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FILE NO. 161073 RESOLUTION NO. 

[Accept and Expend Gift - RDF 75 Howard LP - Citywide Affordable Housing Fund -
$6,010,047] . 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Resolution authorizing the Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development to 

accept and expend a gift of $6,010,047 from RDF 75 Howard LP to the Citywide 

Affordable Housing Fund. 

7 WHEREAS, The Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development ("MOHCD") 

8 is responsible for collecting and expending inclusionary housing and other fees that provide 

9 funding for affordable housing; and 

10 WHEREAS, RDF 75 Howard LP is developing a residential project located at 75 

·11 Howard Street and is paying the required. inclusionary housing fee of twenty percent (20%) to 

12 the Citywide Affordable Housing Fund; and · 

13 WHEREAS, In addition to its twenty percent (20%) inclusionary housing fee to the City 

14 to assist in providing additional affordable housing, given to the Citywide Affordable Housing 

15 Fund, RDF 75 Howard LP has offered a gift of $6,010,047 to the City for the purposes of 

16 developing and preserving affordable housing; and 

17 WHEREAS, The Citywide Affordable Housin·g Fund .was established by Administrative 

. 18 · Code, Section 10.100-49 for the purposes of receiving and expending funds for affordable 

19 hous.ing; now, therefore, be it 

20 RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors hereby authorizes MOHCD to accept the 

21 gift of $6,010,047 from RDF 75 Howard LP and to expend it for the purposes of developing 

22 and preserving affordable housing. 

23 

24 

25 

Supervisor Kim 
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APPROVED: 

n:\landuse\kstacy\bos\75 howard accept and expend reso:docx 

I 
Supervisor Kim 
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GIBSON DU~JN 

August 19, 2016 

Supervisor Jane Kim 
I Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
City Hall, Room #244 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 

Director Olson Lee 
Chandra Egan 
Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development 
1 South Van Ness, 5th Fl. 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher LLP 

555 Missmn Street 

San Francisco, CA 94105-0921 

Tel 415.393.8200 

www.gibsondunn.com 

Mari G. Murphy 
Direct +1 415.393.8257 
Fax: +1415.374.8480 
MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com 

Re: 7 5 Howard Street Pro;ect Affordable Housing Fee Determination - Case No. 
2011.1122.XVCUA 

Dear Supervisor Kim, Director Lee and Ms. Egan: 

This firm represents RDF 75 Howard LP, the "Project Sponsor" of the 75 Howard Street 
Project (the "Project"). I write to follow up on my letter dated June 23, 2016, regarding the 
Project (the "June 23 Letter"). This letter supplements the June 23 Letter, a copy of which is 
enclosed herein. 

As part of the June 23 Letter, the Project Sponsor submitted the Affordable Housing Fee 
Request Form for the Project to the Mayor's Office of Housing and Community 

· Development ("MOHCD"). This initial submittal reflected a unit count of 118. 
Subsequently, at the re.quest of the Planning Department, the unit count for the Project was 
revised from 118 to 120 units. As a result of this recent change, please find enclosed for 
your review an updated Affordable Housing Fee Request Form (and related required 
documentation) for the Project reflecting the revised 120-unit count. 

In addition, we would like to follow up regarding the additional $6,010,047 the Project 
Sponsor offered to pay to MOHCD for affordable housing, over and above the 20% 
affordable housing in lieu fee applicable to the Project, as described in the June 23 Letter. It 
is our understanding that the City Attorney has prepared a draft gift resolution permitting the 
City to accept that offer, a copy of which has been foivvarded to your attention. The Project 
Sponsor is J;ioping you might be able to provide information regarding when the resolution 
will be considered by the Board of Supervisors so they can include the appropriate timing in 

8e1jin8 • Brussuls - Cr.ntury City· Dallas - Dr.nver ·Dubai ·Hong Kong· London • Los Angeles· M1mich 

Now York· Orange County· Pafo /\Ito• Paris· San rrnncisr.o • S~o P~ulo ·Singapore• Washington, D.C. 
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GIBSOl\J DUNN 

August 19, 2016 
Page 2 . 

their Project schedule. Of course, please do not hesitate to let me know if you need anything 
further from us with regard to the gift resolution or any other matters contained herein or in 
the June 23 Letter. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Mary G. Murphy 

