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FILE NO. 160120 RESOLUTION NO. 

1 [Amended Ten-Year Capital Expenditure Plan-FYs 2016-2025 - Certificates of Participation -
Animal Care and Control Shelter] 

2 

3 Resolution amending the City's ten-year capital expenditure plan for FYs 2016-2025 to 

4 provide for the financing of an Animal Care and Control Shelter with the execution and 

5 delivery of Certificates of Participation or other forms of indebtedness; in accordance 

6 with Capital Plan's General Fund Debt Program. 

7 

8 WHEREAS, This Board of Supervisors (the "Board") of the City and County of San 
I 

9 Francisco (the "City") adopted Ordinance No. 216-05 (the "Capital Planning Ordinance") 

10 amending San Francisco Administrative Code, Sections 3.20 and 3.21, to authorize the 

11 formation of a Capital Planning Committee (the "'Committee") and the biennial preparation and 

12 adoption qf a ten-year c~pital expenditure plan for the City, including an assessment of the 

13 City's capital infrastructure needs, investments required to meet the needs identified through 

14 this assessment, and a plan of finance to fund these investments; and 

15 WHEREAS, The Capital Planning Ordinance. requires that the ten-year capital 

16 expenditure plan include all major planned investments to maintain, repair, and improve the 

17 condition of the City's capital assets, including, but not limited to, City streets, sidewalks, 

18 parks and rights-of-way; public transit infrastructure; airport and port; water, sewer, and power 

19 utilities; and all City-owned facilities; and 

20 WHEREAS, The Capital Planning Ordinance further requires that the ten-year capital 

21 expenditure plan include a plan of finance for all recommended investments, including the 

22 proposed uses of general and enterprise funds to be spent to meet these requirements; and 

23 the use and timing of long-term debt to fund planned capital expenditures, including general 

24 obligation bond measures; and 

25 

Supervisors Tang; Wiener, Mar, Cohen, flarrell, Avalos, Yee, Campos, Kim, Breed 
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WHEREAS, The Capital Ordinance establishes March 1 as the target date for the City 

Administrator's submission of the annual ten year Capital Plan to the Mayor of the City and 

the Board, and calls for the Mayor and the Board to review, update, amend and adopt the ten 

year Gapital plan by May 1 of each odd numbered year; and 

WHEREAS, At the March 2, 2015, meeting the Committee unanimously adopted the 

ten:--year Capital Plan for FYs 2016-2025 and approved it for submission to the Mayor and the 

Board for its consideration (as so adopted, the "Capital Plan"); and 

WHEREAS, In Resolution No. 144-15 (the "Resolution") the Board approved the 

Capital Plan on April 21, 2015; and 

Whereas, The current Animal Care and Control Shelter (the "Old Animal Control 

Shelter") located at 1200 15th Street provides ctitical a·nd unique services in San Francisco 

which incl~de sheltering thousands of animals each year; facilitating the adoption of animals; 

enforcing local and state laws pertaining to animal welfare; providing animal care and 

veterinary services such as health screenings, vaccinations and microchippings; protecting 

the public from dangerous animals; licensing dogs, service animals and commercial dog 

walkers; and safeguarding animals for individuals displaced after a natural disaster or 

unforeseen event; and 

WHEREAS, The Old Animal Control Shelter was constructed in 1931 and does nqt 

meet current health standards for animal care, and based on evaluations conducted by the 

Department of Public Works in 2013 is particularly vulnerable and would likely become 

inoperable after a major earthquake; and 

WHEREAS, A new Animal Care and Control Shelter will provide a modern and 

seismically safe building for animal care services, including the safeguarding of animals for 

displaced lndi duals following a major earthquake to prevent the control of disease 

· 1 Supervisors Tang; Wiener, Mar, Cohen, .Farrell, Avalos, Yee, Campos, Kim, Breed 
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1 WHEREAS, A new Animal Control Facility would likely remain operable or sustain less 

2 damage after a major earthquake, and thus continue to provide animal control services in the 

3 City; and 

4 WHEREAS, The previously approved Capital Plan included financing through a 

5 proposed general obligation bond to support a new Animal Care and Control Shelter at an 

6 estimated construction cost of $54,000,000; and 

7 WHEREAS, The proposed general obligation bond was amended to delete funding for 

8 the Animal Control Shelter with general obligation bonds, and recommended that such facility 

9 be financed through the execution and delivery of Certificates of Participation; and 

1 O WHEREAS, The City and County of San Francisco Planning Department determined 

11 that an Animal Care and Control Shelter at 1419 Bryant Street is consistent with the Eastern 

12 Neighbor~oods Rezoning and Area Plans and is therefore exempt from further environmental 

13 review pursuant to CEQA; and 

14 WHEREAS, It is expected that legislation will be presented to the Board on April 2016 

15 appropriating funds for the Animal Care and Control Shelter and placing those funds on 

16 Controller's Reserve pending the authorization and sale of the Certificates of Participation; 

17 and 

18 WHEREAS, In order to provide for the execution and delivery of the Certificates of 

19 Participation it is necessary for the Board to amend the Capital Plan; and 

20 WHEREAS, The proposed Amended Capital Plan and the City Administrator's 

21 transmittal letter are on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors File No. 160120, which 

22 is hereby declared to be a part of this resolution as if set forth fully herein; now, therefpre, be it 

23 RESOLVED, That the above recitals are true and correct; and, be it 

24 FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Board has reviewed the Amended Capital Plan; ·and 

25 be it 

Supervisors Tang; Wiener, Mar, Cohen, Farrell, Avalos, Yee, Campos, Kim, Breed 
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FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Board hereby adopts the Amended Capital Plan as 

the City's ten-year capital expenditure plan for purposes of the Capital Planning Ordinance. 

DENNIS J. 

Mark D. Bia 
Deputy City Attorney 
n:\financ\as2016\1300183\01080485.doc 
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OFFICE OF THE 

CITY ADMINISTRATO.R 

Edwin M. Lee, Mayor 
Naomi M. Kelly, City Administrator 

March 1, 2016 

The Honorable Edwin M. Lee, Mayor 
City and County of San Francisco 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Franci~co, CA 94102 

Honorable Members of the Board of Supervisors 
City and County of San Francisco 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

~

I 
1 
I r<.-
t 

I 

Re: Amendment to the City and County of San Francisco Capital Plan FY 2016 - FY 2025 

Dear Mayor Lee and Members of the Board of Supervisors: 

: . - . 

In compliance with the San Francisco Administrative Code Section 3.20, I am pleased to submit an 
amendment to the current City and County of San Francisco capital expenditure plan to fund 
construction of the Animal Care and Control Shelter using Certificates of Participation (COP). 

To make this adjustment, the Capital Planning Committee recommended the following amendments 
to the General Fund Debt Program table found on page 11 of the current plan: 

• Add the Animal Care and Control Shelter to the COP program in FY 2017 for $49 million in 
proposed debt issuance. This project was formerly included in the General Obligation Bond 
program. 

• Push back the year of proposed debt issuance for the Rehabilitation and Detention Facility 
project and related Hall of Justice Site Acquisition from FY 2016 to FY 2017 to enable the Re
envisioning the Jail Replacement Project Working Group to complete its assessment and 
deliver recommendations. 

• Reduce the proposed debt issuance amount for the Rehabilitation and Detention Facility 
project from $278 million to $251 million to reflect previously approved adjustments to the 
project scope and the cost of delaying the project. 

Unanimously approved by the Capital Planning Committee on February 29, 2016, these 
amendments comply with San Francisco's policy of limiting General Fund debt service payments to 
less than 3.25% of General Fund Discretionary Revenue. The revised General Fund Debt Program 
table and graph on pages 11 and 12 of the Capital Plan are shown below: 

1 Dr. CarltonB. Goodlett Place, CityHl~,~oom362, San Francisco, CA 94102 
Telenhnne ( 41 "') "'"'4-4R"'?.· F::1v ( 4 Vil "'"'4-4R4Q 



FY 2017 Animal Care and Control Shelter 49 

FY 2017 SHF Rehabilitation and Detention Facility 251 

FY 2017 HO] Site Acquisition 8 

FY 2019 Adult Probation Relocation from HOJ 59 

FY 2019 DPH Admin Building Relocation 60 

FY 2021 DA and SFPD Relocation from HOJ 227 

FY 2021 HO] Land Purchase, Demolition & Enclosure · 48 

FY 2024 ]UV Admin Building Replacement 107 

FY 2025 Yard Consolidation 100 

General Fund Debt Total $908 

4.0% 

3.5% 

.. 
~ 3.0% 

"' -il 
2.5% ~ 

s 

J 2.0% 
i! 
~ 
.:; 
e!J 1.5% 

.. Sm - 1.0% .. 
Ii 
JS 'S 0.5% 

'#. 

0.0% 

Capital Plan Proposed General Fund Debt Program (Amended) 
FY 2016-2026 

. 3.2S%of~cniFundDiscretlo~U}rRevenucs .. 

-· ·-·- --

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 

Iii Issued & Outsbuuling •Authorlz.ed & Unissued Lease Payment 

• DNSFPD Relocation from HO! (FY 21) 

• SHF Rehabilitation & Detention Facility (FYI 7) 

I! HOJ Demolition & Enclosure (FY22) 

"' ADP Relocation from HO! (FY 19) 

• Animal Care & Control (FY 17) 

• DPH Office Building (FY 19) 

'" JUV Admin Bldg Replacement (FY 24) • YardConsolidation(FY25) 

Copies of the Capital Plan, along with materials related to the Capital Plan Amendment can be 
found at www.onesanfrancisco.org or by contacting the Capital Planning Program at (415) 558-4515. 

Sincerely, 

,//, . . v(/'i// ·i< fl ( 
\..f {0£~11w r_. ! rfL~__,-----·--~ 

Naom.1 M. Kelly ) 
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OFFICE OF THE 

CITY ADMINISTRATOR • Edwin M. Lee, Mayor 
Naomi M. Kelly, City Administrator 

PROPOSED CAPITAL PLAN AMENDMENTS 

The foil owing pages contain the proposed amendments to the City 

and County of San Francisco FY 2016 - 2025 Capital Plan, in 

accordance with Resolution 160120. 

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, City Hall, Room 362, San Francisco, CA 94102 
Telephone (415) 554-312~ Fax (415) 554-4849 



Unlike G.O. bonds, lease revenue bonds and Certificates of Participation (COPs) are typically 

repaid from the City's General Fund or revenue that would otherwise flow to the General Fund. 

The City utilizes lease revenue bonds and COPs to leverage General Fund receipts, such as fees 

and charges, to finance capital projects and acquisitions, many of which provide direct revenue 

benefit or cost savings. Debt service payments for lease revenue bonds and COPs are typically 

paid from revenues of the related project, or fees, taxes or surcharges imposed by users of the 

project Below is an overview of the Capital Plan Proposed General Fund Debt Program for the 

next ten years. Like the G.O. Debt Program, these estimates may need to be adjusted in future 

plans tq account for new federal and state law, programmatic changes, site acquisition, alternate 

delivery methods, changing rates of construction cost escalation and/ or newly emerged City 
needs. 

The following chart illustrates debt service costs of existing and proposed COPs and lease 

FY 2016 

FY 2016. 

FY 2019 

FY2019 

FY2021 

FY2022 

FY2024 

FY2025 

SHF Rehabilitation and Detention Facility 

HOJ Site Acquisition 

Adult Probation Relocation from HOJ 

DPH Admin Building Relocation 

DA and SFPD Relocation from HOJ 

HOJ Land Purchase, Demolition & Enclosure 

JUV Admin Building Replacement 

Yard Consolidation 

$278 

$8 

$59 

$60 

$227 

$48 

$107 
$100 

General Fund Debt Total $886 

revenue bonds. These funds support critical city responsibilities such as project to relocate from 

the seismically deficient Hall of Justice, the JUV Probation Administrative Building, and effort to 

modernize the Public Works yard. The bottom portion of the columns represents debt service 

commitments for previously issued and authorized but unissued General Fund Debt, including 

the debt issued for the Moscone Centers, San Bruno jail, City office buildings in the Civic Center, 

and War Memorial Veteran's Building. New obligations are represented by the top portion of the 

columns starting in 2018. 

Youth Guidance Cet1ter Admin Building 
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11- Ex:ec11tive S11m111arv I CAPITAL PLAN 2016-2025 

Note: The General Fund 
Debt Program has been 
amended to fund construction 
of the i\nirnal Care and 
Control Shelter using 
Certificates of Participation. 
The details of the adjustments 
to the General Fund Debt 
Program, as well as the 
revised General Fund Debt 
Program table and graph, can 
be found at the end of the 
Executive Summary. 



Note: The General Fund 
Debt Program has been 
amended to fund co11structio11 
of the Animal Care and 
Control Shelter using 

· Certificates of Participation . 
.The details of the adjustments 
to the General Fund Debt 
Program, as well as the _ 
revised General Fund Debt 
Program table and graph, can 
be found at the end of the 
Executive Summary. 

_Cc11tral SJ1buiqy Co1istn1ctio11 

Capital Plan Proposed General Fund Debt Program 
FY 2016-2026 

4.0'% .~----------·------··----·--·--·----------------------------------"-·--------------·-·-----··-i 

3.5% C------------------------------------------------·-----------·--
3.25% of General Fund Discccriomu)' Rci;·cm1c:\ 

0.5% 

0.0% 

•T~cd&Outstanding • Authmfaed & Uni~!'U«l l.eit,,e Puyment W SHF' Rehohffit11tion & Dcttintfou Fndlity{FYJl'i) 

Ji ADPRt.!loc.ntion fromHOJ (FYl':J) • DPHOffice Buikling(FY19") • DA/SfiPD Reloco.tion from HOJ (F\'21) 

• HOJ Acqui$ition, Demolilfon &Enclosum (FYJ6) l!I JIN AdnUn Bldg Rcpl1u:cmcnt{f1Y24') 

Enterprise & External Agencies - Program Summary 

Unlike most of the General Fund Departments, many of the Enterprise Departments and 
External Agencies have dedicated systems and staff to develop capital plans. The following 
programs and estimated costs were compiled by Enterprise Department and Extemal Agency 
staff with the guidance of their boards and commissions. · 

Enterprise Department Highlights 

Capital investments for Enterprise Departments during the next ten years are approximately 
$18.2 billion. This 28 percent increase from the FY 2014-2023 Capital Plan is the result of several 
large projects and programs described below. 

I 

The Central Subway, currently under construction, remains a high priority transit project for San 
Francisco and the single largest capital project in the SFMTA Capital Plan. Encompassing a 1. 7 

mile extension of the existing Third Street light rail line 
to Chinatown, the project's ten year total is $589 tnillion. 
It is expected to open by 2019. 

Otl1er high priority transportation projects include 
. projects related to the Muni Forward and Vision Zero 

programs, as well as transit Beet investments. The Transit 
Optimization Program (which includes the Transit 
Effectiveness Project (TEP), as well as wide ranging 
operational and capital improvements . sucl1 as the Bus 
Rapid Transit projects) - calls for $885 tnillion over the 
next decade to make large scale iinprovetnents that will 
make transit faster and more reliable. The City's Vision 
Zero program - which focuses on increasing pedestrian 
safety in high injury corridors - includes $99 million in 

326 
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The FY 2016 - 2025 Capital Plan was amended on March 9, 2016, via Resolution 160120. 

The table below replaces the table on page 11 of the FY 2016 - 2025. Capital Plan: 

FY 2017 Animal Care and Control Shelter 49 

FY 2017 SHF Rehabilitation and Detention Facility 251 

FY 2017 HOJ Site Acquisition 8 

FY 2019 Adult Probation Relocation from HOJ 59 

FY 2019 DPH Admin Building Relocation 60 

FY 2021 DA and SFPD Relocation from HOJ 227 

FY 2021 HOJ Land Purchase, Demolition & Enclosure 48 

FY 2024 JUV Admin Building Replacement 107 

FY 2025 Yard Consolidation 100 

General Fund Debt Total $908 

The graph below replaces the graph on page 12 of the FY 2016 .:__ 2025 Capital Plan: 

Cnpifal Plnn Proposed Gcnerlll Fund Dcbt.l'1'<lgram (Amended) 
Ii\' 2016,-2026 

~..S% ' - " - -- - ....... - ............ - ............. ·-·- - - --- . -
; l.:!S-'h•\!l'(ia1ml F1111dDh:crctiriurtry Ri;\etl\11.!0: 

2016 2011 2018 2019 2t'J!l 202! 2021 2024 102fl 

11<JSJo.ie<1 &Ont•lmldins fliA111l1orl1.ad·& tl11iSslled l.eAAe Pnymant • SI II' Roehaliilii•ilon & Oe.tentior. F•clliiy (T•'Yl 7) 

" HOJ l.ktn6111ion &. 'F.11clo111re (J1Yl2) 

tt Ab!' RcJ(J<;jlijOl\ fi'omHOl (FY W) 

a llnimul Cm:'& Conll\Jl tpy 17) 

16A- R'-e"utit~ Summary I CAPITAL PLAN 2016-2025 

• !JAISFl'D Rc!OC1ltian fronl'HOJ (PYl 1) 

!I JUV Adlnin Bldg RJ:plaCC11i01a c:i'Yl4) 
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Wong, Linda (BOS) 

From: Strong, Brian (311) 
Sent: 
To: 

Wednesday, March 02, 2016 1:20 PM 
Wong, Linda (BOS) 

Cc: Blake, Mark (CAT); Quizon, Dyanna (BOS) 
Subject: RE: REQUEST FOR DOCUMENTS - File No. 160120 -Amended Ten-Year Capital 

Expenditure Plan 
Attachments: Capital Plan Amendment.pdf 

Hi Linda, 

Please find the attached amended Capital Plan pages and cover sheet. As we discussed, all we did was add a table and 
graph and insert two paragraphs in the sidebar referencing the change. I think this is much simpler and more clear than 

submitting the entire 220 page capital plan. 

You already have a copy of the transmittal letter so this should complete the legislative packet and enable a hearing on 

March 9, 2016 at the Budget and Finance Committee. Let me know you have any questions. 

Regards, 

Brian 

Brian Strong, Director 
Capital Planning Program 
Office of the City Administrator 
City and County of San Francisco 
415.558.4558 

ONESF 
Building Our Future 

From: Wong, Linda (BOS) 
Sent: Tuesday, March 01, 2016 2:00 PM 
To: Strong, Brian (311) 
Subject: FW: REQUEST FOR DOCUMENTS - File No. 160120 - Amended Ten-Year Capital Expenditure Plan 

Hi Brian, 

Thank you for submitting the City Administrator's transmittal letter to our office. 

Page 3 of the attached legislation states that the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors has the Amended Capital Plan. Could 

you please provide that to us? 

I am also missing the March 2, 2015 Capital Plan Committee minutes. 

Sincerely, 

Linda 

· From: Wong, Linda {BOS) 

Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2016 4:53 PM 

3i28 
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Capital Planning Committee 

Naomi M. Kelly, City Administrator, Chair 

MEMORANDUM 
February 29, 2016 

To: Supervisor London Breed, Board President · 

From: Naomi Kelly, City Administrator and Capital Planning Committee Chair 

Copy: Members of the Board of Supervisors 
Angela Calvillo, Clerk o.fthe Board 
Capital Planning Committee 

Regarding: (1) Capital Plan Amendment 

In acc.oidance with Section 3.21 of the Administrative Code, on February 29, 2016, the Capital 
Planning Committee (CPC) approved the following action items to be considered by the Board 
of Supervisors. The CPC's recommendations are set forth below. 

