

RESOLUTION: 19239

Meeting Minutes ' ' Page 7of 10
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10b.

1.

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:  Same as Item 10a.

ACTION: Adopted a Resolution fo Initiate and scheduled a hearing for March 26,
2015

AYES: Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards

ABSENT: Antonini, Johnson, Wu

A RESOLUTION: 19330

2013.00697 (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-) Height and
Bulk District.

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

SPEAKERS: +Tom, Tunny — Sponsor presentation

ACTION: After Hearing and closing public comment; Continued to March 19, 2015
AYES: Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards
ABSENT: 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

Page 8of 10
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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: - Thomas Drohan ~forgiveness versus permission;
+ Nils Welin — small yards
ACTION: Took DR and Disapproved
AYES: Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards
ABSENT: Arnitonini, Johnson, Wu
DRA No: 0407
13. 2014-000977DRP ' (M. BOUDREAUX: (415) 575-9140)
360 EUREKA STREET — west side between 20th and 215t 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.
Staff Analysis: Abbreviated Discretionary Review
Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve
SPEAKERS: - 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 nelghborhood character
+ Peter - City life
+ Debra Rubius — Housing families in SF
+ Catherine Lee — Desire to move to SF
ACTION: 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.
AYES: - Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards
ABSENT: Antonini, Johnson, Wu
DRA No: 0408
14, 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
Page 9of 10
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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: + Tom McElroy — Project presentation;
: + Thomas Firpo — Owner comments ‘
- (F) Speaker - alternate plans, negative impacts

ACTION: Took DR and approved the project with a condition for the Project
Sponsor to continue working with staff on the design

AYES: Fong, Hillis, Moore, Richards

ABSENT: Antonini, Johnson, Wu

DRA No: 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 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 commlssmn 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 100f 10
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City Hall .

President, District 5 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244

BOARD of SUPERVISORS San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-7630
Fax No. 554-7634
TDD/TTY No. 544-5227
London Breed )
PRESIDENTIAL ACTION

Date: : '
To: Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supevisors - B
Madam Clerk,

Pursuant to Board Rules, I am hereby:

1 WﬁlViﬁg 30—Day Rule (Board Rule No. 3.23) .

File No. ,
(anﬂ-ty Sponsor) .
Title. .
' Traﬂsfetrmg (Board Rule No. 3.3)
File No. 150401 Department
) {(Primary Sponsox)

Title. General Plan Amendments - Rincon Hill Stregy

From: Boatd/Adoption Without Reference to . Committee

Te: Land Use & Transportation ' Committee

[0  Assigning Temporary Committee Appointment (Board Rule No. 3.1)

Supetvisor

Replacing Supetvisor
For:

Meeting

(Date) (Committee)

London Breed, President
Board of Supetvisors
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TO:

FROM:

City Hall

2 @\ Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

San Francisco 94102-4689
- Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

MEMORANDUM

John Rahaim, Directdr, Planning Department

Ed Reiskin, Executive Director, Municipal Transportation Agency
Tiffany Bohee, Executive Director, Community Investment & Infrastructure

Mohammed Nuru, Director, Public Works

Board of Supervisors

DATE: May 13, 2015

SUBJECT: LEGISLATION INTRODUCED

Andrea Ausberry, Assistant Clerk, Land Use and Transportation Committee,

- The Board of Supervisors’ Land Use and Transpdrtation 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 wnth the General Plan, and the elght priority

policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1.

If you have any additiohal 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,

(o

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 Division
Claudia Guerra, Executive Assistant

Natasha Jones, Commission Secretary

Frank Lee, Secretary to the Director
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; City Hall
: 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
BOARD of SUPERVISORS

San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 544-5227
PROOF OF MAILING
Legislative File No. 150401

Description of ltems:

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.

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:

Instructions: Upon completion, original must be filed in the above referenced file.
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City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
. Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

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

LAND USE AND TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT the Land Use and Transportation Cémmittee 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 B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA

Subject: - 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.