MGM/sg 

cc: 

Kate Stacy 
Office of the City Attorney 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
City Hall, Room #234 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 

April Veneracion Ang 
cl o Supervisor Kim 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
City Hall, Room #244 
San Francisco, C~ 94102-4689 
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GIBSOl'\J DUNN 

June 23, 2016 

Supervisor Jane Kim 
1 Dr. _Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
City Hall, Room #244 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 

Director Olson Lee 
Chandra Egan 
Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development 
1 South Van Ness, 5th Fl. 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher LLP 

555 Mission Street 

San Francisco, CA 94105-0921 
Tel 415.393.8200 

www.gibsondunn.com 

Mary G. Murphy 
Direct +1 415.393.8257 
Fax: +1 415.374.8480 
MGMurphy@glbsondunn.com 

Re: 75 Howard Street Project Affordable Housing Fee Determination - Case No. 
2011.1122.XVCUA 

Dear Supervisor Kim, Director Lee and Ms. Egan: 

This firm represents RDF 75 Howard LP, the Project Sponsor of the 75 Howard Street 
project (the "Project") which was approved by the San Francisco Planning Commission on 
September 3, 2015.1 Please find enclosed the completed Affordable Housing Fee Request 
Form for the Project, which we are hereby submitting for review by the Mayor's Office of 
Housing and Community Development ("MOHCD"). 

In addition, the purpose of this letter is to describe the affordable housing impact in-lieu fee 
(the "Affordable Housing Fee") applicable to the Project and to respectfully request that the 
City make provision to accept certain additional sums of money offered by the Project 
Sponsor for use in producing affordable housing. As discussed below, the Project is subject 

1 The Project was approved by the San Francisco Planning Commission on September 3, 2015 pursuant to 
Motions No. 19448, 19449, 19450.and 19451 which in addition the certification of the Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR) and adoption of CEQA findings, included a Conditional Use Authorization, a Section 

. 309 Authorization, and a Variance Decision Letter granting two variances (collectively, the "75 Howard 
Project Approvals"). The statute of limitations to file any further actions challenging the 7 5 Howard 
Project Approvals has expired, and· a Notice of Special Restrictions under the Planning Code for Motion 
No. 19450 was filed on May 11, 2016 in the San Francisco Assessor-Recorder's office as Document 
-Number 2016-K242910-00 (the "NSRs"), a copy of which is enclosed herein. 

Beijing Brussels Century City Dallas Denver Dubai Hong Kong London Los Angeles Munich 

New York Orange County Palo Alto Paris San ptart&o Sao Paulo Singapore Washington, D.C. 



GIBSON DUNN 

June 23, 2016 
Page2 

to· a twenty percent (20%) Affordable Housing Fee requirement under the recently enacted 
"trailing legislation" that became effective upon the passage of Proposition Con June 7, 
2016. The "trailing legislation", approved by the San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
("BOS") on May 3, 2016 (the "Trailing Legislation"), "grandfathered" certain categories of 
projects from its application. Because the Project falls under two separate categories of 
·grandfathered projects2, the 20% in-lieu Affordable Housing Fee requirement that was 
applicable at the time the Project was approved and is set forth in its approval motions still 
applies. 

As you may !mow, in connection with an appeal to the BOS of the EIR for the Project, the 
Project Sponsor submitted to the City a letter wherein it offered to pay an additional sum of 
monies in the amount of$6,010,047 over and above the 20% Affordable Housing Fee 
applicable to the Project to be used for affordable housing (the "Offer Letter"). At the BOS 
hearing on the EIR appeal on November 17, 2015, the Project Sponsor explained that the 
purpose of the voluntary offer was to provide an amount over and above the maximum 20% 
in-lieu Affordable Housing F.ee required by law and set forth in the Project approval motions. 
A copy of the Offer Letter and a transcript of the Project Sponsor's counsel's remarks 
regarding the offer at the BOS appeal hearing (collectively, the "Offer") are enclosed. 

The Project Sponsor wishes to honor this Offer and pay the additional $6,010,047 to 
MO:EICD for use for affordable housing. As you can see from the attached materials, the 
Project Sponsor proposed to pay the additional money at the same time as the Affordable 
Housing Fee was paid, and we therefore write to make provision for paying the $6,010,047 at 
the same time that the 20% in-lieu Affordable Housing Fee is paid. We understand from 
conversations with the City Attorney that acceptance of the additional monies will most 
likely require that the BOS pass a resolution accepting the funds. 