1. Board File Number: 160120 

Recommendation: 

Comments: 

Approval of a Capital Plan amendment to fund the Animal 
Care and Control Shelter with Certificates of Participation 

Recommend the Board of Supervisors (BOS) approve the 
Capital Plan amendment. 

The CPC recommends approval of these items by. a vote of 
10-0. 

Committee members or representatives in favor include: 
Naomi Kelly, City Administrator; Conor Johnston, Board 
President's Office; Melissa Whitehouse, Mayor's Budget 
Office; Ben Rosenfield, Controller; Mohammed Nuru, . 
Director, Public Works; Ed Reiskin, Director, SFMTA; 
Thomas DiSanto, Planning Department; Dawn Kamalanathan, · 
Recreation and Parks Department; Ivar Satero, San Francisco 
International Airport; and Elaine Forbes, Interim Director, 
Port of San Francisco.. · 

" . ·:, 
' ' 

' '·'' 

... 
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C8:pital Planning Committee 

Nacimi M. Kelly, City Administrator, Chair 

MEMORANDUM 
March 2, 2015 

To: Supe1'Visor London Bt'eed, Board President . v(JJµo/ 
From: Naomi Kelly~ City Administrator and Capital Planning Committee Chair 

Copy: Members of the Board of Supervisors 
Angela Calvillo# ~lerk of the Board· 

.- ' l t' 

l c:.:·: 

~- ;.::::.~ 
~ ·-'-" 
! i 
l c.n 
l 
t 3? 

Capital Planning Co1111nittee i 
l .C"' 

Regarding: (1) Recommendation on the City·& County of San Francisco 10-Year Capit~l Pl~ 
FY2016-FY2025 ~ 

(2) Department of Public Work's Supple?tental Appropriation 

In accordance with Section 3.21 of the Administrative Code, on March 2~ 2015, the Capital 
Planning Committee (CPC) approved the following action items to be considered by the Board 
of Supervisors. The CPC's recommendations are $et forth below. · 

J)IP> ·II 
C,c>/J 

!} r f c/.t ... J 
C.fJv;(, 

I '" ~/"l ........ , . -
'::. 

1. Board File Number: 150224 Recommendation on the City & County of Snn Francisco 
10" Year Capital Plan FY 2016 - FY 2025. 

Recommendation: 

Comments: 

2. Board File Number: TBD 

Recommend the Board of Supervisors (BOS) apptove the 
Proposed 10-Year Capital Plan. 

The CPC recommends approval of these items by a.vote 
of 11-0. 

Committee members or representatives in favor include: 
Naomi Kelly, City Admutlstrator; Conor Johnston~ Board 
President's Office; Ben Rosenfield, Controller; Kate 
Howard, Mayor's Budget Director; Mohammed Num, 
Director, Public Works; Ed Reisldn, Director, SFMTA; 
.Harlan Kelly, General Manager, SFPUC; John Rahaim, 
Director,·Planning Department; Phil Ginsburg, General 
Manage1·, Recreation and Parks Department; .Kevin Kone, 
San Francisco International Aiiport; and Brad Benson, 
Port of San Francisco. 

Approval of the Department of Public Work's 
supplemental appropriation request, re-appropriating 
$6,201,602 from Developer Construction Contribution and' 
$116,454 from reimbursement for infrastructure 
improvements, totaling $6,354,478, with $4,016,454 
appropriated to the Public Safety Building, and $2,338,024 
to be placed on Board Reserve pending futw·e re~ 
appropriation to au alternate ESER 2010 bond progi·~m. 

330 



Recommendation: 

Comments: 

Capital Planning Committee Memo to the Bonrd ofSuporvisonr, June 23, 2014 

Recommend the Board of Supervisors approve the 
supplemental appropl'iation. 

The CPC recommends approval of these iteri1s by a vote 
of 8-0. 

Committee members 01· l'epresentatives in favor include: 
Naomi Kelly, City Administrator; Conor Johnston, Board 
Presidene.s Offiee;·Ben Rosenfield~ Controller; 
Mohammed Nuru, Director, Public Works; Kate Howard, 
Mayor's Budget Director; Ed Reisldn, Director, SFMTA; 
Kevin Kone, San Francisco foternational Airpott~ and 
Brad Benson, Port of San Francisco. ' 

Page2of2 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Certificate of Determination 
EXEMPTION FROM ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 

. 1650 Mission St 
Suite 400 

Case No.: 
Project Address: 
Zoning: 

Block/Lot: 
Lot Size: 
Plan Area: 
Project Sponsor: 
Staff Contact: 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

2015-005388ENV 
1419 Bryant Street (Aniinal Care and Control Facility) 
P (Public) Use District 
68-X Height and Bulk District 
3904/002 
47,988 square feet 
Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plan 
Jim Buker, San Francisco Public Works, 415-557-4758 
Kansai Uchida, 415-575-9048, kansai.uchida@sfgov.org 

The project site is located on· the northwest comer of the intersection of Bryant and Alameda Streets in 
San Francisco's Mission neighborhood, on the block boµnded by Bryant Street to the west, Division Street 
and US Highway 101 (Central Freeway) to the north, 10th .Street and Potrero Avenue to the east, and 
Alameda Street to the south. The site is currently occupied by a former Muni powerhouse, built in 1893 
and. expanded in 1902. !he single-st~ry-plus-mezzanine, 42-foot-tall building measures 34,350 square 
feet, and is currently used by the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SF¥1A) as a 
maintenance facility for Muni's overhead power lines. It has a 22-space off-street surface parking lot 
along the north side of the prop~rty. 

San Francisco Public Works proposes to convert the existing building on the project site to an Animal 
Care and Control Facility. The existing Animal Care and Control Facility at 1200 15th Street would be 
closed once the proposed project is completed. As part of the conversion, a second story would be added 
within the existing buil~g .(the single story building currently has high ceilings, high enough to · 
accommodate a second level). New exterior dog runs and gardens would be added on the ground floor 
and roof. The project would increase the total squpre footage of the building to 44,600 square feet. No 
expansion of the building· envelope would occur. A second, smaller building at the eastern end of project 
site would remain in use as SFMTA storage. 

(Continued on next page.) 
EXEMPT STATUS 

Exempt per Section 15183 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines and California 
Public Resources Code Section 21083.3 

DETERMINATION 

certify that the above determination has been made pursuant to State and Local requirements. 

~v- ~ ~lie 
DateJ. I 

Environmental Review Officer 

cc: Jim Buker, Project Sponsor; Supervisor Malia Cohen, District 10; Kimberly Durandet, Current 
·Planning Division; Vima Byrd, M.D.F.; Exemption/Exclusion File 
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San Francisco, 
CA 94103-2479 

Reception: 
415.558.6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Planning 
Information: 
415.558.6377 



Certificate of Exemption 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION (continued) 

1419 Bryant Street (Animal Care and Control Facility) 
Case No. 2015-005388ENV 

Bicycle parking would be provided within the building (9 spaces) and outdoors near the northern 
entrance to the. building (3 spaces), and 16 off-street surface parking spaces would continue to be 
provid7d along the north side of the building. Parking lot access would be available from a cmb cut on 
Bryant Street, and loading dock access would be provided from a new cmb cut on Alameda Street. 

PROJECT APPROVAL 

The proposed project would require issuance of a building permit by the Department of Builcling 
Inspection (DBI), which would be the Approval Action for the. project. If discretionary review before the 
Planning Commission is requested, the Approval Action would be project approval at the discretionary 
review hearing instead of the building permit issuance. The Approval Action date establishes the start of 
the 30-day appeal period for this CEQA exemption determination pursuant to Section 31.04(h) of the San 
Francisco Adrrrinistra~ve Code. 

COMMUNITY PLAN EXEMPTION OVERVIEW 

California Public Resomces Code Section 21083.3 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15183 provide an 
exemption from environmental review for projects that are consistent with the development density 
established by existing zoning, community plan or general plan policies for which an Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR) was certified, except as might be necessary to examine whether there are project
specific significant effects which are peculiar to the project or its site. Section 15183 specifies that 
examination. of environmental effects shall be limited to those effects that: a) are peculiar to the project or 
parcel on which the project would be located; b) were not analyzed as significant effects in a prior EIR on 
the zoning action, general plan or community plan with which the project is consistent; c) are potentially 
significant off-site and cumulative impacts that were not discussed in the underlying EIR; or d) are 
previously identified in the EIR, but which, as a result. of substantial new information that was not known 
at the time that the EIR was certified, are determined to have a more severe adverse impact than that 
discussed in the underlying EIR. Section 15183( c) spec;i-fi.es that if an impact is not peculiar to the parcel or 
to the proposed project, then an EIR need not be prepared for the project solely on the basis of that 
impact. 

·This determination evaluates the potential project-specific environmental effects of the 1419 Bryant Street 
project described above, and incorporates by reference information contained in the Programmatic EIR 
for the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans (PEIR)1• Project-specific studies were prepared 
for the proposed project to determine if the project would result in any significant environmental impacts 
that were not identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 

After several years of analysis, community outreach, and public review, the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR 
was adopted in December 2008. The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR was adopted in part to support 
housing development in some areas previously zoned to allow industrial uses, while preserving an 
adequate supply of space for existing and future production, distribution, and repair (PDR) employment 
and businesses. The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR also included changes to existing height and bulk 
districts in some areas, including the project site at 1419 Bryant Street. 

The Plfilming Commission held public hearings to consider the various aspects of the proposed Eastern 
Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans and related Planning Code and Zoning Map amendments. On 

1 Planning Department Case No. 2004.0160E and State Oearinghouse No. 2005032048 
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August 7, 2008, the Planning Commission certified the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR by Motion 17659 and 
adopted the Preferred Project for final recommendation to the Board of Supervisors.2,3 

In December 2008, after further public hearings, the Board of Supervisors approved and the Mayor 
signed the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Planning Code amendments. New zoning districts 
include districts that would permit PDR uses in combination with commercial uses; districts mixing 
residential and commercial uses and residential and PDR uses; and new residential-only districts. The 
districts replaced existing :industrial, commercial, residential single-use, and mixed-use districts. 

The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR is a comprehensive programmatic document that presents an analysis 
of the environmental effects of implementation of the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans, 
as well as the potential impacts under several proposed alternative scenarios. The Eastern Neighborhoods 
Draft EIR evaluated three rezoning alternatives, two community-proposed alternatives which focused 
largely on the Mission District, and a "No Project" alternative. The alternative selected, or the Preferred 

. Project, represents a combination of Options B and C. The Planning Commission adopted the Preferred 
Project after fully considering the environmental effects of the Preferred Project and the various scenarios 
discussed· in the PEIR. The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR estimated that implementation of the Eastern 
Neighborhoods Plan could result in approximately. 7,400 to 9,900 net dwelling units and 3,200,000 to 
6,600,0000 square feet of net non-residential space (excluding PDR loss) built in the Plan Area throughout 
the lifetime of the Plan (year 2025). 

A major issue of discussion in the Eastern Neighborhoods rezoning process was the degree to which 
existing industrially-zoned land would be rezoned to primarily residential and mixed-use districts, thus 
reducing the availability of land traditionally used for PDR employment and businesses. Among other 
topics, the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR assesses the significance of the cumulative land use effects of the 
rezoning by analyzing its effects on the City's ability to meet its future PDR space needs as well as its 
ability to meet its housing needs as expressed in the City's General Plan. 

The project site is within a P (Public) zoning district. The P District is intended to apply to land that is 
owned by a governmental agency and m· some form of public use. The proposed project and its relation 
to PDR land supply and cumulative land use effects is discussed further in the Community Plan 
Exemption (CPE) Checklist, under Land Use. The 1419 Bryant Street site, which is located in the Mission 
Pistrict of the Eastern Neighborhoods, was designated as a site with a building up to 68 feet in height 
(increased from 40 feet as part of the Eastern Neighborhoods rezoning process). 

Individual projects that could occur in the future under the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area 
Plans will undergo project-level environmental evaluation to determirie if they would result in further 
impacts specific to the development proposal, the site, and the time of development and to assess 
whether additional environmental review would. be required. This determination concludes that the 
proposed project at 1419 Bryant Street is consistent with and was encompassed within the analysis in the 
Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR, including the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR development projections. This 

determination also finds that the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR adequately anticipated and described the 
impacts of the proposed 1419 Bryant Sb;eet project, and identified the mitigation measures applicable to 
the 1419 Bryant Street project. The proposed project is also consistent with the zoning controls and the 

z San Francisco Planning Department. Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR), 
Planning Department Case No. 2004.0160E, certified August 7, 2008. Available online at: http:l/www.sf-
planning.org/index.aspx?page=1893. accessed August 17, 2012. · 

3 San Francisco Planning Department. San Francisco Planning Commission Motion 17659, August 7, 2008. Available online at: 
http://www.sf-planning.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?docurnentid=1268. accessed August 17, 2012. 
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provisions of the Planning Code applicable to the project site.4,s Therefore, no further CEQA evaluation 
for the 1419 Bryant Street project is required. In sum~ the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR and this Certificate 
of Exemption for the proposed project comprise the full and complete CEQA evaluation necessary for the. 
proposed project. · 

PROJECT SETTING 

The project site is surrounded primarily by PDR land uses. Adjacent properties contain surfa~e parking 
lots, former railroad right-of-way, storage buildings, manufacturing businesses, a truck rental lot, and 
office space. A commercial retail development (Potrero Center) is located on the block south of the 
project site. The blocks immediately north of the project site, across the US 101 Freeway and Division 
Street, contain storage, manufacturing, and warehouse retail uses. Building heights range from one to 
nine stories, with most buildings having two or three stories (approximately 30 to 40 feet tall). 

POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS 

The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR included analyses of environmental issues including: land use; plans 
and policies; visual quality and urban design; population, housing, business activity,· and employment 
(growth inducement); transportation; noise; air quality; parks, recreation and open space; shadow; 
archeological resources; historic architectural resources; hazards; and other issues not addressed in the 
previously issued initial study for the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans. The proposed 
1419 Bryant Street project is in conformance with the height, use and· density for the site described in the 
Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR and would represent a small part of the growth that was forecast for the 
Eastern Neighborhoods plan areas. Thus, the plan analyzed in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR 
considered the incremental impacts of the proposed 1419 Bryant Street project. As a result, the proposed 
project would not result i:h any new or substantially more severe impacts than were identified in the 
Eastern Neighb.orhoods PEIR. 

Significant and unavoidable impacts were identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR for the 
following topics: land use, historic architectural resources, transportation and circulation, and shadow. 
The proposed project would contribute to the significant unavoidable land use impact identified in the 
Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR because it would result in the removal of 9,000 sf of PDR space. The PEIR 
identified cumulative loss of PDR employment and businesses in the Eastern Neighborhoods plan area as 
a significant unavoidable impact. 

The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR identified feasible mitigation measures to address significant impacts 
related to noise, air qual,ity, archeological resources, historical resources, hazardous materials, and 
transportation. Table 1 below lists the mitigation measures identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR 
and states whether each measure would apply to the proposed project. 

4 Adam Varat, San Francisco Planning Department, Community Plan Exemption Eligibility Detennination, Citywide Planning and 
Policy Analysis, 1401-1419 Bryant Street, January 5, 2016. This document is available for review at the San Francisco Planning 
Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, as part of Case File No. 2015..005388ENV. 

s Jeff Joslin, San Francisco Planning Department, Community Plan Exemption Eligibility Detennination, Current Planning Analysis, 
1401-1419 Bryant Street, December 30, 2015. This document is available for review at the San Francisco Planning Department, 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, as part of Case File No. 2015-005388ENV. 
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Table 1-Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Measure Applicability Compliance 

F. Noise 

F-1: Construction Noise (Pile Not Applicable: pile driving NIA 
Driving) not proposed 

F-2: Construction Noise Applicable: temporary The project sponsor has agreed 
construction noise from use of to develop and :implement a set 
heavy equipment of noise attenuation measures 

during construction. 

F-3: Interior Noise L~vels Not Applicable: noise-sensitive NIA 
land uses not proposed 

F-4: Si ting of Noise-Sensitive Uses Not Applicable: noise-sensitive NIA 
land uses not proposed 

F-5: Siting of Noise-Generating Uses Applicable: the proposed The project sponsor has 
project could generate noise, prepared a noise analysis 
such as barking dogs, above demonstrating that the 
ambient levels proposed project would not 

adversely affect noise-sensitive 
uses 

F-6: Open Space Jn Noisy Not Applicable: noise-sensitive NIA 
Environments land uses not proposed 

G. Air Quality 

G-1: Construction Air Quality Applicable: only the The project sponsor has agreed 
construction exhaust emissions to comply with the 
portion of this mitigation construction exhaust emissions 
measure is applicable because reduction requirements. 
construction would occur 
within an Air Pollutant 
Exposure Zone 

G-2: Air Quality for Sensitive Land Not Applicable: no sensitive NIA 
Uses land uses proposed, also 

superseded by Article 38 
requirements 

G-3: Siting of Uses that Emit DPM Not Applicable: proposed NIA 
facility would not generate 100 
trucks per day or 40 
refrigerated trucks per day 

G-4: Siting of Uses that Emit other Applicable: proposed facility The project sponsor has agreed . 
TA Cs would include a diesel backup to :implement the best available 

control technology for diesel 
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Mitigation Measure 

J. Archeological Resources 

J-1: Properties with Previous Studies 

J-2: Properties with no Previous 
Studies 

J-3: Mission Dolores Archeological 
District 

K. Historical Resources 

K-1: Interim Procedures for Permit 
Review in the Eastern 
Neighborhoods Plan area 

K-2: Amendments to Article 10 of 
the Planning Code Pertaining to 
Vertical Additions in the South End 
Historic District (East SoMa) 

K-3: Amendments to Article 10 of 
the Planning Code Pertaining to 
Alterations and Infill Development 
in the Dogpatch Historic District 
(Central Waterfront) 

L. Hazardous Materials 

L-1: Hazardous Building Materials 

' 

E. Transportation 

E-1: Traffic Signal Installation 

E-2: Intelligent Traffic Management 

E-3: Enhanced Funding 

E-4: Intelligent Traffic Management 
--

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMeNT 
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Applicability Compliance 

generator generators. 

Not Applicable: project site is NIA 
not within this mitigation area 

Applicable: soil disturbance to Preliminary archeological 
approximately three feet below review has been completed, 
grade proposed in this and no further mitigation is 
mitigation area necessary. 

Not Applicable: project site is NIA 
not within this mitigation area 

Not Applicable: plan-level NIA 
mitigation completed by 
Planning Department 

Not Applicable: plan-level NIA 
mitigation completed by 
Planning Commission 

Not Applicable: plan-level NIA 
mitigation completed b:Y 
Planning Commission 

Applicable: proposed project . The project sponsor has agreed 
includes construction activities to comply with hazardous 
in a building with known prior building material abatement 
industrial use requirements. 