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 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 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 review on Friday, June 19, 2015.

. S~
-0 Cagurdds

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

DATED: June 10, 2015
POSTED/PUBLISHED: June 12, 2015
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s maiter, and shall be  The Court ardors that alt
brou hl lo Lhe auanﬂon crlhs possons Inlerested 1o this

members o

Wiitten commams should | ha

addrassad to Angsla

Glerk of the Board, Clly Hall

1 Dr. Cariton Goodlelt Place,
ocmZM San Fﬁmulsm CA

relalting

24902,

1284 Valanda Stiest 1o this maller is avaliable h
Franclsco, CA 94110 the Office of the Clerk
Protests against the granting Board, Agenda \n!mmaxlun
of wuid_parmit wil ba hoard (ol 10 lhe matir val ba
at the ice of tha D for public taview on
of Public Health at 8:30 am, Fnd , June 19, 2015, Angela

on Tuesday, June 30, 20 o, Clerk of the Boa
whan  sai wi
lé hamd In Room 300, 101 CITATION

B e arcia, MPA SUPERIOR COURT
B oF b Hdih FORTHE STAvS
———————————— THE

NOTICE OF APPLICATION CSOUNTY OF

FOR PERM"‘ N FRANCI
that UN{TED FAMILY COURT

m= lonowlnu mdxv?duul has Case  Number:  JDi2-

Tled an epplication with the 2

laundry the specified
lo::aﬁon in Ihe Clly and County
of San Frands:

at the Office of tho Director
of Fubﬁn Haallh sl B:30 a.m.
an Tu g 2016,
when snl applml{on vl
be heand in Room 300, 101
vanSl L
A. Garcia, MPA

Barbara
Diredtor n! Public Health

NOTICE OF REGULAR
MEETI! A

PL. SF, CA sAt02

auend‘a packet and
I=gis!nllve files are evafieble at

viww.sibos.oty, in Rm 244 et
lhe arldress lsied above, o7 by
calllng {415) 554-5184.

NOTICE OF PUBLIC

DLETT P! C%SF
NcmcE 16 HERER GiVEN
Land Uss and
Transpnnnhnn Commiitea
will hod a % ¢ hoering {o
cnnudarlhn Kowing proposal
saitf oublic heardna will

/1 ino. .
Yo; EVERETT BUTCH
Laa!

“ end any other

i50n!

cialmmg xn be the lenl(s‘)(o}’
said

You are hefeby notlfied that
lhe San Francisco Juvenia

Dey ,JJ endency Court k
sred 4 hearing pursuant to
‘Welfare and inatilutions Code
Section 368.28, ta determins
whether your purenlal righls
shoufd be terminated nnd
your chiid{ren} be ftead Jrom
#:\l cuslody ‘and control for
urposa of having him

BYOHDEROFTHISCDUHT
you ata heraby alted and
Toquil loaé)p ear before this
Courionthe: yorsap\amw
9, 20148 at 18 pam.,

the Juv:uﬂe Dapanden
Coust, 4 cAllislar Slme{
HRoom 425 San Francisca,

mallar appear bulora this

go:: A hheumg e lcated

elow to show caliss,

why the petition for dmng‘;nryf
shoul be gmntad.

aa .
Notice of Hearing:

Date: 7110/15, Jime: 8 AM,
Dapt.: PJ, Room: 2D

Tha ddress of the nmm ls

gmm 1, R
2edwnnd il CAB‘BEQ

succassive weeks pdor to

the dale sel for heaing on

tha petliion in Ihs lnllnwlnq

news{pﬂpar u{ " gem'ahl

ciculalion, 81 s
The guimin

Judge of the Superioramrt
5, 6/12, 8/1D, 626115

NPEN 20599848
EXAMINER ~ BDUTIQUE LS

VILLAGER

ORDERTO SHOW CAUSE
FOR CHANGE OF NAME
Case Ne. CIV!