2 The Trailing Legislation.grandf~thers any project that received its "final first discretionary development 
entitlement approval, which shall mean approval following any administrative appeal to the relevant City 
board on or before January 12, 2016". The Project's Conditional Use Authorization was not appealed and 
therefore became final on October 4, 2015. As such, the Project received its final first discretionary 
development entitlement approval before January 12, 2016, thereby grandfathering it under the Trailing 
Legislation. Further, the Trailing Legislation grandfathers projects for which a complete Environmental 
Evaluation Application ("BEA") was submitted prior to January 1, 2013. The EBA for the Project was 
initially filed on January 13, 2012 and the City published a Notice of Preparation and I~itial Study for the 
Project on December 12, 2012 ("NOP/IS"), thereby grandfathering the Project. 
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Thank you for your consideration. 

MGM/sg 

cc: 

Kate Stacy 
Office of the City Attorney 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
City Hall, Room #234 
San Francisco, CA 94102A689 

April Veneracion Ang 
c/ o Supervisor Kini 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
City Hall, Room #244 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 
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. ~ PARAMOUNT 
~61& GROUP, INC. 

MARCE SANCHEZ 
VJCE PRESIDENT 
CONSIRUCilON & DEVELOPMENT 

November 17, 2015 

Mayor Edwin M. Lee 
City Hall, 
Room200, 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

London Breed, President 
Supervisor Jane Kim 
Members of the .San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
c/o Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
#1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
City Hall, Room #244 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 

Re: Commitment to Provide Additional Affordable Housing Funds 

Dear Mr. Mayor, President Breed, Supervisor Kim and Members of the Board: 

'h"u }51 0/S"° - /61Dl6 

Bos-11 C'oB 1 
1,1 OS - J.&s. lt<-fifl.v 

G-ra~ 

I write on behalf of the RDF 75 Howard LP, the Project Sponsor of the 75 Howard Street 
project which was approved by the San Francisco Planning Commission on September 3, 
2015 pursuant to Motions No. 19448, 19449, 19450 and 19451 as well a8 a Variance 
decision to be issued by the Zoning Administrator after resolution of Appeal No. 151015 
(collectively, the "75 Howard Project Approvals"). The Planning Commission's certification 
of the Final Environmental Impact Report for the 75 Howard Project has been appealed to 
the Board o~~uperviso~s and is set for hearing on November 17, 2015 (Appeal No.151015). 

As'you know,.the 75 Howard Project Approvals provide, among other conditions, that the 
Proj:ec($pon,sor pay a~ in-lieu fee for affordable housing pursuant to Section 415.5 of the 
San Francisco Planning Code. (Conditions 31and32 of Motion 19450). The Project 
Sponsor is acutely aware of the housing shortage in San Francisco and is pleased that the 75 
Ho.war~ Project will remove an above-grade 8 story, approximately 550 car parking garage· 
and re.Place it with a residenti.a.J. project with ground floor retail. .As more specifically 
described in Conditions 31 and 32 of Planning Commission Motion No. 19450, the Project is 
required under the law to pay an.Affordable Housing.Fee at a rate equivalent to twenty 

1633 BROADWAY, SUITE 1801, NEW YORK. NEW

1
Y~

1
10019 {112) 237-3119 FAX (212) 237-3197 



~ PARAMOUNT 
~ .... GROUP, INC. 

November 17, 2015 
Page2 

percent (20%) of the number of units in the principal project in the manner and at the times 
set forth in the Project Approvals (collectively, the "Project Approvals Affordable Housing 
Fee Condition"). The Project Sponsor is pleased to participate in the City's efforts to create 
affordable housing through payment of the Affordable Housing Fee, but also wishes to assist 
further in the City's efforts to produce more affordable housing. Consequently, the Project 
Sponsor hereby offers the City of San Francisco a commitment, that if the Project Sponsor 
constructs the 75 Howard Project pursuant to the 75 Howard Project Approvals, the Project 
Sponsor will pay an additional suni of money to the City for use in the Inclusionary 
Affordable Housing Program in the amount of Six Million Ten. Thousand Forty Seven 
Dollars ($6,010,047) to be paid, at the same time as the payments are to be made under the 
Project Approvals Affordable Housing Fee Conqition. This offer cannot be revoked if the 75 
Howard Project is constructed pursuant to the 75 Howard Project Approvals. 
We hope that the City will accept this offer. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