Not Applicable: plan level NIA 
mitigation by SFMTA 

Not Applicable: plan level NIA 
mitigation by SFMTA 

Not Applicable: plan level NIA 
mitigation by SFMTA & SFTA 

Not Applicable: plan level NIA 
mitigation bv SFMTA & 

6 
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Mitigation Measure 

E-5: Enhanced Transit Funding 

E-6: Transit Corridor Improvements 

E-7: Transit Accessibility 

E-8: Muni Storage and Maintenance 

E-9: Rider Improvements 

E-10: Transit Enhancement 

E-11: Transportation Demand 
Management 

1419 Bryant Street (Animal Care and Control Facility} 
Case No. 2015-005388ENV 

Applicability Compliance 

Planning Departinent 

· Not Applicable: plan level NIA 
mitigation by SFMTA 

Not Applicable: plan level NIA 
mitigation by SFMTA 

Not Applicable: plan level NIA 
mitigation by SFMTA 

Not Applicable: plan level NIA 
mitigation by SFMTA 

Not Applicable: plan level NIA 
mitigation by SFMTA 

Not Applicable: plan level NIA 
mitigation by SFMTA 

Not Applicable: plan level NIA 
mitigation by SFMTA 

Please see the attached Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MJv.IRP) for the complete text of 
the applicable mitigation measures. With implementation of these mitigation measures the proposed 
project would not result in significant impacts beyond those analyzed in the Eastern Neighborhoods 
PEIR. 

PUBLIC NOTICE AND COMMENT 

A "Notification of Project Receiving Environmental Review" was mailed on December l, 2015 to adjacent 
occupants and owners of properties within 300 feet of the project site. One comment was received, along 
with requests for project information Overall, concerns and issues raised by the public in response to the 
notice were taken into consideration and incorporated in the environmental review as appropriate for 
CEQA analysis. The one comment received asked whether the existing building on the project site would 
be converted to technology office sp~ce As noted in the project description above, the proposed project 
would convert the building to an Animal Care and Control Facility. The proposed project would not 
result in significant adverse environmental impacts associated with the issues identified by the public 
beyond those identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PElR. 

CONCLUSION 

As summarized above and further discussed in the CPE Checklist6: 

1. The proposed project is consistent with the development density established for the project site in 
the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans; 

6 The CPE Checklist is available for review at the Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street; Suite 400, San Francisco, in Case File 
No. 2015-005388ENV. 
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2. The proposed project would not result in effects on the environment that are peculiar to the 
project or the project site that were not identified as significant effects in the Eastern 
Neighborhoods PEIR; 

3. The proposed project would not result in potentially significant off-site or cumulative impacts 
that were not identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR; 

4. The proposed project would not result in significant effects, which, as a result of substan,tial new 
information that was not known at the time the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR was certified, 
would be more severe than were already analyzed and disclosed in the PEIR; and 

5. The project sponsor . will undertake feasible mitigation measures specified in the Eastern 
Neighborhoods PEIR to illitigate project-related significant impacts. 

Therefore, the proposed project is exempt from further environmental review pursuant to Public 
Resources Code Section 21083.3 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15183. 
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 
(Including the Text of the Mitigation Measures Adopted as Conditions of Approval) 

MITIGATION MEASURES Responsibility for 
Implementation 

Mitigation 
Schedule 

Monitoring/Report 
Responsibility 

Status/Date 
Completed 

ff~Ji,~~~~~ll§$,.0J.!,!.{~~§.~ "~~..,~--~nMl.il~~~ 
Project Mitigation Measure 1 ..... Properties With No Previous Studies Project Prior to The ERO to review and The project archeologist 
(Eastern Neighborhoods Mitigation Measµre J-2) Sponsor/project construction approve the ARDTEP to report on progress bi-

This measure would apply to those properties within the project area for 
which no archeological assessment report has been prepared or for which 
the archeological documentation is incomplete or inadequate to serve as an 
evaluation of potential effects on archeological resources under CEQA 
(CEQA Guidelines§ 15064.5(a)(1)(3) and (c)(1)(2)), with the exception of 
those properties within Archeological Mitigation Zone B as shown in Figure 
29 in Chapter IV, for which Mitigation Measure J-3, below, is applicable). 

Cf> That is, this measure would apply to the entirety of the study area outside of 
:tArcheological Mitigation Zones A and B: 

For projects proposed outside Archeological Mitigation Zones A and B, a 
Preliminary Archeological Sensitivity Study must be prepared by an 
archeological consultant with expertise in California prehistoric and urban · 
historical archeology. The Sensitivity Study should contain the following: 
1) Qetermine the historical uses of the project site based on any previous 

archeological documentation and Sanborn maps; 
2) Determine types of archeological resources/properties that may have 

been located within the project site and whether the archeological 
resources/property types would potentially be eligible for listing in the 
CRHR; 

3) Determine if 19th or 20th century soils-disturbing activities may 
adversely affected the identified potential archeological resources; 

4) Assess potential project effects in relation to the depth of any identified 
potential archeological resource; 

5) Conclusion: assessment of whether any CRHP-eligible archeological 
resources could be adversely affected by the proposed project and 
recommendation as to appropriate further action. 

Based on the Sensitivity Study, the Environmental Review Officer (ERO) 
shall determine if an Archeological Research Design/Treatment Plan 
(ARD/TP) shall be required to more definitively identify the potential for 
CRHP-eligible archeological resources to be present within the project site 
and determine the appr()g_ri_ate ?ftio[1_11ecessary to reduce the potential effect 

archeologist of each monthly to the ERO. 
subsequent Considered complete 
development project after review and 
undertaken pursuant approval of ARDTEP by 
to the Eastern the ERO. 
Neighborhoods 
Areas Plans and 
Rezoning 
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MITIGATION MEASURES 

of the project on archeological resources to a less than significant level. The 
scope of the ARD/TP shall be determined in consultation with the ERO and 
consistent with the standards for archeological documentation established by 
the Office of Historic Preservation for purposes of compliance with CEQA, in 
Preservation Planning Bulletin No. 5). 

Responsibility for 
Implementation 

Mitigation 
Schedule 

Monitoring/Report Status/Date 
Responsibility Completed 

Project Mitigation Measure 2 - Construction Noise (Eastern Project Sponsor During Each Project Sponsor Considered complete 
Neighborhoods Mitigation Measure F-2) along with Project construction to provide Planning upon receipt of final 

Where environmental review of a development project undertaken · 
subsequentto the adoption of the proposed zoning controls determines that 

c...>I construction noise controls are necessary due to the nature bf planned 
.J::o construction practices and the sensitivity of proximate uses, the Planning 
N> Director shall require that the sponsors of the subsequent development 

project develop a set of site-specific noise attenuation measures under the 
supervision of a qualified acoustical consultant. Prior to commencing 
construction, a plan for such measures shall be submitted to the Department 
of Building Inspection to ensure that maximum feasible noise attenuation will 
be achieved. These attenuation measures shall inelude as many of the· 
foll.owing control strategies as feasible: · 

Erect temporary plywood noise barriers around a construction site, 
particularly where a site adjoins noise-sensitive uses; 
Utilize noise control blankets on a building structure as the building is 
erected to reduce noise emission from the site; 
Evaluate the feasibility of noise control at the receivers by temporarily 
improving the noise reduction capability of adjacent buildings housing 
sensitive uses; 
Monitor the effectiveness of noise attenuation measures by taking noise 
measurements; and 
Post signs on-site pertaining to permitted construction days and hours 
and complaint procedures and who to notify in the event of a problem, 
with telephone numbers listed. 

Project Mitigation Measure 3 - Siting of Noise-Generating Uses 
(Eastern Neighborhoods Mitigation Measure F-5) 

Contractor of each Department with monitoring report at 
subsequent monthly reports during completion of 
development project construction period. construction. 
undertaken pursuant 
to the Eastern 
Neighborhoods 
Rezoning and Area 
Plans Project. 

Project Sponsor 
along with Project 
Contractor of each 

Design 
measures to be 
incorporated into 

San Francisco Planning 
Department and the 
Department of Building 

Considered complete 
upon approval of final 
construction drawing set. 
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MITIGATION MEASURES 

To reduce potential conflicts between existing sensitive receptors and new 
noise-generating uses, for new development including commercial, industrial 
or other uses that would be expected to generate noise levels in excess of 
ambient noise, either short-term, at nighttime, or as a 24-hour average, in the 
proposed project site vicinity, the Planning Department shall require the 
preparation of an analysis that includes, at a minimum, a site survey to 
identify potential noise-sensitive uses within 900 feet of, and that have a 
direct line-of-sight to, the project site, and including at least one 24-hour 
noise measurement (with maximum noise level readings taken at least every 
15 minutes), prior to the first project approval action. The analysis shall be 
prepared by persons qualified in acoustical analysis and/or engineering and 
shall demonstrate with reasonable certainty that the proposed use would 
comply with the use compatibility requirements in the General Plan and in 
Police Code Section 29091, would not adversely affect nearby noise-sensitive 
uses, and that there are no particular circumstances about the proposed 
project site that appear to warrant heightened concern about noise levels 
that would be generated by the proposed use. Should such concerns be 
present, the Department may require the completion of a detailed noise 
assessment by person(s) qualified in acoustical an'alysis and/or engineering 
prior to the first project approval action. 

Project Mitigation Measure 4 - Construction Air Quality (Implementing 
Eastern Neighborhoods Mitigation Measure_ G-1) 

The project sponsor or the project sponsor's Contractor shaU-comply with the 
following · 

A. Engine Requirements. 

1. All off-road equipment greater than 25 hp and operating for more 
than 20 total hours over the entire duration of construction activities shall 
have engines that meet or exceed either U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency (USEPA) or California Air Resources Board (ARB) Tier 2 off-road 
emission standards, and have been retrofitted with an ARB Level 3 Verified 
Diesel Emissions Control Strategy. Equipment with engines meeting Tier 4 
Interim or Tier 4 Final off-road emission standards automaticall~ meet this 

Responsibility for 1 · Mitigation 
Implementation Schedule 

subsequent 
development project 
undertaken pursuant 
to the Eastern · 
Neighborhoods 
Rezoning and Area 
Plans Project. 

Project Sponsor 
along with Project 
Contractor of each 
subsequent 
development project 
undertaken pursuant 
to the Eastern 
Neighborhoods 
Rezoning and Area 
Plans Project. 

project design 
and evaluated in 
environmental/ 
building permit 
review, prior to 
issuance of a 
final building 
permit and 
certificate of 
occupancy 

During . 
construction 

I 
I 
I 

Monitoring/Report 
Responsibility 

Inspection 

""'~· 
Each Project Sponsor 
to provide Planning 
Department with 
monthly reports during 
construction period. 

Status/Date 
Completed 

~! 
Considered complete 
upon receipt of final 
monitoring report at 
completion of 
construction. 
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MITIGATION MEASURES 

requirement. 

2. Where access to alternative sources of power are available, 
portable diesel engines shall be prohibited. 

3. Diesel engines, whether for off-road or on-road equipment, shall not 
be left idling for more than two minutes, at any location, except as provided 
in exceptions to the applicable state regulations regarding idling for off-road 
and on-road equipment (e.g., traffic conditions, safe operating conditions). 
The Contractor shall post legible and visible signs in English, Spanish, and 
Chinese, in designated queuing areas and at the construction site to remind 
operators of the two minute idling limit. 

w 4. The Contractor shall instruct construction workers and equipment 
.i:::. I operators on the maintenance and tuning of construction equipment, and 
.i:::. require that such workers and operators properly maintain and tune 

equipment in accordance with manufacturer specifications. 

B. Waivers. 

1. The Planning Department's Environmental Review Officer or 
designee (ERO) may waive the alternative source of power requirement of 
Subsection (A)(2) if an alternative source of power is limited or infeasible at 
the project site. If the ERO grants the waiver, the Contractor must submit 
documentation that the equipment used for onsite power generation meets 
the requiremenfs of Subsection (A)(1). 

2. The ERO may waive the equipment requirements of Subsection 
(A)(1) if: a particular piece of off-road equipment with an ARB Level 3 
VDECS is technically not feasible; the equipment would not produce desired 
emissions reduction due to expected operating modes; installation of the 
equipment would create a safety hazard orimpaired visibility for the operator; 
or, there is Cl compelling emergency need to use off-road equipment that is 
not retrofitted with an ARB Level 3 VDECS. If the ERO grants the waiver, the 
Contractor must use the next cleanest piece of off-road equipment, 
according to Table below. 

Table - Off-Road Equipment Compliance Step-down Schedule 

Responsibility for Mitigation Monitoring/Report 
Implementation Schedule Responsibility 

Status/Date 
Completed 
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MITIGATION MEASURES 

Compliance Alternative Engine Emission Standard Erilissioris Control 

1 

2 

3 

Tier2 

Tier2 

Tier2 

ARB Level 2 VDECS 

ARB Level 1 VDECS 

Alternative Fuel* 

How to use the table: If the ERO determines that the equipment 
requirements cannot be met, then the project sponser would need to meet 
Compliance Alternative 1. If the ERO determines that the Contractor cannot 
supply off-road equipment meeting Compliance Alternative 1, then the 
Contractor must meet Compliance Alternative 2. If the ERO determines that 
the Contractor cannot supply off-road equipment meeting Compliance 

c:;t> Alternative 2, then the Contractor must meet. Compliance Alternative 3. 

Cl ** Alternative fuels are not a VDECS. 

C. Construction Emissions Minimization Plan. Before starting on-site 
construction activities, the Contractor shall submit a Construction Emissions 
Minimization Plan (Plan) to the ERO for review and approval. The Plan shall 
state, in reasonable detail, how the Contractor will meet the requirements of 
Section A. 

1. The Plan shall include estimates of the construction timeline by 
phase, with a description of each piece of off-road equipment required for 
every construction phase. The description may Include, but is not limited to: 
equipment type, equipment manufacturer, equipment identification number, 
engine model year, engine certification (Tier rating), horsepower, engine 
serial number, and expected fuel usage and hours of operation. For VDECS 
installed, the description may include: technology type, serial number, make, 
model, maoufacturer, ARB verification number level, and installation date 
and hour meter· reading on installation date. For off-road equipment using 
alternative fuels, the description shall also specify the type of alternative fuel 
being used. 

2. The ERO shall ensure that all applicable requirements of the Plan 
have been incorporated into the contract specifications. The Plan shall 
include a certification statement that the Contractor agrees to comply fully 

I Responsibility for I 
Implementation 

Mitigation 
Schedule I Monitoring/Report 

· Responsibility 
Status/Date 
Completed 
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 
(Including the Text of the Mitigation Measures Adopted as Conditions of Approval) 

MITIGATION MEASURES 

with the Plan. 

3. The Contractor shall make the Plan available to the public for 
review on-site during working hours. The Contractor shall post at the 
construction site a legible and visible sign summarizing the Plan. The sign 
shall also state that the public may ask to inspect the Plan for the project at 
any time during working hours and shall explain how to request to inspect the 
Plan. The Contractor shall post at least one copy of the sign in a visible 
location on each side of the construction site facing a public right-of-way. 

D. Monitoring. After start of Construction Activities, the Contractor shall 
submit quarterly reports to the ERO documenting compliance with the Plan. 
After completion of construction activities and prior to receiving a final 

001 certificate of occupancy, the project sponsor shall submit to the ERO a final 
c;; report summarizing construction. activities, including the start and end dates 

and duration of each construction phase, and the specific information 
required in the Plan. 

. Project Mitigation Measure 5 - Best Available Control Technology for 
Diesel Generators (Implementing Eastern Neighborhoods Mitigation 
Measure G-4) 

The project sponsor shall ensure that the backup diesel generator meet or 
exceed one of the following emission standards for particulate matter: (1) 
Tier 4 certified engine, or (2) Tier 2 or Tier 3 certified engine that is equipped 
with a California Air Resources Board (ARB) Level 3Verified Diesel 
Emissions Control Strategy (VDECS). A non-verified diesel emission control 
strategy may be used if the filter has the same particulate matter reduction 
as the identical ARB verified model and if the Bay Area Air Quality 
Management District (BAAQMD) approves of its Lise. The project sponsor 
shall submit documentation of compliance with the BAAQMD New Source 
Review permitting process (Regulation 2, Rule 2, and Regulation 2, Rule 5) 
and the emission standard requirement of this mitigation measure to the 
Planning Department for review and approval prior to issuance of a permit for 
a backup diesel generator from any City agency. 

Responsibility for 
Implementation 

Project Sponsor of 
each subsequent 
development project 
undertaken pursuant 
to the Eastern 
Neighborhoods 
Areas Plans and 
Rezoning 

'ilii:t~1ie~os~MJj1iSR1N1Js~ ,,.,," n1 · l!lil · 1u 1~r~'lt1}!1~, ~~m•.ill!! _i?,)i~·l'i. . ::.,.,~, .... ,;... ~ ... } .;,. ..;.,-.~ ~~- l!;; .. ..t~ .. ,,i• ..... ~. ,. •. • '. :.i ..... " ~ ·' ' ~·.· •• I . ~~. - •• ;, ' ' ,,'\ .... ' ···~ ~ '~I ~· .k.•/ J~-~~- ~ .. Y.J1 ·I:.~ ' ............. ::{~,. 
Project Mitigation Measure 6 - Hazardous Building Materials (Eastern Project 
Neighborhoods Mitigation Measure L-1) Sponsor/project 

Mitigation 
Schedule 

Upon initiation of 
environmental 
review for 
specific 
development 
projects that fall 
within the use 
characteristics 
and geographic 
parameters 
established by 
mitigation 
measure. 

Monitoring/Report 
Responsibility 

San Francisco Planning 
Department, 
Department of Public 
Health and the 
Department of Building 
Inspection 

'w~~"•P~~~J!l1 l '~~~~~"'"~~lll~1*i~i.mlli··•i\l'.'ilJ-' 
.• i~~m~~.ffl1~ n~~~~1t .. ,.1: :~~~~~~aJ4'i~~~'lti;.;; ... :.-.~!~JJ1r~~~-..@; .i\w.:ai..: 

Status/Date 
Completed 

Prior to approval of final 
site plan for subsequent 
development projects. 

Prior to approval Planning Department, Considered complete 
of each in consultation with upon approval of each 
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 
(Including the. Text of the Mitigation Measures Adopted as Conditions of Approval) 

MITIGATION MEASURES 

The City shall .condition future development approvals. to require that the 
subsequent project sponsors ensure that any equipment containing PCBs or 
DEPH, such as fluorescent light ballasts, are removed and properly disposed 
of according to applicable federal, state, and local laws prior to the start of 
renovation, and that any fluorescent light tubes, which could contain 
mercury, are similarly removed and properly disposed of. Any other 
hazardous materials identified, either before or during work, shall be abated 
according to applicable federal, state, and local laws. 

Responsibility for 
Implementation 

archeologist of each 
subsequent 
development project 
undertaken pursuant 
to the Eastern 
Neighborhoods 
Areas Plans and 
Rezoning 

Mitigation 
Schedule 

subsequent 
project, through 
Mitigation Plan. 

I Monitoring/Report l 
Responsibility I 

DPH; where Site 
Mitigation Plan is 
required, Project 
Sponsor or contractor 
shall submit a 
monitoring report to 
DPH, with a copy to 
Planning Department 
and DBI, at end of 
construction. 

Status/Date 
Completed 

subsequent project. 