5

Counly of San M

Paliion of; Hu!uhun Chen for
Changa of Nam
TO ALL INTERESTED
PERSONS;
Petitioner filad & petitfon

with this courd for & decrae
:cl";oslw;l:'n thep ond {ﬁv‘: changing names as follows:
wh; suld mlnnr(s) s?wld Hulchun Chen to Hulchun
daciered froa from Sania Chan
Gutady aod Sonird ‘of hl: The Court ordors 'hﬂt R
ﬂ;’ﬂ’ u&’; ‘of dmxap]na &e;ll:?snppsnr belnre lhls
plan_for court at the hearing Indicaled

ch d(mn). \vhlch could Includs
doption.

ymx appear on tho sbove-
menﬂunsd dale in the shove-
nlloned coustroom, lhe
Judgs will advise you of Lhe
nalule of lhe pmcned‘n&s.

oonsaquunces ‘ol "EB ev;llllnd
Tha
mlnnr )hnve |hn righna havs

ihe parent(s) cannot nﬁnrd on
atiomey, the Court will appoint
an t:l‘ltomay for lhe parenl(s)

ALDEL n] Asgislant
lor Peulinnar Il‘:?sgparlrmanl of

Ioi two court d

lha hmn:ﬂar Is nche;iuled ln
eard and must appsar

nt the hearing 1o showbgaum

why 12; {uamlnn should not be

6 peminn whhoul '{

Nanca of Heari
Dale: OT/I08/15. %mm 2 AM.

DeptiPJ, Roo

The eddress nr lhu courl Is

the pallion in tha follow‘mg
newspaper  of on
clmuhtlun, rinted in Ihls

DBLH'SIZJIS
St of e Supaor Cour
udgs of the Ugaa ou

15
NPEN-27SBMS
EXAMINER - BOUTIQUE &
VILLAGER

SUMMONS
JGACIoN JupiciaL)
ASE NUMBER (Nimto

oun Yecpol nue .

The court snay dagide
you without your bol

unlass guu fespond within 30
dn 5, Read e Information

Ynu have 30 CALENDAR

i s ar; served on
you o & wiitten n&ponsa
at this court end
served on the plalnml A latier
or phona call will not protect
you, Your wrilten fesponsa
must bs ln proj rleg:‘n form
if you want the court to hear
your case. There may be a
caurt form thal you gan use
for your response. You can
find lheso court forms and
Informalien st the
Calllorsia Courts Online Self-

ca.gov/selihel ur count)

an Tbrary, mb sygounhnusg

!h \yon Y yott ca“::nsl pay
)

ing fe

cark for & Ie: walver luvm lf
you do not fle your ruponsa
or time, you
case by deraull. and your
wages, mon
may ba hkan wnlhou luﬂhar
%ﬁmlny from the courl,

leual

are  aje olhar
1equkresnents, You ey wanl
to call an nl\cmsy tight
away, if you do Rol know an
ntlnrnuy, you may want {o oall
relorml aarvice, if

i
Help Canlar (www.murhnb
.gnv/selfhalp} of by
contacting your local court o
couply bar association, NOTE:
The court has a slatutor; Inn
for walved foes and cosls o
any seitlement or shitration
aw;ﬁ of $10,000 of more In

8 cass, The cou
musl be bafnra ihs wurt

alu i6n v papeles legales

pora presentar una mspuasle
por esuily en esla Y
hacer qus A8 entisgus. UNE
copla sl demandante, Una
coriw o una Hamada lelefénica
a0 Jo prolepan. Su respuesia
por escilo fiene qua eslar
en formsio Jegal comscio
sl desea qua procesan SU
caw on fa cofls, Es posible

g haya vn fonmularia que
uslad puada usar pam Su
respuesta. Pusds enconlrar
aslos formularios de I mna y
mss Enformacion en el Conl