102026179.1 

1633 BROADWAY. SUITE 1801, NEW YORK. NEW YORK 10019 (212) 237-3100 FAX (212) 237-3197 
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San Francis-co Mayo~$ Office 'Of Housing and Community Development 
· lntiiu.sionaty·HousJng Program 

.Affordabfe Housing Fee: Reque$t Form 2016 · 

:Dear proj~~t $t>1)Q$Qr~ 

Projegt Spon~9rs oh.ooslng W NY theAffqrdabl~ Housing Fee under the ,lncfusionafy Housing Program 
should ccimple:te· ?nd r:et1,1rirr th~. following form ~jong with th~ r13qulred attachments. in order fo receive a 
fee determination from the Sao Fram;:isc.0 Nll;iyor's Offic;e·of Housing~ ~nd Community Development 
{!VJOHCD), rn 'Qfd~r fc:r req(le$~ IJ!J:l Afforc!cible HolJsin,g Fee determini?tion, the proje.c;t must first ootatn 
f9rmal apprQV?I from the Pl?nnlng Qepartrnr?Jlt. To review the Aff.qn:table Housing Fe(? option under the 
tncfu?Jo.nary Hoqs}ng Prqgr~m. please review Section 415,'5 a{ the 8-an Francisco Planning Goc.:fe •. 

The Qertefal proqe$$ for pay\ng t~Affo.rdap!e J1oµstng F'ee l~ a$c fo!lows: 

~ Project sponsor submits comp feted Affordable Housing Fee Request Form to MOH CD with. copy. 
of pla:nntng ·a·pproval atid recorded N'ofice of speda1 R:i:istrk:tioriS. (ff your· development does tiot 
have ati NSR that deady references your choice to· pay the fe~~. you :must file a new NSR throu,gh 
yo·ur Planrrer. We cannot ls.s.u~afeenfeterminat1ori: 1.etterwlthout the: correct recorded NSR. ) 

• MOHC 0 c.alqµlates the f~e w.ttNn. 1 O bi:rSin~ss day,~· fr.qm the dat~ of receipt o.f your completed 
~ubrrtls~ion and s~nds ~. fi:lrm.qf. f.e~·~¢.ierrni.nation fetter to th~ prQj$Qt sp9nscir, PlanDiDg 
Department 1md Oepa,rlment 9.f Butkl!ng 1 nsp~ctlol), · 

-. Project sponsor Wotks .the Depattme.nt of Building lnspe!::tlo!i (PBf} fo obtain report on: ali fees 
owed :eitlier before s'e'eKing'.Afforclable HoosJng F:ee deterirllh<'ltkm frarn MOJ-tCO or after: (See 
b.elow.} 

• FroJ~ct sprinsor receives. fee report from DBI and pay:s ·all fees. (See oelov;i.) 

DBI fa wspon~Jb.l& forcotl~ctfng .~ill :develgpment Impcict ar:u:J otne.r fees owed. Pdor to Issuance oflhe. first 
building Pflrmit or tfw flrstaddencf!Jm au.ttrqrizf ng qi.ns~r.L1ctron:Qf th1:7 proji:;c;:t {in the ca!;f:! wtwre. a sfte 
permit l$ j$$11¢0), .DBl W{ll jS$Ue a repqrt ·ouWning pr~l.ifnfnary $$tfma\e$ Of afl deV~lopment fmp;;ict and in'
li~U ft?es QW~il fqr a development. project Project sponsor~ Jn us~ tl1:~n eitn?r pay tbe fol! arnqu{li,qf' 
de\fefRP.i!fl:mt. fmJ?.actarid Q.\her fee$ owed. !;le.for¢ isc$Ugnce, pf th~ first CPO$tnJctian dooument. 

forgenerq.t que$tic;1ns rn:~.(;lrdin~ the fee paymeml prq·ce.s~.ple~secontact: 

Sa:n Fral}cisco.Dep.artment of (?ui)ding lnspectiov. 
1960 Mfssi9Il, Qtf!. ffoor.· · 

S?n FrC1n¢isco,, QA 94.1q~ 
. {415} ?58-:~:j.;}1 

Pl'e~se t~eJ fre:e. to: Qont:Ic~ Cha,ndra Egall: Qf MOHCD at chandraegan@sfgov.org or {415) 701'-554$ if 
you. have any qu~sttons,9qout th~ Affordable Hou~InQ, Fee. optlorr under the lncfusionary Ho:u!:;ing . 
Program.. · · · 

Thank you .. 