I 
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Community Plan Exemption Checklist 

Case No.: 
Project Address: 
Zoning: 

Block/Lot: 
Lot Size: 
Plan Area: 
Project Sponsor: 
Staff Contact: 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

2015-005388ENV 
1419 Bryant Street (Animal Care and Control Facility) 
P (Public) Use District 
68-X Height and Bulk District 
3904/002 
47,988 square feet 
Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plan 
Jim Buker, San Francisco Public Works, 415-557-4758 
Kansai Uchida, 415-575-9048, kansai.uchida@sfgov.org 

The project site at 1419 Bryant Street is located at the northern edge of San Francisco's Jv.lission District 
neighborhood. The approximately 47,998 square foot site (Assessor's Block 3904, Lot 002) is located at the 
northeast comer of Bryant and Alameda Streets. The subject block is bounded by Bryant Street to the 
west, Division Street and US Highway 101 (Central Freeway) to the north, 10th Street and Potrero 
Avenue to the east, and Alameda Street to the south (see Figure 1, Project Location). The project site is a 
comer lot, with frontages on both Bryant Street and Alameda Street. US Highway 101, a six-lane elevated 
freeway, is located immediately north of the project site, and the nearest access ramp is the southbound 
ramp at the corner of 10th and Bryant Streets. 

The project site currently contains a 34,350 square foot, one-story-plus-mezzarrine masonry building 
constructed in 1893 and expanded in 1902, which is currently used as a maintenance facility for Muni's 
overhead power lines by the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA) (see Figure 2, Site 
Plan; Figure 3, Existing Floor Plan; and Figure 6, Existing and Proposed Elevations). The building is 
approximately 42 feet tall, measured from the curb to the top of the parapet at the northern edge of the 
Bryant Street face of the building. The site is sloped and the building is approximately 36 feet tall, 
measured from the curb to the top of the parapet at the comer of Bryant Street and Alameda Street. The 
peak of the highest gabled roof is about 10 feet above the parapet at the corner of Bryant Street and 
Alameda Street. The. building was formerly used as a powerhouse for streetcars. A second, smaller 
building is located at the eastern end of project site, and is used for SFMTA storage purposes. A curb cut 
is present along the building's Bryant Street frontage, near the northern edge of the site, to provide access 
to a 22-space surface parking lot. A secon.d curb cut is present along the Alameda Street frontage, near 
the eastern edge of the site, to provide access to the smaller storage building. Two commercial rollup 
loading doors are located along the north side of the larger building, facing the. surface parking lot. An 
additional commercial rollup door and curb cut are present on the south side of the larger building, near 
Bryant Street. The smaller building has a single roll-up loading door facing Alameda Street. 

The proposed project would convert the larger building to an Animal Care and Control Facility. As part 
of the conversion, a second story would be added within the existing building (the single story building 
currently has high ceilings, tall enough to accommodate a second level). New exterior dog runs and 
gardens would be added at ground level adjacent to the parking lot and on the roof. The project would 
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Case No. 2015-005388ENV 

increase the total square footage of the building to 44,600 square feet. No exp8J1Sion of the building 
envelope would occur, and the building height '."'ould remain the same as the existing building. 

The ground floor of the building would house animal holding areas, dog runs, public lobbies, staff work 
areas, veterinary offices, arid a sally port for loading use. -The ·existing rollup doors and one of the 
existing windows on the Alameda Street frontage would be converted to two sally port doors. A new 
curb cut would be added along Alameda Street at the window that is being converted to a door, to allow 
sally port access. The rollup doors on the north side of the building would be removed. New windows 
and pedestrian entrances would be added on the north, west, and south sid~s of the building. Bicycle 
parking would be provided inside the sally port (9 spaces) and outdoors near the north entrance to the 
building (3 spaces), and 16 off-street surface parking spaces would continue to be provided along the 
north side of the building. Parking lot access would continue to be available from the existing curb cut on 
Bryant Street. Four new street trees would be added along Bryant Street, and six new street trees would 
be added along Alameda Street adjacent to the project site. Figure 4, Proposed Floor Plans; Figure 5, 
Proposed Sections; and Figure 6 - Existing and Proposed Elevations show additional details of the 
proposed changes to the building. 

The new second floor of the building (added within the existing building envelope) would house 
adoption facilities, classrooms, accessory offices, staff rooms, and additional animal holding areas. The 
roof would contain a dog run, an aviary, solar panels, and a roof garden for use by small animals. A 
die~el backup generator would be installed for emergency use. 

Construction activities would last approximately 26 months, and would require approximately 500 cubic 
yards of excavation, reaching depths of up to three feet below grade. Structural work to improve the 
building's seismic safety wollld also be performed. The existing Animal Care and Control Facility at 1200 
15th Street would be closed once the proposed project is completed. The smaller building on the project 
site would remain in use as SFMTA storage. 

The proposed 1419 Bryant Street project would require issuance of a building permit by the Department 
of Building fuspection (DBI), which would be the Approval Action for the project. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 2 
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Figure 1-Project Location 
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Figure 2 - Site Plan 
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Figure 3(b) - Existing Floor Plan (Roof) 

a 

~ 
C> 

~ 
0 
u 
C> z ;::: 
"' x 
w 

~ 
w 
> 
C> z 
~ x 
w 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

..... z 
w 
> 
C> z ;::: 
U) 

x 
w 

353 

1419 Bryant Street (Animal Care and Control Facility) 
Case No. 2015~005388ENV 

~ 
;_ 

~ 
II . 
"' ~ 
C') 

ill .... 
<( 
u 
<n 

6 



c.,.) 

CJ1 
.J:o, 

'II"' 
c~ 
z~ zz 
-9 z"' CJ2 

I 

'-' 

NEW 
PLANTER 

WITH 
DECORATIVE 

FENCING 

GATE 

/ 
/ I 

\ 
\ 

6- & 
16 

_i...'·· 

.i. 

,.~: 

.. ! .. · ' 
~··· 

. ~~~. · ........ "'"'· 
"-LARGE'bOO "' 

"'RUt! .. 
,c 

........ .' 

,_ 

. ' :: ,·,~ 
··,., ... 

itli 
.~I ,~-tD<lG· 
· Rblt< ! . RUNJ. RUN 

·~ 

. '.'EXISTING 2 STORY 
·: MTA BUILOING 

· EXIS11NG I STORY 
.~llONOF 

BUILDING 

"· 
"~·::. 

;rrrj .... f -~ , .. ,~-,,Ji~Wlt I~_ 

~- 20" •<Y 

------ I 
SCALE: 3/32" = 1'-0" 

'Tl ..... 
t . ~ 

('ti 

.;:.. ...... 
Ill --I 
~ 
0 

"d 
0 
"' ('ti 

~ 

:!1 
0 
0 
1-1 

::g 
§ 
"' ...... 
J-l 

"' .... 
:!1 
0 
0 
~ 

_J 

EB 

0 
0 
3 
3 
c: 
::i 
~-

"U 
iii" 
::i 

m x 
CD 
3 

"C 
!::!" • 
0 
::i 

0 
:::; 
CD 
0 ;:.;-

[ 

.... 
""'" .... 
co 
t:O 

~ 
;a 
~ 
Cil 
!!l. 
> ::i 

~~r 
O!!!. 
Cl 0 
r6 ~ 
Z CD 
0 Cl 
. ::i 
I\) c. 
~(") 
01 0 
I :J o ..... o-. 

01 2.. 
wll 
~Cl 
mQ: z-· 
<:S 



Community Plan Exemption Checklist 

}ligure 4(b)-Proposed Floor Plans (2nd Floor) 
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Community Plan Exemption Checklist 

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS 

1419 Bryant Street {Animal Care and Control Facility) 
Case No. 2015-005388ENV 

This Community Plan Exemption (CPE) Checklist evaluates whether the environmental impacts of the 
proposed project are addressed in the Programm;ltic Environmental Impact Report for the Eastern 
Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans (Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR).1 The CPE Checklist indicates 
whether the proposed project would result in significant impacts that: (1) are peculiar to the project or 
project site; (2) were not identified as significant project-level, cumulative, or off-site effects in the PEIR; 
or (3) are previously identified significant effects, which as a result of substantial new information that 
was not known at the time that the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR was certified, are determined to have a 
more severe adverse impact than discussed in the PEIR. Such impacts, if any, will be evaluated in a 
project-specific :rv.litigated Negative Declaration or Environmental Impact Report If no such impacts are 
identified, the proposed project is exempt from further environmental review in accordance with Public 
Resources Code Section 21083.3 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15183. 

:rv.litigation measures identified in the PEIR are discussed under each topic area, and measures that are 
applicable to the proposed project are provided under the :rv.litigation Measures section at the end of this 
checklist. 

The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR identified significant impacts related to land use, transportation, 
cultural resources, shadow, noise, air quality, and hazardous materials. Additionally, the PEIR identified 
significant cumulative impacts related to land use, transportation, and cultural resources. :rv.litigation 
measures were. identified for the above impacts and reduced all impacts to less-than-significant except for 
those related to land use (cumulative impacts on Prod1,1ction, DiStribution, and Repair (PDR) use), 
transportation (program-level and cumulative traffic impacts at nine intersections; program-level and 
cumulative transit impacts on seven Muni lines), cultural resources (cumulative impacts from demolition 
of historical resources), and shadow (program-level impacts on parks). 

The proposed project would include conversion of an SFMTA maintenance building to an Animal Care 
and Control Facility. As discussed below in this checklist, the proposed project would not result in new, 
significant environmental effects, or effects of greater severity than were already analyzed and disclosed 
in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 

CHANGES IN THE REGULA TORY ENVIRONMENT 

Since the certification of the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR in 2008, several new policies, regulations, 
statutes, and funding measures have been adopted, passed, or are underway that affect the physical 
environment and/or environmental review methodology for projects in the Eastern Neighborhoods plan 
areas. As discussed in each topic area referenced below, these policies, regulations, statUtes, and funding 
measures have or will implement mitigation measures or further reduce less-than-significant impacts 
identified in the PEIR. These include: 

State statute regulating Aesthetics and Parking Impacts for Transit Priority Infill, effective 
January 2014 (see associated heading below);. 

San Francisco Bicycle Plan update adoption in June 2009, Better Streets Plan adoption in 2010, 

Transit Effectiveness Project (aka "Muni Forward") adoption in March 2014, Vision Zero 

1 San Francisco Planning Department, Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans Final Environmental Impact Report (PEIR), 
Planning Department Case No. 2004.0160E, State Oearinghouse No. 2005032048, certified August 7, 2008. Available online at 
http://www.sf-planning.org/index.aspx?page=1893. accessed August 17,2012. 
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Community Plan Exemption Checklist 1419 Bryant Street (Animal Care and Control Facility) 
Case No. 2015-005388ENV 

adoption by various City agencies in 2014, Proposition A and B passage in November 2014, and 
the Transportation Sustainability Program process (see Checklist section "Transportation"); 

San Francisco ordinance establishing Noise Regulations Related to Residential Uses Near Places 
of Entertainment effective June 2015 (see Checklist section "Noise"); 

San Francisco ordinances establishing Construction Dust Control, effective July 2008, and 
Enhanced Ventilation Required for Urban Infill Sensitive Use Developments, effective December 
2014 (see Checklist section "Air Quality");. 

San Francisco Clean and Safe Parks Bond passage in November 2012 and San Francisco 
Recreation and Open Space Element of the General Plan adoption in April 2014 (see Checklist 
section "Recreation"); 

Urban Wa~er Management Plan adoption in 2011 and Sewer System Improvement Program 
process (see Checklist section "Utilities and Service Systems"); and 

Article 22A of the Health Code amendments effective August 2013 (see Checklist section 
"Hazardous Materials"). 

CHANGES IN THE PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT 

Since the certification of ~e Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR in 2008, as evidenced by the volume of 
development applications submitted to the Planning Department since 2012, the pace of development 
activity has increased in the Eastern Neighborhoods plan areas. The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR 
projected that implementation of the Eastern Neighborhoods Plan could result in a substantial amount of 
growth within the Eastern Neighborhoods Plan area, resulting in an increase of approximately 7,400 to 
9,900 net dwelling units and 3,200,000 to 6,600,000 square feet of net non-residential space (excluding 
PDR loss) through throughout the lifetime of the Plan (year 2025).2 The growth projected in the Eastern 
Neighborhoods PEIR was based on a soft site analysis (i.e., assumptions regarding the potential for a site 
to be developed through the year 2025) and not based upon the created capacity of the rezoning options 
(i.e:, the total potential for development that would be created indefinitely).3 

As of July 31, 2015, projects containing 8,559 dwelling units and 2,231,595 square feet of non-residential 
space (excluding PDRloss) have completed or are proposed to complete environmental review4 within 

2 Tables 12 through 16 of the Eastern Neighborhoods Draft EIR. and Table C&R-2 in the Comments and Responses show projected 
net growth based on proposed' rezoning scenarios. A baseline for existing conditions in the year 2000 was included to provide 
context for the scenario figures for parcels affected by the rezoning, not projected growth totals from a baseline of the year 2000. 
Estimates of projected growth were based on parcels that were to be rezoned and did not include parcels that were recently 

· developed (i.e., parcels with projects completed between 2000 and March 2006) or have proposed projects in the pipeline (i.e., 
projects under construction, projects approved or entitled by the Planning Department, or projects under review by the 
Planning Department or Department of Building Inspection). Development pipeline figures for each Plan Area were presented 
separat!~ly in Tables 5, 7, 9, and 11 in the Draft EIR. Environmental impact assessments for these pipeline projects were 
considered separately from the Eastern Neighborhoods rezoning effort 

3 San Francisco Planning Department, Community Pla.nnillg. in the Eastern Neighborhoods, Rezoning Options Workbook, Draft, 
February 2003. This document is available at http:Uwww.sf-planning.org/index.aspx?page=1678#background. 

4 For this and the Population and Housing section, environmental review is defined as projects that have or are relying on the 
growth projections and analysis in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. for environmental review (i.e., C<immunity Plan 
Exemptions or Focused Mitigated Negative Declarations and Focused Environmental Impact Reports with an attached 
Community Plan Exemption Checklist). 
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Community Plan Exemption Checklist 1419 Bryant Street (Animal Care and Control Facility) 
Case No. 2015-005388ENV 

the Eastern Neighborhoods Plan area. These estimates include projects that have completed 
environmental review (4,885 dwelling units and 1,472,688 square feet of non-residential space) and 
foreseeable projects, including the proposed project (3,674 dwelling units and 758,907 square feet of non
residential space). Foreseeable projects are those projects for which environmental evaluation 
applications have been submitted to the San Francisco Planning Deparbnent. Of the 4,885 dwelling units 
that have completed environmental review, building permits have been issued for 3,710 dwelling units, 
or approximately 76 percent of those units (information is not available regarding building permit non
residential square footage). An issued building permit means the buildings containing those dwelling 
units are currently under construction or open for occupancy. 

Within the Jv.lission subarea, the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR· projected that implementation of the 
Eastern Neighborhoods Plan could result in an increase of 800 to 2,100 net dwelling units and 700,000 to 
3,500,000 net non-residential space (excluding PDR loss) through the year 2025. As of July 31, 2015, 
projects containing 1,906 dwelling units and 257,943 square feet of non-residential space (excluding PDR 
loss) have completed or are proposed to complete environmental review within the Jv.lission subarea. 
These estimates inc;lude projects that have completed environmental review (l,202 dwelling units and 
75,013 square feet of non-residential space) and foreseeable projects, excluding the proposed project (704 
dwelling units and 182,930 square feet of non-residential space). Of the 1,202 dwelling units that have 
completed environmental review, building permits have been issued· for 1,176 dwelling units,' or 
approximately 98 percent of those units. 

Growth that has occurred within the Plan area since adoption of the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR has 
been planried for and the· effects of that growth were anticipated and considered in the Eastern 
Neighborhoods PEIR. Although the reasonably foreseeable growth in the residential land use category is 
approaching the projections within the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR, the non-residential· reasonably 
foreseeable growth is between approximately 7 c;md 37 percent of the non-residential projections in the 
Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR utilized the growth projections to 
analyze the physical environm~ntal impacts associated with that growth for the following environmental 
impact topics: Land Use; Population, Housing, Business Activity, and Employment; Transportation; 
Noise; Air Quality; Parks, Recreation, and Open $pace; Utilities/Public Services; and Water. The analysis 
took into account the overall growth in the Eastern Neighborhoods and did not necessarily analyze in 
isolation the impacts of growth in one land use category, although each land use category may have 
differing severities of effects. Therefore, given the growth from the reasonably foreseeable projects have 
not exceeded the overall growth that was projected m the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR, information that 
was not known at the time of the PEIR has not resulted in new significant environmental impacts or 
substantially more severe adverse impacts than discussed in the PEIR. 
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Community Plan Exemption Checklist 

Topics: 

1. LAND USE AND LAND USE PLANNING
Would the project: 

a) Physically divide an established community? 

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, 
or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over 
the project (including, but not limited to the 
general plan, specific plan, local coastal 
program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the 
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an 
environmental effect? 

c) Have a substantial impact upon the existing 
character of the vicinity? 

1419 Bryant Street (Animal Care and Control Facility} 
Case No. 2015-005388ENV 

Significant 
Impact Peculiar 

to Project or 
Project Site 

D 

D 

D 

Significant 
Impact not 

Identified in PEIR 

D 

D 

D 

Significant 
Impact due to 

Substantial New 
Information 

D 

D 

D 

No Significant 
Impact not 
Previously 

Identified in PEIR 

The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR analyzed a range of potential rezoning options and considered the 
effects of losing between approximately 520,000 to 4,930,000 square feet of PDR space in the Plan Area. 
throughout the lifetime of the Plan (year 2025). Titls was compared to an estimated loss of approximately 
4,620,000 square feet of PDR space in the Plan Area under the No Project scenario. Within the Mission 
subarea, the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR considered the effects of losing up to approximately 3,370,000 
square feet of PDR space through the year 2025. The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR determined that 
adoption of the Area Plans would result in an unavoidable significant impact on land use due to the 
cumulative loss of PDR space. 1bis impact was addressed in a Statement of Overriding Considerations 
with CEQA Findings and adopted as part of the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Areas .Plans 
approval on January 19, 2009.· 

As of July 31, 2015, projects containing the removal of 1,748,422 net square feet of PDR space have 
completed or are proposed to complete environmental review within the Eastern Neighborhoods Plan 
area. These estimates include projects that have completed environmental review (796,446 square feet of 
PDR space loss) and foreseeable projects, including the proposed project (951,976 square feet of PDR 
space loss). Foreseeable projects are those projects for which environmental evaluation applications have 
been submitted to the San Francisco Planning Department. As of July 31, 2015, projects containing the 
removal of approximately 377,000 net square feet of PDR space have completed .or are proposed to 
complete environmental review within the 11ission subarea. These estimates include projectS that have 
completed environmental review (144,000 square feet of PDR space loss) and foreseeable projects, 
excluding the proposed project (233,000 square feet of PDR space loss). 

Development of the proposed project would result in the net loss of approximately 34,350 square feet of 
PDR building space. 1bis would contribute considerably to the significant cumulative land use impact 
related to loss of PDR uses that was identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. The project site is 
located in the P (Public) Use District, which is intended to apply to land that is owned by a governmental 
agency and is in some form of public use, and development is within the development density as 
envisioned for the site under the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. The proposed loss of 34,350 square feet of 
existing PDR uses represents a considerable contribution to the cumulative loss of PDR space analyzed in 
the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR, but would not result in significant impacts that were not identified or a 
more severe adverse impact than analyzed in the PEIR. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

365 
18 



Community Plan Exemption Checklist 1419 Bryant Street (Animal Care and Control Facility) 
Case No. 2015-005388ENV 

The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR determined that implementation of the Area Plans would not create 
any new physical barriers in the Eastern Neighborhoods because the rezoning and Area Plans do not 
provide for any new major roadways, such as freeways that would disrupt or divide the project area or 
individual neighborhoods or 8ubareas. 