de Ayuda de les Corls: ds
Callfoqfa (www sucunu.
en la oca 06

Id core que la
caica, 8l no pus
cuola da presan
al secratajio de Ia corls
qua le dé un formidario de
exencin de pago de cuolas.
Si no presenta su respuesta
4 tlempo, pusde hpardsr af
easp par ncumphmlenio ¥
Ia corto o poddd quitar su
steldo, dinero y bienss
més atvedencis,
Hay alms reguisiios lagsles
Es racomandable que Hame
un ebogado imnedialumenla.
i ng conoca & un abogado,
pueda }!amaru un servicio da
vemisliin a dos, St
pusda MBI aun ubogmb.
o5 posi 8 cumpla con
In: raquisilos
jos legaias graluitos
tama de sevicias
ﬂnu de jucro,
Puuds entonirar eslos:
slnﬁnasdah:cmenel
de Cslifornis

D un
{egafes
upoes

io web
2l S IceS,

(www.!awhz\pcn Ilnmln urzs

cuolas y fos coslos exenics

par Impw,:;r un gravsrgzz
vier 208

@ $1000 ¢ 'mis o va

Peliloner Huel-Hsin Lin fad
& pelilion. with this court lor
8 dacrea changing names as

follows;
Husk-Hsin Un to Evelyn Huel-
HsinLin

The Cowt orders that afl
persons Interested In this
matler appear before this

Any pevsou obhcﬂag 1 the
name anues 2serlbed
above must Jle n wrilten
objaction thul includes the
reasons for tha objecion at

Isast two court days belore
the matler is scheduled to

Nolk:sc aa
Dsl& 06/25/15. T'lmn. SAM,
J, Rooa: 21

The nddmss of tha court is
400 County Centar, Radwood
Cily. CA 84063-1655

copy of this Ouder o Shuw
Cauaa shall be published at
Ieast onca each week for Tnur
successive weeks pi

the daie sat for hearng on
the pehuon in lha following

NEWED: ? eneral
cm:u!«uhm nnlsd n this
caunty: iy

DE‘E. 5/15"5

randsaart
Jud of lhu Sug;a‘ﬁnt Court

NPEN-27
B(AMINER BOUTIQUE &
VILLAGER

FICTITIOUS
BUSINESS
NAMES

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS

Tier

de I corls anfes cTaJue la

corle pueda desechar .

Tha name nnd address

of the court Is (&1 namble

g de {8 corfe esh
uparior Coun of Cau(nmln.

Counly of San Franclsco, 400

McAllister Slrael. Ranm 104,

San Francist

Tha DM, ddau and
telephone number of lamhlhs
eltorney, o plaintifi wihout
sa altomey, is {8 nombrs,
la direcclon y sl m
ds leldiono ‘daf Bbogsﬂﬂ
del demendante, o dsl
demsndanta

es): Lina M, Mi
fu !237BTE42). MIC’;AB..
chads: dee, Sulls 204

nd Ouks, CA 9
thn Nn. (ﬂus 379-8505
FaxN (60:

ec MFahmgmsl

jora, apuly
(Adjunto)
g

DTICE TO THE PERSON
SERVED: You are served as

an ndvidual o ant
5728, 8i5, 8112, 6/1
CNS- 2%

SAN FRANCISCO
EXAMINER

ORDERTO SHOW CAUSE
FDR CHANGE OF NAME
Case Na CIV533768

Suparior Cauri ol Caluumiﬂ.
Counly of San M:
Pellion of HueH-is!n Un for
Change of Nams
TO AL INTERESTED
PERSONS:

N
The lallowlnn palson(s) is
doiny

Ofaglm ;55 T St
v am fopaz
Redwood y, CA 84062
This husinoss Is conducted by
an individual

reglsimnt(s} commenced
1o Iransact buslness under the
llc!lllnu: business nnmu or

mes listed above
Iln dedara thal ak mlormulhn

S/ Ryan Zwal

This: slammenl was fied with
the County Clerk of San Malea
Caunty on Juns 5,

Mark Church, County Clark
gle,km S. Ghangln, Deputy

6112, 6110, 6128, T13/15
NPEN-276

MINER HOUTIQUE &
VILLAGER

Flt.’n'nous BUS‘NESS
\TEMENT

Vaughan, 789
.lennh\ns 1n,, Atherlon, CA

This business s conducted by
&R individual

The fegistant(s) commenced
1o transact business under the
Ticitious hushss rwmn o
rames Jisl

{ dadare Ihal ol Inlormallm
In this statemant s trus and

a of sho knows lo be

alse mﬂgulll('o! acima)

Tm: shlzmanl was ﬂled with
the Counly Clerk of San Maleo
Countyon May 19, 2015

uich, Coun!y Clerk
G'Ienn 8. Changtin, Dopity

812, 6/19 6128, TS
NPEN-27/

EXAMIMER BOUTIQUE &
VILLAGER

FICTITIOUS BUSIN ESS
STA TEM

FﬂeN
The rollnwmg persan(s) Is
g( ) doing buisiness as:
uewatar Cmshudton, 420
H art AVe,, San Mslea, CA

14402
Is (are) here rogistered
the Ion) W u%a o
ergory Auchincioss
Manoridn, 426 Hobert AVe.,
San Mn!en,CA 84402
businass is copducted by
8n $ndlvidual
The regisiment commenced
to tmnsaot busipess under
the fictilous business name
of names above on
8/2018,
1 declare thet skt jnformation
i this shatement is true and
corteck. (A reglslmnt whu
dechra 85

;;lsal or S";ﬂ knrz“ws)ln hu
5 of & edme,
S/Bre guihy onlen

e Max
This a(nlaman\ wes med
wilh the County Clark of
Mateq County mosns/zms,
Mark Church, County Clark
By: Besz De ia Vaga, Depuy
éx f"lcllﬂglus Eusm’;:
ateme:
from the dm-s nxl in

use In this slate of & Ficlilious
Buslness Nama in_viakation
lha rip‘us of anolher undsr

i}, Btale, or common law

Ls“ Setlion 14411 ol soq,,
usiness end Prolessions

g; ,000).)

Tarunkumar K, Patel

This stalement was fled with
the Sen ann!sco County
Clark un an 5.

SuhdMslun F(z‘ of Secllnn
17920, ctious Name
Smamant ganemlly expires
at the end of five yaars loom
Iha dals nn which t was filsd

Ih nl the Counl

as

h Sul dMslon ) ofswnnn
17920, where it explres 40
days alter any chan a
h the facls set fosth In

slatement pursuant lo Sacllun
17813 olher than a change
In lhe residence address of
A feglslerad owner. A pew
Fictiious Business = Nama
Slalemenkmus( be flad before
explration. The fling of this
s\nlanam does not of Mself
aulhoiize the use in this stale

SAN FRANCISCO
EXAMINER

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS
MNAME STATEMENT

File No. 26531
“The loliowlag persnn(s) is

gellﬂdmng bu:mﬂ BODV

1300 Old Counly Rd iB

Belmont, CA 94 Courdy

oISsn nle

Jorge Mora Comons, 318-3151

Ay, San Ma‘mls 94403

This busiy conducted by
an individ

The regislrani{s) commenced
o transact buslness under
the ficiious buskiess name
or nsmas fisted above on /A,
{ declare that af Information
In this statemant Is e snd
rvomect. {A raglslmnt who
as ke inlomallon
which he or she knows lo be
fulse is guilly of & erhm.)
Jorge Mora
lement was nled with
the County Clerk. oISan Msieo
Counly an May 11, zn
ek Church, County CI
/éll ﬁ‘lsnn §. Changtia, Dsputy

o, 612 oS
ey

5/5, Bl 2, 6/18, 6/2615 EXAMINER BDUTIDUE &
NPEN-27687564# VILLAG!
MINER BOUTIQUE X, =R EEEE—
MILLA A
NAME STATEMENT
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS Ja No.
NAME STATEMENT The [ol llowlnn pefson(u) is
File Na. A-035504° (nm) dom buslness
Flcﬁﬁnus Business Neme(s): cLlM B
iz Park San Franclsco, PRODUG’T‘IONS 459 Gellert