Sincerely;. 

Mayor's Office of Housihg .and Comm.unity Development 

Sao f:liiiicisco Miiym'>i Office of Kousing JijcJuskmacy HoiisinQ Pr0gram. 
lni;l~sioiiary ijo)iSlng Fe$ Req~(lStf~rm 
Relf.1/VHi· 
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San Francrsco .Mayors offic.e of Housing and 'COmmunity oe.velopment 
lnd'usioni:µy Housing Program 

Aff.<rrdaP.I_~ f-loU$i.rig f~t:l R~f:lt1est.f~rm :2Qt6 

Properly Addresg .as. 
Stated irt .Plannin~f 

, AppfoVal 

7$ Howard :street 

· t944s -(AC¢!;!ptano€f ·,of rn~!egatioti A9reem$ritJ; 1-9449 ·.(-cEaA FindinfisJi 
19.450 {Section 309'. ALlthorlzattbn ), 19451 f C.onditlonar Use AuthoriZatfon1, 

· PJa:n.nJbg Moti.!:i~f rY~ -· · • $~pt~rrih~r J1. ?.015 ·· - · · -· ·· · · ·· · · · · · · - · · ·· · · · 

· Notlc~ of .Spebial : ooo--201.s~K2429.1 o-OU. fMotiQ~.No .. :19.450}. 
· Restrictions; Document# t>Oc.-2616-K28P$44~QP (Motion No·.19451). 

; tH'.>c~2016_-K28S~4;3-0iJ (\iarhhic.9' .AiJt>llcafidrt No_. ~M 1:-112:iXV¢0'A). ' .. 
'.' NotiC$6fSp~C.ial ·May'11.~2016 .. . ' 
R~stiictions-000.ument : July· 12, w1a; 
Recording Date 

: : Np;ma.OfcJty,ar1ci.co~-t:1f • noa:C.hang 
SF: Pf $.tJner 

Name.ofPtoject · RD~76 Howard LP 
Sponsor . .. . . .. .. . . . .- .. . . . .. 
ProjedSponsorC'onfacf. Rfiiph ~t fiiRug~tera 
Pers.on.. .. · 
¢.qmpar:rr ¢f ProJ.ec;t P<aramgvn:t'Gi:tiuft~ln:o, 

.. Spons9rCor;1tact 
·· Pro!ect$_P:6n:Sor:· Orte MarketPtaza, Spear Towet Salfe 4tl}O, San Francisco, cA 9410$ 
. Address (With-ZipJ 

t-i.ai:neotA9$11t Aofing · .Sfir~r'GJi?(a~dciri,. -Gif:)sarr . .oiffi:n &: crJfbfli?.r i:,:_~p: · 
. for Project 'Sponsor · · 

E.sti-rnated date of 
Suik.llhf! P<;;rm]t 
Issuance. .. 
Estirnate:d fSsuante. ·: MA 

· : bate.of. Temporary '. 
; Cerlfftcafe. of .Occupancy 

ffCO)(lf at>t>.l.lcablet . 

. sanEranGI~M~Y-Ot:> ooce ofHousfl'.tg lnclu:sli:mary Housing !?tog.ram 
Joc(usfallfif;l' HplJl!)ng.f.\le:Reqq~foim · · 
Re.\i~111M . . 