The Citywide Planning and Current Planning Divisions of the Planning Department have determined 
that the proposed project is permitted in the P Use District and is consistent with the 68-X Height and 
Bulk District, which allows buildings up to 68 feet in height with no bulk restrictions. The P Use District 
allows public structures and land uses of the City and County of San Francisco and other governmental 
agencies. 

Two of the goals of the :Mission Area Plan include Objective 3.1, to promote an urban form that reinforces 
the Mission's distinctive place in the City's larger form and strengthen its physical fabric and character; 
and Objective 8.2, to protect, preserve, and reuse the Historic Resources within the Plan Area. The 
proposed project is consistent with these objectives by retaining and reusing the Historic Resource, 
Municipal Railway Overhead Lines building, and reusing it as an Animal Care and Control Facility. 

The plan also calls for improvements and expansion of bicycle infrastructure as an important mode of 
transportation in Objective 4.7. The proposed project supports this objective by increasing the amount of 
bicycle parking and not adding any new vehicle parking spaces. 

Therefore, the proposed project is permitted by zoning and is consistent with the development density 
envisioned in the Eastern Neighborhoods Mission Area·Plan.5,6 

Because the proposed project is consistent with the development density established in the Eastern 
Neighborhoods Rezoning and area Plans, implementation of the proposed project would not result in 
significant impacts that were not identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR related to land use and 
land use planning, and no mitigation measures are necessary. 

Significant Significant No Significant 
Impact Peculiar Significant· Impact due to Impact not 

to Project or Impact not Substantial New Previously 
Topics: Project Site Identified in PEIR Information Identified in PEIR 

2. POPULATION AND HOUSING-
Would the project: 

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, D D D 
either directly (for example, by proposing new 
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for 
example, through extension of roads or other 
·infrastructure)? 

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing D D D 
units or create demand for additional housing, 
necessitating the construction of replacement 
housing? 

s Adam Varat, San Francisco Planning Department, Community Plan Exemption Eligibility Determination, Citywide Planning and 
Policy Analysis, 1401-1419 Bryant Street, January 5, 2016. This document is available for review at the San Francisco Planning 
Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, as part of Case File No. 2015-005388ENV. · · 

6 Jeff Joslin, San Francisco Planning Department, Community Plan Exemption Eligibility Determination, Current Planning Analysis, 
1401-1419 Bryant Street, December 30, 2015. This document is available for review at the San Francisco Planning Department, 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, as part of Case File No. 2015-005388ENV. 
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Community Plan Exemption Checklist 

Topics: 

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, 
necessitating the construction of replacement 
housing elsewhere? 

1419 Bryant Street (Animal Care and Control Facility} 
Case No. 2015-005388ENV 

Significant 
Impact Peculiar 

to Project or 
Project Site 

D 

Significant 
Impact not 

Identified in PEIR 

D 

Significant 
Impact due to 

Substantial New 
Information 

D 

No Significant 
Impact not 
Previously 

Identified in PEIR 

One of the objectives of the Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plans is to identify appropriate locations for 
housing in the City's industrially zoned land to meet the citywide demand for additional housing. The 

PEIR concluded that an increase in population in the Plan Areas is expected to occur as a secondary effect 
of the proposed rezoning and that any population increase would not, in itself, result in adverse physical 
effects, but would serve to advance key City policy objectives, such as providing housing in appropriate 
locations next to Downtown and other employment generators and furthering the City's Transit First 
policies. It was anticipated that the rezoning would result in an increase in both housing development 
and population in all of the Area Plan neighborhoods. The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR determined that 
the anticipated increase in population and density would not result in significant adverse physical effects 
on the environment. No mitigation measures were identified in the PEIR. 

The proposed project would convert approximately 34,350 square feet of SFMTA maintenance space to a 
50,800 square foot Animal Care and Control Facility (an interior second story would be added within the 
existing building envelope), resulting in a net increase of approximately 17 jobs on the project site. No 
housing units would be added as part of the proposed project. As stated in the "Changes in the Physical 
Environment" section above, these direct effects of the proposed project on population and housing are 
within the scope of the population growth anticipated under the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and 
Area Plans and evaluated in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 

For the above reasons, the proposed project would not result in significant impacts on population and 
housing that were not identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 

Topics: 

3. CULTURAL AND PALEONTOLOGICAL 
RESOURCES-Would the project: 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource as defined in 
§15064.5, including those resources listed in 
Article 1 D or Article 11 of the San F.rancisco 
Planning Code? 

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
signiflcance of an archaeological resource 
pursuant to §15064.5? 

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique 
geologic feature? 

d) Disturb any human remains, including those 
interred outside of formal cemeteries? 

SAN FRANCISCO 
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Community Plan Exemption Checklist 

Historic Architectural Resources 

1419 Bryant Street (Animal Care and Control Facility) 
Case No. 2015-005388ENV 

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Sections 15064.5(a)(l) and 15064.5(a)(2), historical resources.are buildings 
or structures that are listed, or are eligible for listing, in the California Register of Historical Resources or 
are identified in a local register of historical resources, such as Articles 10 and 11 of the San Francisco 
Planning Code. The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR determined that future development facilitated 
through the changes in use districts and height limits under the Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plans could 
have substantial adverse chang~s· on the significance of both individual historical resources and on 
historical districts within the Plan Areas. The PEIR determined that approximately 32 percent of the 
known or potential historical resources in the Plan Areas could potentially be affected under the 
preferred alternative. The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR found this impact to be significant and 
unavoidable. This impact was addressed in a Statement of Overriding Considerations with findings and 
adopted as part of the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans approval on January 19, 2009. 

The existing building on the project site has been determined eligible for the Califorllia Register of 
Historic Resources (CRHR) as an individual resource, and is a contributing resource within the CRHR
listed Showplace Square Heavy Timber and Steei-Frame Brick Warehouse and Factory Historic District. 
A Historic Resource Evaluation Response (HRER) was prepared .in the form of a Preservation Team 
Review Form. The HRER found that, although the proposed project would make visible changes to the 
interior and exterior of the existing building, the proposed project .yould retain the building's character
defining features, includmg: exterior brick walls, standing seam metal roofs, industrial wood windows, 
and street-facing openings. New openings, signage, and interior features to be added would be 
consistent with existing materials and would confirm to the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the 
Treatment of Historic Properties.7,s Therefore, the proposed project would not contribute to the 
significant historic resource impact identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR, and no historic 
resource mitigation measures would apply to the proposed project. 

For these reasons, the proposed project would not result in significant impacts ·on historic architectural 
resources that were not identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 

Archeological Resources 

Tii.e Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR determined that implementation of the Area Plan could result in 
significant impacts on archeological resources and identified three mitigation measures that would 
reduce these potential impacts to a less than significant level. Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR :Mitigation 
Measure J-1 applies to properties for which a final archeological research design and treatment plan is on 
file at the Northwest Information Center and the Planning Department..:Mitigation Measure J-2 applies to 
properties for which no archeological assessment report has been prepared or for which the archeological 
documentation is incomplete or inadequate to serve as an evaluation of potential .effects on archeological 
resources under CEQA. :Mitigation Measure J-3, which applies to properties in the :Mission Dolores 

7 Justin Greving, San Francisco Planning Department, Preservation Team Review Form, November 11, 2015. This document is 
available for review at the San Francisco Planning Depart;ment, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, as part of Case File No. 2015-
005388ENV. 

8 Carey & Co., Inc., Historic Resource Evaluation -Part 2 -1401 Bryant Street, San Francisco, California, August 10, 2015. This document 
is available for review at the San Francisco Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, as part of Case File No. 2015-
005388ENV. 
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Archeological District, requires that a specific archeological testing program be conducted by a qualified 
archeological consultant with expertise in California prehistoric and urban historical archeology. 

Therefore, Mitigation Measure J-2 is applicable to the proposed project. The project sponsor has agreed 
to implement Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR Mitigation Measure J-2 as Project Mitigation Measure 1. 
Through the preliminary archeological review process, Planning Department archeology staff determined 
that the .proposed excavation on the project site (500 cubic yards reaching approximately three feet below 
grade) would have no effect on archeological resources.9 

For these reasons, the proposed project would not result in significant impacts on archeological resources 
that were not identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 

Topics: 

4. TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION
Would the' project: 

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or 
policy establishing measures of effectiveness for 
the performance of the circulation system, taking 
into account all modes of transportation including 
mass transit and non-motorized travel and 
relevant components of the circulation system, 
including but not limited to intersections, streets, 
highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle 
paths, and mass transit? 

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion 
management program, including but not limited 
to level of service standards and travel demand 
measures, or other standards established by the 
county congestion management agency for 
designated roads or highways? 

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, 
including either an increase in traffic levels, 
obstructions to flight, or a change in location, 
that results in substantial safety risks? 

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design 
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous 
intersections) or incompatible uses? 

e) Result in inadequate emergency access? 

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or 
programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or 
pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the 
performance or safety of such facilities? 
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The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR anticipated that growth resulting from the zoning changes would not. 
result in significant impacts related to pedestrians, bicyclists, loading, emergency access, or construction. 

9 Randall Dean, San Francisco Planning Department, Preliminary Archeological Review Log, November 5, 2015. This document is 
available for review at the San Francisco Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, as part of Case File No. 2015-
005388EN"V. . 
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As the proposed project is within the development projected under the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning 
and Area Plans, there would be no additional impacts on pedestrians, bicyclists, loading, emergency 
access, or construction.beyond ~ose analyzed in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 

However, the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR anticipated that growth resulting from the zoning changes 
could result in significant impacts on traffic and transit ridership, and identified 11 transportation 
mitigation measures, which are described further below in the Traffic and Transit sub-sections. Even with 
mitigation, however, it was anticipated that the significant adverse cumulative traffic impacts and the 
cumulative impacts on transit lines could not be fully mitigated. Thus, these impacts were found to be 
significant and unavoidable. 

The project site is not located within an airport land use plan' area, or in the vicinity of a private airstrip. 
Therefore, the Community Plan Exemption Checklist topic 4c is not applicable. 

Trip Generation 

The proposed project would convert the existing building on the project site, which currently contains a 
34,350 square foot SFMTA maintenance facility to a 50,800 Animal Care and Control Facility. 

Trip generation of the proposed project was calculated using staffing information provided by SFMTA . 
and the existing Animal Care and Control Facility at 1200 15th Street. Trip generation analysis was 
.performed in accordance with the 2002 Transportation Impacts Analysis Guidelines for Environmental Review 
(SF Guidelines) developed by the San Francisco Planning Department. The proposed project would 
generate an estimated 398 daily person trips (inbound and outbound) on a weekday daily basis. The 116 
daily person trips generated by the existing SFMTA maintenance facility would no longer occur, resulting 
in a net increase of 282 daily person trips.1° · During the p.m. peak hour, 76 net new person trips would 
occur, consisting of 56 net new person trips by auto (56 new net new vehicle trips), 11 net new transit 
trips, 4 net new walk trips and 5 net new bicycle trips. 

Traffic 

Mitigation Measures E-1 through E-4 in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR were adopted as part of the 
Plan with uncertain feasibility to address significant traffic impacts. These measures are no,t applicable to 
the proposed project, as they are plan-level mitigations to be implemented by City and County agencies. 
Since certification of the PEIR, SFMrA has been engaged in public outreach regarding some of the 
parking-related measures identified in Mitigation Measures E-2 and E-4: futelligent Traffic Management, 
although they have not been implemented. Measures that have _been implemented include traffic signal 
installation at Rhode Island/16th streets as identified in Mitigation Measure E-1 ari.d enhanced funding as 
identified in Mitigation Measure E-3 through San Francisco propositions A and B passed in November 
2014. Proposition A authorized the City to borrow $500 million through issuing general obligation bonds 
in order to meet some of the transportation infrastructure needs of the City. These funds are allocated for 
constructing transit-only lanes and separated bikeways, installing new boarding islands and escalators at 
Muni/BART stops, installing sidewalk curb bulb-outs, raised crosswalks, median islands, and bicycle 
parking and upgrading Muni maintenance facilities, among various other improvements. Proposition B, 
which also passed in November 2014, amends the City Charter to.increase the amount the City provided 
to the SFMTA based on the City's population, with such funds to be used to improve Muni service and 

io CHS Consulting Group, SFPW Animal Control Center Relocation Project Transportation Memo, December 8, 2015. This document is 
available .for review at the San Francisco Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, as part of Case File No. 2015-
005388ENV. 
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street safety. Some of this funding may be applied to transportation projects within the Eastern 
Neighborhoods Plan area. 

The proposed project would generate an estimated 56 new p.m. peak hour vehicle trips that could travel 
through surrounding intersections. This amount of new p.m. peak hour vehicle trips would not 
substantially increase traffic volumes at these or other nearby intersections, would not substantially 
increase average delay that would cause intersections that' currently operate at acceptable LOS to 
deteriorate to unacceptable LOS, or would not substantially increase average delay at intersections that 
currently operate at unacceptable LOS. · 

During the p.m. peak hour, the project would generate approximately 56 vehicle trips and increase traffic 
volumes on nearby streets such as Bryant Street, Division Street, 10th Street, 11th Street, and Alameda 
Street. Because these trips would spread over multiple streets and directions, Division Street, 10th Street, 
11th Street, and Alameda Street would each experience a margmal increase in traffic volumes. On Bryant 
Street, where the main vehicular access to the proposed project would be located, traffic volumes could 
potentially increase approximately six percent (from 925 trips to 981 trips) during the p.m. peak hour. 
Traffic queues along northbound Bryant Street could aiso increase. The limited addition of project-related 
vehicles would not cause traffic volumes to exceed the carrying capacity of the nearby roadways. Since 
the Animal Care and Control Facility would be relocating a short distance from its present location at 
1200 15th Street~ approximately 900 feet west of the project site, the majority of trips from the proposed 
project would occur along the same streets. The addition of 56 new p.m. peak hour vehicle trips would 
not substantially increase traffic volumes at these or other nearby intersections, would not substantially 
increase average delay that would cause intersections that currently operate at acceptable LOS to 
deteriorate to unacceptable LOS, or would not substantially increase average delay at intersections that 
currently operate at unacceptable LOS. The proposed project would not contribute considerably to LOS 
delay conditions as its contribution of an estimated 56 new p.m. peak-hour vehicle trips would not be a 
substantial proportion of the overall traffic volume or the new vehicle trips generated by Eastern 
Neighborhoods' Plan projects. The proposed project would also not contribute considerably to 2025 
cumulative conditions and thus, the proposed project would not have any .significant cumulative traffic 
impacts. 

For the above reasons, the proposed project would not result in significant impacts on traffic that were 
not identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 

Transit 

Mitigation Measures E-5 through E-11 in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR were adopted as part of the 
Plan with uncertain feasibility to address significant transit impacts. These measures are not applicable to 
the proposed project, as they are plan-level mitigations to be implemented by City and County agencies. 
In compliance with a portion of Mitigation Measure E-5: Enhanced Transit Funding, the City adopted 
impact fees for development in Eastern Neighborhoods that contributes to the funding of transit and 
complete streets. In addition, the City is currently conducting outreach regarding Mitigation Measures E-
5: Enhanced Transit Funding and Mitigation Measure E-11: Transportation Demand Management as part 
of the Transportation Sustainability Program.11 In compliance with all or portions of Mitigation Measure 
E-6: Transit Cor.ridor Improvements, Mitigation Measure E-7: Transit Accessibility, Mitigation Measure E-
9: Rider Improvements, and Mitigation Measure E-10: Transit Enhancement, the SFMTA is implementing 

11 http://tsp.sfplanning.org 
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the Transit Effectiveness Project (TEP), which was approved by the SFMTA Board of Directors in March 
2014. The TEP (ri.ow called Muni Forward) includes system-wide review, evaluation, and 
recommendations to improve service and increase transportation efficiency. Examples of tran8it priority 
and pedestrian safety improvements within the Eastern Neighborhoods Plan area as part of Muni 
Forward include the 14 Mission Rapid Transit Project, the 22 Fillmore Extension along 16th Street to 
Mission Bay (expected construction between 2017 and 2020), and the Travel Time Reduction Project on 
Route 9-San Bruno (initiation in 2015). In addition, Muni Forward includes service improvements to 
various routes with the Eastern Neighborhoods Plan area; for instance the implemented new Route 55 on 
16th Street. 

Mitigation Measure E-7 also identifies implementing recommendations of the Bicycle Plan and Better 
Streets Plan. As part of the San Francisco Bicycle Plan, adopted in 2009, a series of minor, near-term, and 
long-term bicycle facility improvements are planned within the Eastern Neighborhoods, including along 
2nd Street, 5th Street, 17th Street, Townsend Street, Illinois Street, and Cesar Chavez Boulevard. The San 
Francisco Better Streets Plan, adopted in 2010, describes a vision for the future of San Francisco's 
pedestrian realm and calls for streets that work for all users. The Better Streets Plan requirements were 
codified in Section 138.1 of the Planning Code and new projects constructed in the Eastern 
Neighborhoods Plan area are subject to varying requirements, dependent on project size. Another effort 
which addresses transit accessibility, Vision Zero, was adopted by various City agencies in 2014. Vision 
Zero focuses on building better and safer streets through education, evaluation, enforcement, and 
engineering. The goal is to eliminate all traffic fatalities by 2024. Vision Zero projects within the Eastern 
Neighborhoods Plan area include pedestrian intersection treatments along Mission Street from 18th to 
23rd streets, the Potrero A venue Streetscape Project from _Division to Cesar Chavez streets, and the 
Howard Street Pilot Project, which includes pedestrian intersection treatments from 4th to 6th streets. 

The project site is located within a quarter mile of several local transit lines including Muni lines 9-San 
Bruno, 9R-San Bruno Rapid, 22-Fillmore, 27-Bryant, 33-Ashbury/18th, and 47-Van Ness. The proposed 
project would be expected to generate 11 net new p.m. peak hour transit trips. Given the wide availability 
of nearby transit, the addition of 11 net new p.m. peak hour transit trips would be accommodated by 
existing capacity. As such, the proposed project would not result in unacceptable levels of transit service 
or cause a substantial increase in delays or operating costs such that significant adverse impacts in transit 
service could result. 

Each of the rezoning options in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR identified significant and unavoidable 
cumulative impacts relating to increases in transit ridership on Muni lines, with the Preferred Project 
having significant impacts on seven lines. Of those line.s, the project site is located within a quarter-mile 
of Muni lines 9-San Bruno, 22-Fillmore, 27-Bryant, and 33-Ashbury/18th. The proposed project would not 
contribute considerably to these conditions as its minor contribution of 11 net new p.m. peak hour transit 
trips would not be a substantial proportion of the overall additional transit volume generated by Eastern 
Neighborhood projects. The proposed project would also not contribute considerably to 2025 cumulative 
transit conditions and thus would not result in any significant cumulative transit impacts. 