BE Polk St, San Frlnclsm
CA 94108, Counly of Slll

Rﬂgblsmdow g l)
Thmnkuma( K. Pn\a ruste

1
Bhulabhai B, Falal Tmslsn)
825 Folk 5L, San elsoo,

24
Th business s condsled by:

Ths rsgmmnt commenced
{o iransad busipess undar
the fictifous iness name
82” names listad above

/2008,
1 declare that aft Information
In this slatement is lrue and
correel, {A registrant who
declares as true any maleral
maltar pursuan] to Saction
17913 of the Business and
Professlons, cods that the
registrant knows to be false
Is uﬁuﬂly of & mhdamsannr
n e by & fina not to
Thancond rntian

Bivd, lyDBIy c’%’ CA 94015,
Zorzull, 459 Gellert

The reglsirani(s) commenced
to transact buslness under
lhe ficlifous business name
or names fisted above on A
I dedare lhet afl Information

In this stalemant Is e and
comect, {A registant who
declares &s lrwe information

he
false is guilty of & crima.}
'abin Zorzoll
This slatement was med
with ihe County Clerk of

Matao Gonnly on May 6, 2015

Merk Ghum County Clerk
g]le'r‘n:l hnnnhn, Daputy

5128, 6/5, GI‘Z 6f19/15
NPEN-27: i
Vﬁ:‘\MINER BOUTIQUE &

M"ms SAN FRANCISCO EXAMINER - SFEXAMINER.COM - FRIDAY, JUNE 12, 2015
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Customer Information
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Address 1 DR CARLTON B GOODLETT PL #244 Phone 4155547704
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Order Information
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SAN
FRANCISCO
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10%, CA
Billed
To: CCSF BD A
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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 pubiic 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 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, Sectlon 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 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 Hallzk gr. Carlton Goodlett Place, Room 244, San
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AdTech Advertising System

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 avallable for public review on Friday, June 19, 2015. Angela Calvillo,
Clerk of the Board
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BOS
NOTICE REVIEW

Legislative File No. 150401,

General Plan Amendments - Rincon Hill

Streetscape Master Plan

el (AN Initial-

14

Date:  ~—r"~ June 5, 2015

Publishing Logistics
10-Day Publish/Mail

Hearing Date: Jun 22

Notice Must be Submitted: Jun_ 10
Notice Must be Mailed: Jun 12
Notice Will Publish: June 12
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N . P el

Orwqa s Lu Clefe,
(o Letuspniog CeEres,
LeG 0800'('-(' (oR

City Hall
President, District 5 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
BOARD of SUPERVISORS San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-7630
Fax No. 554-7634
TDD/TTY No. 544-52277
London Breed .
PRESIDENTIAL ACTION

Date: ; o
To: Angela Calvillo, Cletk of the Boatd of Supetvisors -
Madam Clerk,

Putsuant to Board Rules, I am hereby:

| W‘alVIﬂg 30—Day Rule {(Board Rule No. 3.23)

File No.
(ana:y Sponsor)
Title. .
Transferfing (Board Rule No. 3.3)
File No. 150401 Depattment
(Primary Sponsor)

Title. General Plan Amendments - Rincon Hill Siiea

From: Board/Adoption Without Reference to Committee

To: Land Use & Transportation Committee

[0 Assigning Temporary Committee Appointmént (Board Rule No. 3.1) -

Supetvisor

Replacing Supetvisor

For: - Meeting
(Date) : : (Committee) : .

London Breed, President
Board of Supervisors
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