For the above reasons, the proposed project would not result in significant impacts that were not 
identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR related to transit and would not contribute considerably to 
cumulative transit impacts that were identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 

Loading 

The proposed project would generate up to 20 daily loading trips to transport animals to and from the 
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project site. Approximately three of the loading trips would be during the p.m. peak hour. Loading and 
unloading is anticipated to take approximately 30 minutes per trii Loading would occur at the proposed 
sally port accessible via Alameda Street: This space would accommodate up to three loading vehicles and 
would have sufficient space to accommodate the peak loading demand.12 

There are no on-street freight loading (yellow) spaces immediately adjacent to the site. The nearest 
commercial zone is located. on the north side of Alameda Street west of Potrero Avenue, approximately 
700 feet southeast of the project site. It is anticipated that daily delivery serVices for packages and mail 
would temporarily use nearby on-street parking or freight loading spaces (e.g. on the north side of 
Alameda Street or west side of Bryant Street) or the parking lot to make deliveries. Based on the parking 

· survey, while on-street auto parking is generally full during business hours, yellow fyeight loading spaces 
are generally available in the vicinity of the project site. Therefore, the proposed project's loaditi.g 
activities could be accommodated on-site or in nearby on-street parking/loading spaces, and would not 
create potentially hazardous traffic conditions or significant delays affecting traffic, transit, bicycles or 
pedestrians. 

For the above reasons, the proposed project would not result in significant impacts regarding loading that 
were not identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 

Parking 

As presented above, there would be a total ~f 53 employees, 7 volunteers, and 25 visitors at the project 
site during the peak hour. Assuming approximately 75 percent would driye to the project site and stay 
for an average of 9 hours for employees, 2.5 hours for volunteers and 30 minutes for visitors, the 
proposed project would generate the peak parking demand of 55 parking spaces. In addition, there 
would be 14 Animal Care and Control vehicles (12 standard vehicles and two disaster trailers), of which 
approximately eight would be out in the field responding to calls and six would be parked on site during 
the business hours·.13 .• As a result, the proposed project would have a peak parking demand of 61 parking 
spaces. Since the proposed project would provide a total of 16 off-street parking spaces in the adjacent 
parking lot, including 10 spaces for visitor and volunteers and six spaces for ACC vehicles, the project 
would have an unmet parking demand of 45 spaces. The proposed project would potentially remove one 
on-street parking space on Alameda Street to provide curb cuts to access the proposed sajly port. Though 
the number of proposed off-street parking spaces would be less than the calculated parking demand for 
the project, the unmet parking demand could be accommodated within existing on-street and off-street 
parking spaces within a reasonable distance of the project vicinity. Additionally, the project site is well 
served by public transit and bicycle facilities. Therefore, any unmet parking demand associated with the 
project would not materially affect the overall parking conditions in the project vicinity such that 
hazardous conditions or significant delays are created. 

. . 
For the above reasons, the proposed project would not result in significant parking impacts that were not 
identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 

12 During normal operations, there would be two trucks in the sally port at the same time. Under special circumstances, with 
coordination among drivers, three trucks can be accommodated. 

13 During business hours, the majority of these vehicles would be out in the field responding to calls, and about six vehicles would 
be parked in the parking lot (six out of 16 spaces would be reserved for these vehicles in the parking lot). All 14 vehicles would 
be parked in the parking lot or in the sally port (two off-street loading spaces) during non-business ho"urs. 
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Topics: 

5. NOISE-Would the project: 

a) 

b) 

c) 

d) 

e) 

f) 

g) 

Result in exposure of persons to or generation of 
noise levels in excess of standards established 
in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or 
applicable standards of other agencies? 

Result in exposure of persons to or generation of 
excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne 
noise levels? 

Result in a substantial permanent increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above 
levels existing without the project? 

Result in a substantial temporary or periodic 
increase in ambient noise levels in the project 
vicinity above levels existing without the project? . 

For a project located within an a,irport land use 
plan area, or, where such a plan has not been 
adopted, in an area within two miles of a public 
airport or public \JSe airport, would the project 
expose people residing or working in the area to 
excessive noise levels? 

For a project located in the vicinity of a private 
airstrip, would the project expose people residing 
or working in the project area to excessive noise 
levels? 

Be substantially affected by existing noise 
levels? 
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The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR determined that implementation of the Eastern.Neighborhoods Area 
Plans and Rezoning would result in significant noise impacts during construction activities and due to 
conflicts between noise-sensitive uses in proximity to noisy uses such as PDR, retail, entertainment, 
cultural/institutional/educational uses, and office uses. The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR also determined 
that incremental increases in traffic-related noise attributable to implementation of the Eastern 
Neighborhoods Area Plans and Rezoning would be less than significant. The Eastern Neighborhoods 
PEIR therefore identified six noise mitigation measures that would reduce noise impacts from 
construction and noisy land uses to less-than-significant levels. 

Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR Mitigation Measures F-1 and F-2 relate to construction noise. :rv.titigation 
Measure F-1 addresses individual projects that include pile-driving, and Mitigation Measure F-2 
addresses individual projects that include particularly noisy construction procedures (including pile
driving). Pile driving is not proposed as part of the proposed project, so Mitigation Measure F-1 is not 

· applicable. Other noise generating construction equipment, such as excavators and backhoes, would be 
used. Therefore, Mitigation Measure F-2 is applicable. The project sponsor has agreed to implement 
Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR Mitigation Measure F-2 as Project Mitigation Measure 2 (full text provided 
in the Mitigation Measures section below). 

fu addition, all construction activities for the proposed project (approximately 26 months) would be 
subject to and would comply with the San Francisco Noise Ordinance (Article 29 of the San Francisco 
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Police Code) (Noise Ordinance). Construction noise is regulated by the Noise Ordinance. The Noise 
Ordinance requires that construction work be conducted in the following manner: (1) noise levels of 
construction equipment, other than impact tools, must not exceed 80 dBA at a distance of 100 feet from 
the source (the equipment generating the noise); (2) impact tools must have intake and exhaust mufflers 
that are approved by the Director pf the Department of Public Works (DPW) or the Director of DBI to best 
accomplish maximum noise reduction; and (3) if the noise from the construction work would exceed the 
ambient noise levels at the site property line by 5 dBA, the work must not be conducted between 8:00 
p.m. and 7:00 a.m. unless the Director of DPW authorizes a special permit for conducting the work 
during that period. 

DBI is responsible for enforcing the Noise Ordinance for private construction projects during normal 
business hours (8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.). The Police Department is responsible for enforcing the Noise 
Ordinance during all other hours. Nonetheless, during the con.struction period for the proposed project of 
approximately 26 months, occupants of the nearby properties could be disturbed by construction noise. 
Times may occur when noise could interfere with indoor activities in nearby residences and other 
businesses near the project site. The increase in noise in the project area during project construction 
would not be considered a significant impact of the proposed project, because the construction noise 
would be temporary, intermittent, and restricted in occurrence and level, as the contractor would be 
required to comply with the Noise Ordinance and Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR Mitigation Measure F-2, 
which would reduce construction noise impacts to a less than significant level. 

Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR Mitigation Measures F-3 and F-4 require that a detailed analysis of noise 
reduction requirements be conducted for new development that includes noise-sensitive uses located 
along streets with noise levels above 60 dBA (Ldn) or near existing noise-generating uses. The proposed 
project does not include any noise-sen8itive uses, therefore Mitigation Measures F-3 and F-4 do not apply. 

Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR Mitigation Measure F-5 addresses impacts related to individual projects 
that include new noise-generating uses that would be expected to generate noise levels in excess of 
ambient noise in the proposed project site vicinity. The proposed project includes new potential noise 
sources (barking dogs in outdoor dog runs), therefore Mitigation Measure F-5 is applicable. The project 
sponsor has agreed to implement Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR Mitigation Measure F-5 as Project 
Mitigation Measure 3 (full text provided in the Mitigation Measures section below). The noise study 
prepared for the proposed project indicated that the exterior noise generated by barking dogs would not 
substantially exceed background noise at neighboring buildings, and no further noise attenuation would 
be required. 

Mitigation Measure F-6 addresses impacts from .existing ambient noise levels on open space required 
under the Planning Code for new development that includes noise-sensitive uses. The proposed project 
does not include any noise-sensitive uses, therefore Mitigation Measure F-6 does not apply. 

The project site is not located within an airport land use plan area, within two miles of a public airport, or 
in the vicinity of a private airstrip. Therefore, topics 12e and f from the CEQA Guidelines, Appendix G 
are not applicable. 

For the above reasons, the proposed project would not result in significant noise impacts that were not 
identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

375 
28 



Community Plan Exemption Checklist 

Topics: 

6. AIR QUALITY-Would the project: 

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 
applicable air quality plan? 

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute 
substantially to an existing or projected air 
quality violation? 

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net 
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the 
project region is non-attainment under an 
applicable federal, state, or regional ambient air 
quality standard (including releasing emissions 
which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone 
precursors)? 

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 
pollutant concentrations? 

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a 
substantial number of people? 
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The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR identified potentially significant air quality impacts resulting from 
construction activities and impacts to sensitive land uses14 as a result of exposure to elevated levels of 
diesel particulate matter (DPM) and other toxic air contaminants (TACs). The Eastern Neighborhoods 
PEIR identified four mitigation measures th;:i.t would reduce these air quality impacts to less-than
significant levels and stated that with implementation of identified mitigation measures, the Area Plan 
would be consistent with the Bay Area 2005 Ozone Strategy, the applicable air quality plan at that time. 
All othe! air quality impacts were found to be less than significant. 

Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR Mitigation Measure G-1 addresses air quality impacts during construction, 
PEIR Mitigation Measure G-2 addresses the siting of sensitive land uses near sources of TACs and PEill. 
Mitigation Measures G-3 and G-4 address proposed uses that would emit DPM and other TA Cs. 

Construction Dust Control 

Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR Mitigation. Measure G-1 Construction Air Quality requires :individual 
projects :involving construction activities to include dust control measures and to maintain and operate 
construction equipment so as to minimize exhaust emissions of particulates and other pollutants. The San 
Francisco Board of Supervisors subsequently approved a series of amendments to the San Francisco 
Building and Health Codes, generally referred to as the Construction Dust Control Ordinance (Ordinance 
176-08, effective July 30, 2008). The intent of the Construction Dust Control Ordinance is to reduce the 
quantity of fugitive dust generated during site preparation, demolition, and construction work in order to 
protect the health of the general public and of on-site workers, minimize pul:>lic nuisance complaints, and 
to avoid orders to stop work by DBI. Project-related construction activities would result in construction 
dust, primarily from ground-disturbing activities. fu compliance with the Construction Dust Control 
Ordinance, the project sponsor and contractor responsible for construction activities at the project site 

14 The Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) considers sensitive receptors as: children, adults or seniors occupying 
or residing in: 1) residential dwellings, including apartments, houses, condominiums, 2) schools, colleges, and universities, 3) 
daycares, 4) hospitals, and 5) senior care facilities. BAAQMD, Recommended Methods for Screening and Modeling Local Risks 
and Hazards, May 2011, page 12. · 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 29 

376 



Community Plan Exemption Checklist 1419 Bryant Street (Animal Care and Control Facility) 
Case No. 2015-005388ENV 

would be required to control construction dust on the site through a combination of watering disturbed 
areas, covering stockpiled materials, street and sidewalk sweeping and other measures. 

The regulations and procedures set forth by the San Francisco Dust Control Ordinance would ensure that 
construction dust impacts would not be significant. These requirements supersede the dust control 
provisions of PEIR Mitigation Measure G-1. Therefore, the portion of PEIR Mitigation Measure G-1 
Construction Air Quality that addresses dust control is no longer applicable to the proposed project. 

Criteria Air Pollutants 

While the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR determined that at a program-level the Eastern Neighborhoods 
Rezoning and Area Plans would not result in significant regional air quality impacts, the PEIR states that 
"Individual development projects undertaken in the future pursuant to the new zoning and area plans 
would be subject to a significance determination based on the BAAQMD' s quantitative thresholds for 
individual projects."1s The BAAQMD's CEQA Air Qualitt; Guidelines (Air Quality Guidelines) provide 
screening criteria16 for determining whether a project's criteria air pollutant emissions would violate an 
air quality standard, contribute to an existing or projected air quality violation, or result in a cumulatively 
considerable net increase in criteria air pollutants. Pursuant to the Air Quality Guidelines, projects that 
meet the screening criteria do not have a significant impact related to criteria air pollutants. Criteria air 
pollutant emissions during construction and operation of the proposed project would be below the Air 
Quality Guidelines screening criteria. The proposed project would convert an existing building to a 
50,800 square foot Animal Care and Control Facility, which is below construction and operational 
screening criteria for similar land uses such as General Light Industry (541,000 square feet for 
operational/259,000 square feet for construction) and General Heavy Industry (1,899,000 square feet for 
operational/259,000 square feet for construction). Therefore, the project would not have a significant 
impact related to criteria air pollutants, and a detailed air quality assessment is not required. 

Construction 

The project site is located within an identified Air Pollutant Exposure Zone; therefore, the ambient health 
risk to sensitive receptors from air pollutants is considered substantial. The proposed project would 
require heavy-duty off-road diesel vehicles and equipment during the 26-month construction period. 
Thus, Project Mitigation Measure 4 (Construction Air Quality) has been identified to implement the 
portions of Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR Mitigation Measure G-1 related to emissions exhaust by 
requiring engines with higher emissions standards on construction equipment. Project Mitigation 
Measure 4 would reduce DPM exhaust from construction equipment by 89 to 94 percent compared to 

15 San Francisco Planning Department, Eastern Neighborhood's Rezoning and Area Plans Final Environmental Impact Report. See 
page 346. Available online at htt;p:Uwww.sf-planning.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=4003. Accessed June 4, 
2014. 

16 Bay·Area Air Quality Management District, CEQA Air Quality Guidelines, updated May 2011. See pp. 3-2 to 3-3. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 30 

377 



Community Plan Exemption Checklist 1419 Bryant Street (Animal Care and Control Facility) 
. Case No. 2015-005388ENV 

uncontrolled construction equipment.17 Therefore, impacts related to construction health risks would be 
less than significant through implementation of Project Mitigation Measure 4. The full text of Project 
Mitigation Measure 4 is provided in the Mitigation Measures section below. 

Siting New Sources 

The proposed project would not be expected to generate 100 trucks per day or 40 refrigerated trucks per 
day. Therefore, Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR Mitigation Measure G-3 is not applicable. However, the 
proposed project would include a backup diesel generator, which would emit DPM, a TAC. Therefore, 
Project Mitigation :T\feasure 5 (Best Available Control Technology for Diesel Generators) has been 
identified to implement the portions of Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR Mitigation Measure G-4 related to 
siting of uses that emit TACs by requiring the engine to meet higher emission standards. Project 
Mitigation Measure 5 would reduce DPM exhaust from stationary sources by 89 to 94 percent compared 
to uhcontrolled stationary sources .. Impacts related to. new sources of hettlth risk would.be less than 
significant through implementation of Project Mitigation Measure 5. The full text of Project Mitigation 
Measure 5 is provided in the Mitigation Measures Section below: 

Conclusion 

For the above reasons, only the portions of Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR Mitigation Measure G-l'related 
to emissions exhaust by requiring engfues with higher emissions standards on construction equipment 
are applicable to the proposed project. The proposed project would not result in significant air quality 
impacts that were not identified in the PEIR. 

Significant Significant No Significant 
Impact Peculiar Significant Impact due to Impact not 

to Project or Impact not Substantial New Previously 
Topics: Project Site Identified in PEIR Information Identified in PEIR 

7. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS-Would the 
project: 

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either D D D 
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant 
impact on the environment? 

b) Co.nflict with any applicable plan, policy, or D D D 
regulation of an agency adopted for the purpose 
of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? 

17 PM emissions benefits are estimated by comparing off-road PM emission standards for Tier 2 with Tier 1 and 0. Tier 0 off-road 
engines do not have PM emission standards, but the United States Environmental Protection Agency's Exhaust and Crankcase 
Emissions Factors for Nonroad Engine Modeling - Compression Ignition has estimated Tier 0 engines between 50 hp and 100 hp to 
have a PM emission factor of 0.72 g/hp-hr and greater than 100 hp to have a PM emission factor of 0.40 g/hp-hr. Therefore, 
requiring off-road equipment to have at least a Tier 2 engine would result in between a 25 percent and 63 percent reduction in 
PM emissions, as compared to off-road equipment with Tier 0 or Tier 1 engines. The 25 percent reduction comes from 
comparing the PM emission standards for off-road engines between 25 hp and 50 hp for Tier 2 (0.45 g/bhp-hr) and Tier 1 (0.60 
g/bhp-hr). The 63 percent reduction comes from comparing the PM emission standards for off-road engines above 175 hp for 
Tier 2 (0.15 g/bhp-hr) and Tier 0 (0.40 g/bhp-hr). In addition to the Tier 2 requirement, ARB Level 3 VDECSs are required and 
would reduce PM by an additional 85 percent. Therefore, the mitigation measure would result in between an 89 percent (0.0675 
g/bhp-hr) and 94 percent (0.0225 g/bhp-hr) reduction in PM emissions, as compared to equipment with Tier 1 (0.60 g/bhp-hr) or 
Tier 0 engines (0.40 g/bhp-hr). 
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The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR assessed the GHG emissions that could result from: rezoning of the 
Mission Area Plan under the three rezoning options. The Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning Options A, B, 
and C are anticipated to result in GHG emissions on the order of 4.2, 4.3 and 4.5 metric tons of C02E18 per 
service population,19 respectively. The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR concluded that the resulting GH~ . 
emissions from the ~ee options analyzed in the Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plans would be less than 
significant. No mitigation measures were identified in the PEIR. 

The proposed project was determined to be consistent with San Francisco's GHG Reduction Strategy20, 
which is comprised of regulations that have proven effective in reducing San Francisco's overall GHG 
emissions; GHG emissions have measurably reduced when compared to 1990 emissions levels, 
demonstrating that the City has met and exceeded Executive Order S-3-05, AB 32, and the Bay Area 2010 
Clean Air Plan GHG reduction goals for the year 2020.21 Other existing regulations, such as those 
implemented through Assembly Bill (AB) 32, will continue to reduce a proposed project's contribution to 
climate change. Therefore, the proposed project's GHG emissions would not conflict with state, regional, 
and local GHG reduction plans and regulations, and thus the proposed project's contribution. to GHG 
emissions would not be cumulatively considerable or generate GHG emissions, either directly or 
indirectly, that would have a significant impact on the environment. 

As the proposed project is within the development projected up.der the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning 
and Area Plans, there would be no additional impacts on greenhouse gas emissions beyond those · 
analyzed in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 

Topics: 

8. WIND AND SHADOW-Would the project: ' 

a) Alter wind in a manner that substantially affects 
public .areas? 

b) Create new shadow in a manner that 
substantially affects outdoor recreation facilities 
or other public areas? 

Wind 

Significant Impact 
Pet?uliar to Project 

or Project Site 

D 

D 

Significant 
Impact not 

Identified in 
PEIR 

D 

D 

Significant No Significant 
Impact due to Impact not 

Substantial New Previously 
Information Identified in PEIR 

D IX] 

D IX] 

The proposed project would not change the exterior dimensions of the existing building on the project 
site. Therefore, no changes in wind speeds around the project site would occur, and the proposed project 

18 C02E, defined as equivalent Carbon Dioxide, is a quantity that describes other greenhouse gases in terms .of the amount of Carbon 
Dioxide that would have an equal global warming potential. · 

19 Memorandum from Jessica Range to Environmental Planning staff, Greenhouse Gas Analyses for Community Plan Exemptions in 
Eastern Neighborhoods, April 20, 2010. This memorandum provides an overview of the GHG analysis conducted for the 
Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR and provides an analysis of the emissions using a service population (equivalent of total number 
of residents and employees) metric. 

20 San Francisco Planning Department, Compliance Checklist - Greenhouse Gas Analysis, December 30, 2015. This document is 
available for review at the San Francisco Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, as part of Case File No. 2015-
005388ENV. 

21 Executive Order S-3-05, Assembly Bill 32, and the Bay Area 2010 Clean Air Plan set a target of reducing GHG emissions to below 
1990 levels by year 2020. 
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would not result :in significant impacts related to w:ind that were not identified :in the Eastern 
Neighborhoods PEill.. 

Shadow 

The proposed project would not change the exterior dimensions of the exist:ing build:ing on the project 
site. Therefore, no changes in the shadows cast by the build:ing would occur, and the proposed project 
would not result :in significant impacts related to shadow that were not identified :in the Eastern 
Neighborhoods PEill.. 

Topics: 

9. RECREATION-Would the project: 

a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and 
regional parks or other recreational facilities such 
that substantial physical deterioration of the 
facilities would occur or be accelerated? 

b). Include recreational facilities or require the 
construction or expansion of recreational 
facilities that might have an adverse physical 
effect on the environment? 

c) Physically degrade existing recreational 
resources? 

Significant 
Impact Peculiar 

to Project or 
Project Site 

D 

D 

D 

Significant 
Impact not 

Identified in PEIR 

D 

D 

D 

Si!Jnificant 
Impact due to 

Substantial New 
Information 

D 

D 

D 

No Significant 
Impact not 
Previously 

Identified in PEIR 

The Eastern Neighborhoods PEill. concluded that implementation of the Eastern Neighborhoods 
Rezon:ing and Area Plans would not result :in substantial or accelerated deterioration of · exist:ing 
recreational resources or require the construction or expansion of recreational facilities that may have an 
adverse effect on the environment. No mitigation measures related to recreational resources were 
identified :in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEill.. 

As part of the Eastern Neighborhoods adoption, the City adopted impact fees for development :in Easter.µ 
Neighborhoods ~at goes towards fund:ing recreation and open space. S:ince certification of the PEill., the 
voters of San Francisco passed the 2012 San Francisco Clean and Safe Neighborhood Parks Bond 
provid:ing the Recreation and Parks Department an additional $195 million to cont:inue capital projects for 
the renovation and- repair of parks, recreation, and open space assets. This fund:ing is be:ing utilized for 
improvements. and expansion to Garfield Square, South Park, Potrero Hill Recreation Center, Warm 
Water Cove Park, and Pier 70 Parks Shoreline with:in the Eastern Neighborhoods Plan area. The impact 
fees and the 2012 San Francisco Oean and Safe Neighborhood Parks Bond are fund:ing measures similar 
to that described :in PEill. Improvement Measure H-1: Support for Upgrades to Exist:ing Recreation 
Facilities. 

An update of the Recreation and Open Space Element (ROSE) of the General Plan was adopted :in April 
2014. The amended ROSE provides a 20-year vision for open spaces :in the City. It :includes information 
and policies about access:ing, acquiring, fund:ing, and manag:ing open spaces :in San Francisco. The 
amended ROSE identifi~s areas with:in the Eastern Neighborhoods Plan area for acquisition and the 
locations where proposed new open spaces and open space connections should be built, consistent with 
PEill. Improvement Measure H-2: Support .for New Open Space. Two of these open spaces, Daggett Park 
and at 17th and Folsom, are both set to open :in 2016. In addition, the amended ROSE identifies the role of 
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both the Better Streets Plan (refer to "Transportation" section for description) and the Green Connections 
Network in open space and recreation. Green Connections are special streets and paths that connect 
people to parks, open spaces, and the waterfront, while enhancing the ecology of the street environment. 
Six routes identified within the Green Connections Network cross tl]_e Eastern Neighborhoods Plan area: 
Mission to Peaks (Route 6); Noe Valley to Central Waterfront (Route 8), a portion of which has been 
conceptually designed; Tenderloin to Potrero (Route 18); Downtown to :M:ission Bay (Route 19); Folsom, 
Mission Creek to McLaren (Route 20); and Shoreline (Route 24). 

AB the proposed project would not increase the use of existing recreational facilities, nor degrade 
recreational facilities, and it is within the development projected under the Eastern Neighborhoods 
Rezoning and Area Plans, there would be no additional impacts on recreation beyond those analyzed in 
the Eastern Neigl\borhoods PEIR. 

Topics: 

10. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS-Would 
the project: 

a) 

b) 

Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of 
the applicable Regional Water Quality Control 
Board? 

Require or result in the construction of new 
water or wastewater treatment facilities or 
expansion of existing facilities, the construction 
of which could cause significant environmental 
effects? 

c) Require or result in the construction of new 
storm water drainage facilities or expansion of 
existing facilities, the construction of which could 
cause significant environmental effects? 

d) Have sufficient water supply available to serve 
the project from existing entitlements and 
resources, or require new or expanded water 
supply resources or entitlements? 

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater · 
treatment provider that would serve the project 
that it has inadequate capacity to serve the 
project's projected demand in addition to the 
provider's existing commitments? 

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted 
capacity to accommodate the project's solid 
waste disposal needs? 

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes 
and regulations related to solid waste? 

Significant 
Impact Peculiar 
. to Project or 

Project Site 

D 
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Significant 
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D 

D 
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D 
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Impact due to 
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D 

D 

D 

D 

D 
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The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR determined that the anticipated increase in population woUld not 
result in a significant impact to the provision of water, wastewater collection and treatment, and solid 
waste collection and disposal. No mitigation measures were identified in the PEIR. 

Since certification of the PEIR, the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) adopted the 2010 
Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) in June 2011. The UWMP update includes City-wide demand 
projections to the year 2035, compares available water supplies to meet demand and presents water 
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demand management measures to reduce long-term water demand. Additionally, the UWMP update 
includes a discussion of the conservation requirement set forth 'in Senate Bill 7 passed in November 2009 
mandating a statewide 20% reduction in per capita water use by 2020. The UWMP includes a 
quantification of the SFPUC's water use reduction targets and plan for meeting these objectives. The 
UWMP projects sufficient water supply in normal years and a supply shortfall during prolonged 
droughts. Plans are in place to institute varying degrees of water conservation and rationing as needed in 
response to severe droughts. 

In addition, the SFPUC is in the process of implementing the Sewer System Improvement Program,· 
which is a 20-year, multi-billion dollar citywide upgrade to the City's sewer and stormwater 
infrastructure to ensure a reliable and seismically safe system. The program includes planned 

. improvements that will serve development in the Eastern Neighborhoods Plan area ·including at the 
Southeast Treatment. Plant, the Central Bayside System, and green infrastructure projects, such as the 
Mission and Valencia Green Gateway. 

As the proposed project is within the development projected under the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning 
and Area Plans, there would be no additional impacts on utilities and service systems beyond those 
analyzed in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 

Topics: 

11. PUBLIC SERVICES-Would the project: 

a) Result in substantial adverse physical impacts 
associated with the provision of, or the need for, 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, 
the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental impacts, in order to maintain 
acceptable service ratios, response times, or 
other performance objectives for any public 
services such as fire protection, police 
protection, schools, parks, or other services? 

Significant 
Impact Peculiar 

to Project or 
Project Site 

D 

Significant 
Impact not 
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Significant 
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Impact not 
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The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR determined that the anticipated increase in population would not 
result in a significant impact to public services , including fire protection, police protection, and public 
schools. No mitigation measures were identified in the PEIR. 

As the proposed project is within the development projected under the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning 
and Area Plans, there would be no additional impacts on public services beyond those analyzed in the 
Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 
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Topics: 

12. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES-Would the 
project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly 
or through habitat modifications, on any species 
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special
status species in local or regional plans, policies, 
or regulations, or by the California Department of 

·Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service? 

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian 
habitat or other sensitive natural community 
identified in local or regional plans, policies, 
regulations or by the California Department of 
Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service? 

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally 
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of 
the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, 
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through -direct 
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other 
means? 

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any 
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife 
species or with established native resident or 
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of 
native wildlife nursery sites? 

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances 
protecting biological resources, such as a tree 
preservation policy or ordinance? 

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community 
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, 
regional, or state habitat conservation plan? 

1419 Bryant Street (Animal Care and Control Facility) 
Case No. 2015-005388ENV 
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As discussed in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR, the Eastern Neighborhoods Plan area is in a developed 
urban environment that does not provide native natural habitat for any rare or endangered plant or 
animal species. There are no riparian corridors, estuaries, marshes, or wetlands in the Plan Area that 
could be affected by the development anticipated under the Area Plan. In addition, development 
envisioned under the Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plan would not substantially interfere with the 
movement of any resident or migratory wildlife species. For these reasons, the PEIR concluded that 
implementation of the Area Plan would not result in significant impacts on biological resources, and no 
mitigation measures were identified. 

The project site is located within Mission Plan area of the Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plan and 
therefore, does not support habitat for any candidate, sensitive or special status species. As such, 
implementation of the proposed project would not result in significant impacts to biological resources not 
identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 
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Topics: 

13. GEOLOGY AND SOILS-Would the project: 

a) Expose people or structures to potential 
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of 
loss, injury, or death involving: · 

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as 
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo 
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the 
State Geologist for the area or based on 
other substantial evidence of a known 
fault? (Refer to Division of Mines and 
Geology Special Publication 42.) 

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? 

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including 
liquefaction? 

iv) Landslides? 

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of 
topsoil? 

c) Be located on geologic unit or soil that is 
unstable, or that would become unstable as a 
result of the project, and potentially result in on
or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, 
subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse? 

d) Be located on expansive ·soil, as defined in 
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code, 
creating substantial risks to life or property? 

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting 
the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater 
disposal systems where sewers are not available 
for the disposal of wastewater? 

f) Change substantially the topography or any 
unique geologic or physical features of the site? 

1419 Bryant Street (Animal Care and Control Facility) 
Case No. 2015-005388ENV 
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The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR concluded that implementation of the Plan would indirectly increase 
the population that would be subject to an earthquake, including seismically induced ground-shaking, 
liquefaction, and landslides. The PEIR also noted that new development is generally safer than 
comparable older development due to improvements in building codes and construction techniques. 
Compliance with applicable codes and recommendations made in project-specific geotechnical analyses 
would not eliminate earthquake risks, but would reduce them to an acceptable level, given the 
seismically active characteristics of the Bay Area. Thus, the PEIR concluded that implementation of the 
Plan would not result in significant impacts with regard to geology, and no mitigation measures were 
identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 
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A geotechnical investigation was prepared for the proposed project.22 The geotechnical investigation 
·indicated that the existing structure is likely to be constructed on shallow perimeter footings with isolated 
spread footing under walls and columns. Recommended foundation upgrades could include a 
continuous concrete footing at the perimeter of the building, at :interior column locations, and locations 
where interior elevations would change. The report found that such upgrades could be designed to meet 
the load bearing criteria required for the dense sand and weathered serpentine rock soil composition 
present at the project site. 

The project is required to conform to the San Francisco Building Code, which ensures the safety of all new 
construction in the City. DBI will review the project-specific geotechnical report during its review of the 
building permit for the project. In addition, DBI may require additional site specific soils report(s) 
through . the building permit application process, as needed. The DBI requirement for a geotechnical 
report and review of the building permit application pursuant to DBI's implementation of the Building 
Code would ensure that the proposed project would have no significant impacts related to soils, seismic 
or other geologic.al hazards. · 

In. light of the above, the proposed project would not result in a significant effect related to seismic and 
geologic hazards. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in significant impacts related to 
geology and soils that were not identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR, and no mitigation 
measures are necessary. 

Topics: 

14. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY-Would 
the project: 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste 
discharge requirements? 

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or 
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge 
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer 
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater 
table level (e.g., the production rate of pre
existing nearby wells would drop to a level which 
would not support existing land uses· or planned 
uses for which permits have been granted)? 

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern 
of the site or area, including through the 
alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a 
manner that would result in substantial erosion 
or siltation on- or off-site? 

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of 
the site or area, including through the alteration of 
the course of a stream or river, or substantially 
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a 
manner that would result in flooding on- or off
site? 
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22 Reza Baradaran, G.E. and Stephan Leung G.E., San Francisco Public Works, Geotechnical Memorandum - Seismic Retrofit of Animal 
Shelter at 1401 Bryant Street, San Francisco, August 31, 2015. This document is available for review at the San Francisco Planning 
Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, as part of Case File No. 2015-005388ENV. 
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Topics: 

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would 
exceed the capacity of existing or planned 
stormwater drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional sourcets of polluted runoff? 

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? 

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard 
area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard 
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other 
authoritative flood hazard delineation map? 

h) Place within a 1 OD-year flood hazard area 
structures that would impede or redirect flood 
flows? 

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk 
of loss, injury or death involving flooding, 
including flooding as a result of the failure of a 
levee or dam? 

j) Expose people or structures to a significant risk 
of loss, injury or death involving inundation by 
seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? 

1419 Bryant Street (Animal Care and Control Facility) 
Case No. 2015-005388ENV 
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The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR determined that the anticipated increase in population would not 
result in a significant impact on hydrology and water quality, including the combined sewer system and 
the potential for combined sewer outflows. No mitigation measures were identified in the PEIR. 

The proposed project would not expand the envelope of the existing building on the project site, and 
would not create new impervious surfaces. By adding an outdoor dog run in.the existing parking lot, the 
proposed project would decrease the amount of existing impervious surfaces on the project site. As a 
result, the proposed project would not increase storm water runoff. 

Therefore, the proposed project would not result in any significant ini.pacts related to hydrology and 
water quality that were not identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 

Topics: 

15. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
Would the project: 

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through the routine transport, use, 
or dispos1:1I of hazardous materials? 

b) Create a significant hazard to the publlc or the 
environment through reasonably foreseeable 
upset and accident conditions involving the 
release of hazardous materials into the 
environment? 
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Significant Significant No Significant 
Impact Peculiar Significant · Impact due to Impact not 

to Project or Impact not Substantial New Previously 
Topics: Project Site Identified in PEIR Information Identified in PEIR 

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous D 
or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or 

D D !XI 
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or 
proposed school? 

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of D D D 
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a 
result, would it create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment? 

e) For a project located within an airport land use D D D 
plan or, where such a plan has not been 
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or 
public use airport, would the project result in a 
safety hazard for people residing or working in 
the project area? 

t) For a project within the vicinity of a private D D D 
airstrip, would the project result in a safety 
hazard for ,people residing or working in the 
project area? 

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere D D D 
with an adopted emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan? 

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk D D D 
of loss, injury, or death involving fires? 

The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR noted that implementation of any of the proposed project's rezoning 
options would encourage construction of new develdpment within the project area. The PEIR found that 
there is a high potential to encounter hazardous materials during construction activities in many parts of 
the project area because of the presence of 1906 earthquake fill, previous and current land uses associated 
with the use of hazardous materials, and known or. suspected hazardous materials cleanup cases. 
However, the PEIR found that existing regulations for facility closure, Under Storage Tank (UST) closure, 
and investigation and cleanup of soil and groundwater would ensure implementation of measures to 
protect workers and the community from exposure to hazardous materials during construction. 

Hazardous Building Materials 

The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR determined that future development in the Plan Area may involve 
demolition or renovation of existing structures containing hazardous building materials. Some building 
materials commonly used in older buildings could present a public health risk if disturbed during an 
accident or during demolition or renovation of an existing building. Hazardous building materials 
addressed in the PIER include asbestos, electrical equipment such as transformers and fluorescent light 
ball8:sts that contain PCBs or di (2 ethylhexyl) phthalate (DEHP), fluorescent lights containing mercury 
vapors, and lead-based paints. Asbestos and lead based paint may also present a health risk :to existing 
building occupants if they are in a deteriorated condition. If removed during demolition of a building, 
these materials would also require special disposal procedures. The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR 
identified a significant impact associated with hazardous building materials including PCBs, DEHP, and 
mercury and determined that that Mitigation Measure L-1: Hazardous Building Materials, as outlined 
below, would reduce effects to a less-than-significant level. Because the proposed development includes 
renovation of an existing building, Mitigation Measure·L-1 would apply to the proposed project. The 
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project sponsor has agreed to implement Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR Mitigation Measure L-1 as Project 
Mitigation Measure 6 (full text provided in the Mitigation Measures Section below. 

Soil and Groundwater Contamination 

Since certification of the PEIR, Article 22A of the Health Code, also known as the Maher Ordinance, was 
expanded to include properties throughout the City where there is potential to encounter hazardous 
materials, primarily industrial zoning districts~ sites with industrial uses or underground storage tanks, 
sites with historic bay fill, and sites in close proximity to freeways or underground storage tanks. The 
over-arching goal of the Maher Ordinance is to protect public health and safety by requiring appropriate 
handling, treatment, disposal and when necessary, mitigation of contaminated soils that are encountered 
in the building construction process. Projects that disturb 50 cubic yards or more of soil that are located 
on sites with potentially hazardous soil or groundwater within Eastern Neighborhoods Plan area are 
subject to this ordinance. 

The proposed project would require more than 50 cubic yards of excavation on a site with existing 
industrial use. Therefore, the project is subject to Article 22A of the Health Code, also known as the 
Maher Ordinance, which is administered and overseen by the Department of Public Health (DPH). The 
Maher Ordinance requires the project sponsor to retain the services of a qualified professional to prepare 
a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) that meets the requirements of Health Code Section 
22.A.6. 

A Phase I ESA has been prepared to determine the potential for site contamination and level of exposure 
risk associated with the project.23 Based on that information, the project sponsor may be required to 
conduct soil and/or groundwater sampling and analysis. Where such analysis reveals the presence of 
hazardous substances in excess of state or fE!deral standards, the project sponsor is required to submit a 
site mitigation plan (SMP) to the DPH or other appropriate state or federal agency(ies), and to remediate 
any site contamination in accordance with an approved SMP prior to the issuance of any building permit. 

In compliance with the Maher Ordinance, the project sponsor has submitted a Maher Application to DPH 
and a Phase I ESA has been prepared to assess the potential for site contamination. The Phase I ESA 
identified the presence of naturally occurring asbestos (serpentinite) and moderate levels of total 
petroleum hydrocarbon at the project site. The report also described the possible presence of 
polychlorinated .biphenyls and other chemicals associated with the building's former use as a Muni 
powerhouse. 

The proposed project would be required to remediate potential soil and groundwater contamination 
described above in accordance with Article 22A of the Health Code. Therefore, the proposed project 
would not result in any significant impacts related to hazardous materials that were not identified in the 
Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 

Therefore, the proposed project would not result in significant impacts related to hazards or hazardous 
materials that were not identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 

23 Northgate Environmental Management, Inc., Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, 1401 and 1419 Bryant Street, San Francisco, 
California, July 31, 2015. Titls document is.available for review at the San Francisco Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, 
Suite 400, as part of Case File No. 2015·005388ENV. 
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Community Plan Exemption Checklist 

Topics: 

16. MINERAL AND ENERGY RESOURCES
Would the project: 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known 
mineral resource that would be of value to the 
region and the residents of the state? 

b) Result in · the loss of availability of a locally 
important mineral resource recovery site 
delineated on a Jocal general plan, specific plan 
or other land use plan? 

c) Encourage activities which result in the use of 
large amounts of fuel, wate.r, or energy, or use 
these in a wasteful manner? 

1419 Bryant Street (Animal Care and Control Facility) 
Case No. 2015-005388ENV · 

Significant 
Impact Peculiar 

to Project or 
Project Site 

D 

D 

Significant 
Impact not 

Identified in PEIR 

D 

D 

D 

Significant 
Impact due to 

Substantial New 
Information 

D 

D 

D 

No Significant 
Impact not 
Previously . 

Identified in PEIR 

The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR determined that the Area Plan would facilitate the construction of both 
new residential units and commercial buildings. Development of these uses would not result in use of 
large amounts of fuel, water, or· energy in a wasteful manner or in the context of energy use throughout 
the City and region. The energy demand for individual buildings would be typical for such projects and 
would meet, or exceed, current state and local codes and standards concerning energy consumption, 
including Title 24 of the California Code of Regulations enforced by DBL The. Plan Area does not include 
any natural resources routinely extracted and the rezoning does not result in any natural resource 
extraction programs. Therefore, the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR concluded that implementation of the 
Area Plan would not result in a significant impact on mineral and energy resources. No mitigation 
measures were identified in the PEIR. 

As the proposed project is within the development projected under the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning 
and Area Plans, there would be no additional impacts on mineral and energy resources beyond those 
analyzed in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 

Topics: 

17. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST 
RESOURCES:-Would the project: 

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 
Farmland of Statewide Importance, as shown on 
the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland 
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the 
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural 
use? 

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, 
or a Williamson Act contract? 

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause 
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public 
Resources Code Section 12220(g)) or 
timberland (as defined by Publlc Resources 
Code Section 4526)? 

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of 
forest land to non-forest use? 
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Community Plan Exemption Checklist · 1419 Bryant Street (Animal Care and Control Facility) 
Case No. 2015-005388ENV 

Topics: 

Significant 
Impact Peculiar 

to Project or 
Project Site 

Significant 
Impact not 

Identified in PEIR 

Significant 
Impact due to 

Substantial New 
information 

No Significant 
Impact not 
Previously 

identified in PEIR 

e) Involve other changes in the existing 
environment which, due to their location or 
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland to 
non-agricultural use or forest land to non-forest 
use? 

D D D 

The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR determined that no agricultural resources exist in the Area Plan; 
therefore ·the rezoning and community plans would have no effect on agricultural resources. No 
mitigation measures were identified in the PEIR. The Eastern Neighborhoods I'EIR did not.analyze the 
effects on forest resources. 

As the proposed project is within the development projected under the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning 
and Area Plans, there would be no additional impacts on agriculture and forest resources beyond those 
analyzed in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 

MITIGATION MEASURES 

Archeological Resources 

Project Mitigation Measure 1 - Properties With No Previous Studies (Eastern Neighborhoods 
PEIR Mitigation Measure ]-2) 

SAN FRANCISCO 

This measure would apply to those properties within the project area for which no 
archeological assessment report has been prepared or for which the arCheological 
documentation is fu.complete or inadequate to serve as an evaluation of potential effects on 
archeological resources under.CEQA (CEQA Guidelines§ 15064.5(a)(1)(3) and (c)(1)(2)), with 
the exception of those properties within Archeological Mitigation Zone B as shown in Figuie 
29 in Chapter IV, for which Mitigation Measure J-3, below, is applicable). TI1at is, this measure 
would apply to the entirety of the study area outside of Archeological Mitigation Zones A and 
B. 

For projects proposed outside Archeological Mitigation Zones A and B, a Preliminary 
Archeological Sensitivity Study must be prepared by an archeological consultant with 
expertise in California prehistoric and urban historical archeology. The Sensitivity Study 
should contain the following: 

1) Determine the historical uses of the project site based on any previous archeological 
documentation and Sanborn maps; 

2) Determine types of archeological resources/properties that may have been located within 
the project site and whether the archeological resources/property types would potentially 
be eligible for listing in the CRHR; 

3) Determine if 19th or 20th century soils-disturbing activities may adversely affected the 
identified potential archeological resources; 
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Noise 

4) Assess potential project effects in relation to the depth of any identified potential 
archeological resource; 

5) Conclusion: assessment of whether any CRHP-eligible archeological resources could be 
adversely affected by the proposed project and recommendation as to appropriate further 
action. 

Based on the Sensitivity Study, the Environmental Review Officer (ERO) shall determine if an 
Archeological Research Design/Treatment Plan (ARD/TP) shall be required to more 
definitively identify the potential for CRHP-eligible archeological resources to be present 
within the project site and determine the appropriate action necessary to reduce the potential 
effect of the project on archeological resources to ~ less than significant level. The scope of the 
ARD/TP shall be determined -in consultation with the ERO and consistent with the standards 
for archeological documentation established by the Office of Historic Preservation for 
purposes of compliance with CEQA, in Preservation Planning Bulletin No. 5). 

Project Mitigation Measure 2 - Construction Noise (Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR Mitigation 
Measure F-:2) 

SAN FRANCISCO 

Where environmental review of a development project undertaken subsequent to the 
adoption of the proposed zoning controls determines that construction noise controls are 
necessary due to the nature of planned construction practices and the sensitivity of proximate 
uses, the Planning Director shall require that the sponsors of the subsequent development 
project develop a set of site-specific noise attenuation measures under the supervision of a 
qualified acoustical consultant. Prior to commencing construction, a plan for such measures 
shall be submitted to the Department of Building Inspection to ensure that maximum feasible 
noise attenuation will be achieved These attenuation measures shall include as many of the 
following control strategies as feasible: 

• Erect temporary plywood noise barriers around a construction site, particularly where a 
site adjoins noise-sensitive uses; 

• Utilize noise control blankets on a building structure as the building is erected to reduce 
noise emission from the site; 

• Evaluate the feasibility of noise control at the receivers by temporarily improving the noise 
reduction capability of adjacent buildings housing sensitive uses; 

• Monitor the effectiveness of noise attenuation measures by taking noise measurements; 

• Post signs on-site pertaining to permitted construction days and hours and complaint 
procedures and who to no.tify in the event of a problem, with telephone numbers listed. 
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Project Mitigation Measure 3 - Siting of Noise-Generating Uses (Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR 
Mitigation Measure F-5) 

To reduce potential conflicts between existing sensitive receptors and new noise-generating 
uses, for new development including commercial, industrial or other uses that would be 
expected to generate noise levels in excess of ambient noise, either short-term, at nighttime, or 
as a 24-hour average, in the proposed project site vicinity, the Planning Department shall 
require the preparation of an analysis that includes, at a minimum, a site survey to identify 
potential noise-sensitive uses within 900 feet of, and that have a direct line-of-sight to, the 
project site, and including at least one 24-hour noise measurement (with maxi.mum noise level 
readings taken at least every 15 minutes), prior to the first project approval action. The 
analysis shall be prepared by persons qualified· in acoustical analysis and/or engineering and 
shall demonstrate with reasonable certainty that the proposed use would comply with the use 
compatibility requirements in the General Plan and in Police Code. Section 29091, would not 
adversely affect nearby noise-sensitive uses, and that there are no particular circumstances 
about the proposed project site that appear to warrant heightened concern about noise levels 
that would be generated by the proposed use. Should such concerns be present, the 
Department may require the completion of a detailed noise assessment by person(s) qualified 
in acoustical analysis and/or engineering prior to the first project approval action. 

Air Quality 

Project Mitigation.Measure 4 - Construction Air Quality (Implementing Eastern Neighborhoods 
PEIR Mitigation Measure G-1) 

SAN FRANCISCO 

The project sponsor or the project sponsor's Contractor shall comply with the 
following 

A. Engine Requirements. 

1. All off-road equipment greater than 25 hp and operating for more than 20 
total hours over the entire duration of construction activities shall have 
·engines that meet or exceed either U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
(USEPA) or California Air Resources Board (ARB) Tier 2 off-road emission 
standards, and have been retrofitted with an ARB Level 3 Verified Diesel 
Emissions Control Strategy. Equipment with engines meeting Tier 4 Interim 
or Tier 4 Final off-road emission standards automatically meet this 
requirement. 

2. Where access to alternative sources of power are available, portable diesel 
engines shall be prohibited.. 

3. Diesel engines, whether for off-road or on-road equipment, shall not be left 
idling for more than two minutes, at any location, except as provided in 
exceptions to the applicable state regulations regarding idling for off-road 
and on-road equipment (e.g., traffic conditions, safe operating conditions). 
The Contractor shall post legible and visible signs in English, Spanish, and 
Chinese, in.designated queuing ~eas and at the construction site to remind 
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operators of the two minute idling limit. 

4. The Contractor shall instruct construction workers and equipment operators 
on the maintenance and tuning of construction equipment, and require that 
such workers and operators properly maintain and tune equipment in 
accor~ance with manufacturer specifications. 

B. Waivers. · 

1. The Planning Department's Environmental Review Officer or designee (ERO) 
may waive the alternative source of power requirement of Subsection (A)(2) if 
an alternative so-q.rce of power is limited or infeasible at the project site. If the 
ERO grants the waiver, the Contractor must subrriit documentation that the 
equipment used for onsite power generation meets the requirements of 
Subsection (A)(l). 

2. The ERO may waive· the equipment requirements of Subsection (A)(l) if: a 
particular piece of off-road equipment with an ARB Level 3 VDECS is 
technically not feasible; the equipment would not produce desired emissions 
reduction due to expected operating modes; installation of the equipment 
would create a safety hazard or impaired visibility for the operator; or, there 
is a compelling emergency need to use off-road equipment that is not 
retrofitted with an ARB Level 3 VDECS. If the ERO grants the waiver, the 
Contractor must use the next cleanest piece of off-road equipment, according 
toTable below. · 

Table - Off-Road Equipment Compliance Step-down Schedule 

Compliance Engine Eni.ission 
Emissions Control 

Alternative Standard 

1 Tier2 ARB Level 2 VDECS 

2 Tier2 ARB Level 1 VDECS 

3 Tier2 Alternative Fuel* 
How to use the table: If the ERO determines that the equipment requirements 
cannot be met, then the project sponsor would need to meet Compliance Alternative 
1. If the ERO determines that the Contractor cannot supply off-road equipment 
meeting Compliance Alternative 1, then the Contractor must meet Compliance 
Alternative 2. If the ERO determines that the Contractor cannot supply off-road 
equipment meeting Compliance Alternative 2, then the Contractor must meet 
Compliance Alternative 3. 
**Alternative fuels are not a VDECS. 

C. Construction Emissions Minimization Plan. Before starting on-site construction 
activities, the Contractor shall submit a Construction Emissions Minimization 
Plan (Plan) to the ERO for review and approval. The Plan shall state, in 
reasonable detail, how the Contractor will meet the requirements of Section A. 

1. The Plan shall include estimates of the construction timeline by phase, with a 
description of each piece of off-road equipment required for every 
construction· phase. The description may include, but is not limited to: 
equipment type, equipment manufacturer, equipment identification number, 
engine model year, engine certification (Tier rating), horsepower, engine 
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serial number, and expected fuel usage and hours of operation. For VDECS 
installed, the description may :include: technology type, serial number, make, 
model, manufacturer, ARB verification number level, and installation date 
and hour -meter read:ing on :installation date. For off-road equipment us:ing 
alternative fuels, the description shall also specify the type of. alternative fuel 
be:ing used. 

2. The ERO shall ensure that all applicable requirements of the Plan have been 
:incorporated :into the contract speCT?cations. The Plan shall :include a 
certification statement that the Contractor agrees to comply fully with the 
Plan. 

3. The Contractor shall make the Plan available to the public for review on-site 
during working hours; The Contractor shall post at the construction site a 
legible and visible sign summariz:ing the Plan. The sign shall also state that 
the public :rp.ay ask to inspect the Plan for the project at any time dur:ing 
working hours and shall explain how to request to :inspect the Plan. The 
Contractor shall post at least one copy of the sign :in a visible location on each 
side of the construction site fac:ing a public right-of-way. 

D. Monitoring. After start of Construction Activities, the Contractor shall submit 
quarterly reports to the ERO documenting compliance with the Plan. After 
completion of construction activities and prior to receiv:ing a final certificate of 
occupancy, the project sponsor shall submit to the ERO a final report 
summariz:ing construction activities, :includ:ing the start and end dates and 
duration of each construction phase, and the specific information required :in the 
Plan. 

Project Mitigation Measure 5: Best Available Control Technology for Diesel Generators 
(Implementing Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR Mitigation Measure G-4) 

SAN FRANCISCO 

The project sponsor shall ensure that the backup diesel generator meet or exceed one of the 
following emission standards for particulate matter: (1) Tier 4 certified engine, or (2) Tier 2 or 
Tier 3 certified engine that is equipped with a California Air Resources Board (ARB) Level 3 
Verified Diesel Emissions Control Strategy (VDECS). A non-verified diesel emission control 
strategy may be used if the filter has the same particulate matter reduction as the identical ARB 
verified model and if the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) approves of 
its use. The project sponsor shall submit documentation of compliance ·with the BAAQI\.ID 
New Source Review permitt:ing process (Regulation 2, Rule 2, and Regulation 2, Rule 5) and the 
emission standard requir~ent of this mitigation measure to the Plann:ing Department for 
review and approval prior to issuance of a permit for a backup diesel generator from any City 

agency. 
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Hazardous Materials 

Project Mitigation Measure 6 - Hazardous Building Materials (Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR 
Mitigation Measure L-1) 

SAN FRANCISCO 

The City shall condition future development approvals to require that the subsequent project 
sponsors ensure that any equipment containing PCBs or DEPH, such as fluorescent light 
ballasts, are removed and properly disposed of according to applicable federal, state, and local 
laws prior to the start of renovation, and that any fluorescent light tubes, which could contain 
mercury, are similarly removed and properly disposed of. Any other hazardous materials 
identified, either before or during work, shall be abated according to applicable federal, state, 
and local laws. 
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Introduction Form 
By a Member of the Board of Supervisors or the Mayor 

Time stamp 

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

IZl 1. For reference to Committee. 

An ordinance, resolution, motion, or charter amendment. 

D 2. Request for next printed agenda without reference to Committee. 

D 3. Request for hearing on a subject matter at Committee. 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

4. Request for letter beginning "Supervisor inquires" 
L--~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-' 

5. City Attorney request. 

6. Call File No. -1 --------1 from Committee. 

7. Budget Analyst request (attach written motion). 

8. Substitute Legislation File No. 
'--~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-----' 

9. Request for Closed Session (attach written motion). 

10. Board to Sit as A Committee of the Whole. 

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

Please check the appropriate boxes. The proposed legislation should be forwarded to the following: 
D Small Business Commission D Youth Commission D Ethics CommissiOn 

D Planning Commission D Building Inspection Commission 

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

Sponsor(s): 

Tang, Wiener, Mar, Cohen, Farrell, Avalos, Yee, Campos, Kim, Breed 

Subject: 

Amended Ten-Year Capital Expenditure Plan-FY 2016 through FY 2025 --- Certificates of Participation --- Animal 
Care and Control Shelter 

The text is listed below or attached: 

For Clerk's Use Only: 
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Animal Care and Control Capital Plan Amendment ONESF 
811.1ikltng Our f-ui:ure 

Amends the Capital Plan to Fund the Animal Care and Control project ~. 
with Certificates of Participation (COP) and requires an appropriation of ~~ID:::;;-==,.:-c'-:---.. -.-::.:.···-::!··"I::_····~-___,.--_;_:__,_~~~ 

funds for this project come before the Board in April 2016 

Atjjustments to June 2016 Health and Safety Bond 
(Board of Supervisors File #151275and151276) 

• Replaced Animal Care and Control prQject with funds to support 
DPH Health Clinics, Neighborhood Fire Stations, and Homeless 
Service Sites · 

• Approved by BOS on February 9 and February 23 

Board of Supervisors Resolution to Amend the Capital Plan 
(Board of Supervisors File #160120) 

• Capital Planning Committee considered item on February 29th 

• Moves Animal Care and Control prQject to COP program 

• Requires appropriation of funds for the Animal Shelter prQject be 
heard at the Board of Supervisors in April 2016 

2 



Animal Care & Control Prqject 

Project purpose 

• Reduce overcrowding in the City's deteriorating animal shelter and 
provide modern, safer care 

• Provide a resilient facility to care for displaced animals in the event 
of an earthquake 

• Ensure first-responder services can be delivered immediately after a 
major earthquake to assist residents who may have difficulty caring 
for their pets 

• Enhance public health to help prevent the spread of communicable 
diseases such as ringworm and canine cough 

• Provide improved education and training facilities for the public, 
animal care staff and volunteers 

Scope 

• Renovate the historic building at 1401~ 1419 Bryant St. and turn it into a 
safe and humane Animal Care & Control shelter 

• Consistent with project proposed in the Health and Safety Bond 

; ~~~~'-..,..i ONE
,~.~· 

~·!~ 

Bui~ding Our h1nm:! 

a> 
a> 

- ('I) 
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Animal Care & Control Schedule & Budget 

Schedule and Budget 

• Amount required for COPs was reduced from $54 
million to $49 million because $5 million in General 
Fund/Capital Planning Fund dollars will not be 
reimbursed 

• Requires COPs in FY 2017 

Start construction May 2018 

Construction complete August 2020 

Move in October 2020 

Budget $54 million 

Capital Planning Fund Investment $5 million 

COP Issuance Amount $49 million 
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ONE Revisions to the General Fund Debt Program Bwkling Our fw:.urc 

Recommended Changes Since Capital Plan Adoption 

• Rehabilitation and Detention Facility-- $251 million moved from FY 2016 to FY 2017 

D Reflects prQject scope {-38 million) adopted by Board on July 22, 2015 for the SB 863 funding application 
(Board of Supervisors File #150701) 

o Adds year of cost escalation ($11 million) to enable the Re-envisioning the Jail Replacement PrQject Working 
Group to complete its assessment 

• Funds Animal Care and Control PrQject -- $49 million in FY 2017 

FY~ 2017 SHF Rehabilitation and Detention Facility 278 251 

FY~ 2017 HOJ Site Acquisition 8 8 
FY 2017 Animal Care and Control Shelter - 49 Proposed COP Program for the 
FY 2019 Adult Probation Relocation from HOJ 59 59 Amended City and County of San 
FY 2019 DPH Adm.in Building Relocation 60 60 Francisco FY 2016-2025 Capital Plan 
FY2021 DA and SFPD Relocation from HOJ 227 227 (see page 11 of the Capital Plan at 

FY2021 HOJ Land Purchase, Demolition & Enclosure: 48 48 http://onesanfrancisco.org/fy2016-25-ten-
year-capital-plan-2/) 

FY2024 JUV Adm.in Building Replacement 107 107 
FY 2025 Yard Consolidation 100 100 ... . .... I 

,... 
0 
q-
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Implications for COP Program ONESF 
Building Our f-uwre 

General Fund Debt 
Program/COP Issuance Graph 

• Stays within the Capital Plan of 
limiting debt service 
payments to less than 3.25% 
of General Fund Discretionary 
Revenue 

4.0% 

General Fun cl Debt Service and Long:.. Term Lease Obligations FY 2016-2026 
Animal Care & Control Revision to C'.apital Plm1 
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llTumiOd & Out>h!nding •Authorized & Unisme'd Ltt.se Payment • SHF Rehabilitation & Detention Facility (FY! 71FYIS) 

• HOJ Demolition & Enclosure (FY22) 

Ill J\DPR.elocation&omHOJ (FY19) 

• Amma1 Care & C<>ntrol (FY 17) 

• DA/SFPDR.eloation&omHOJ(F\'21) 

* JUV AdminBJ<lg R.eplmmont (FY2~) 

• DPH OfficeBm1ding (FY 19) 

• Yacd Con•olidation (FY 15) 
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