124 
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Estimated lssuan:ce March '2G19 
Date of Final Certificate 
of Qccqp:ancy and 
Completion (FCOC)Of- · 
aoolicab!e) 

Overan Building Composition 

. J T qtal #.Units in Bu:ll'Qlng ( aU dwe!Ung 0nitsl 

Unit Type· TQtal # . 
'Studio (Jr, t~bedr90ms =i studio unftsY :o. 
1 Bedroom · .21 
2 Bedroom 76 
3 Bedroom· 19· 
4 Bedraor:n · .4 
Other 0 

Please provide yout estimate of the fee dua u~der your project 

Example . 
Building has 40 studio units x 20% = 8. .one-bedroom ·units pay the, fea 
8ur1dlng bas 40 etre-bedrootrt units x 26% = 8 .one-bedroam· units pay the tee. 
Eutldlrig has 20 two-bedmom units x 20% "' 4 twb-.b'etifoom un1fa pay the fee. 

lricJasionarY.· Housing Progi'ain~' Affordable. ~ousing Fee Determ.inatron 

·. S:tudio · 
1.be(jmom 
2 oedroom 
Sb:edroom 

!Via r_ket Rate 
Total 

40. 
40" 
'20 

0 

"2.016 fo~ schedul.e 

Y<»!::lr P(ofect 

· ZO.% Qff-site Qff.:.Sit~ Urtif 
r{£lquirement . . . ~~quirement 

. 20% KOO 

20% 4.ao 

20%" Q,.00 

'*P~e By U.nit · 
Si;za 

$198,006· 

$366,639. 

$417,799 
$52.1,431 

$1,584,064, . 
$2,1~1,qSQ 
$1,466,556 

$0 
$0. 

$5;202,300 

:(Writ~ {JJ. calqafqt/Qns fqr yourprofe.ct; Qr" you may wt and. Ms.te from tf;ff fo.llowtng ~preadshe~ ft! µs.~: 
em be dde.c! Cfllcutatiqns:· ~ttp://st~moh otg/iridex.iispx? page:=30B) 

lncJu!!ii;i,naty ):lousing Pr!?firiiJn.; AfJO.td.~.bf~·Hqµ!'ing F~~ .Q~Mi:mlnatiQJ) 
Address; 75 Howard 
Unit. Size: M~rk~t Rate 2.0% Qff-.J?it~. 

iota I Requirement 
Studio' 20%-
1 bf:'ldmom W% 
2P.~dfoom 76: :20% 
3b~droom 19 20% 
4 betjroom 4 20% 

San Francisco May.ot'.s Ottlcre of Housing lncltisionar:y Housing firog_railt 
lnciusionatt Hou$ing F~ R~queITT-forr:n: 
~e:v.11.'lf1~ 

C>ff.-stte Uoit 
Requirement 

0.00 
A.2Q. 

i5.20 

.'SQ 

125 

*fee By Ooit 
Size 

. :$113'8,00ll 

$417,79,~: 

$521,:4~1 

· Fee Payable: 

$8 
. ~1,129,632.DO 
. $5',568,808;80· . 

$1,587,p36.2j) 

$417;144.8'0 
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24~90 .. 

Yo:µ:;ip1,1sf .include a c.-0py :Of foe folrPw!ng documentS':. (F'l:e.as;e·~heck). 
. · .. .- ·2. . .. 

, .. /;, · AffidavfttorCompliancewith tfie lnclusrooaryJ:faJJS!n.g Program: 

: 0('::: fin~t ·p1~nnJng Motion (if appJicabte} 

· ·. 0::· Reoorded Notfce: of Sp:e'cl?l f~estricttons: {NSR} 

'P:Joo·se. $ma1lfhfs. f:Orm :and the requested supplerne'nfal materials by. PDF fo: 

Chandra, E'gan 
Ma or' O'* e oru ··.Irr trc· · u 'it· beve1· · ..... ··.· . .Y .. s ute ... nOU.$ .. gan .. omm .n .Y .. opm~t 
chai1cfra;€igatt@stfov:ot1;f 
Phonci: {415}1Q:i-554Ei · 

Repre~ntati~ (~ign} 

Repr~gentatlv~: (p.rli.it] 

Titlf:l (prtn t} 

Com~MY (print) 

oat~ {print}: 

• •• •> 

· .(1f~ A,,\lf ''.'' ·,,/~ .. 
..... , v ·vrt 1r:·q ./. : . ... . ~ '. . 

Vs11xa ',: g;Jnuri~1gditr.f :.: 

.i:···~~~i1:¥Gftttd%/YobtW• 
· '·A~@.M:kf:· :<ktitiJJ~/ · - · 

... .. 

San. Ffil.liciscQ. Maypr's Qffi~ of Ho]!$irig fl)Cjljs)Qmlf)' HQLI.$)~ ~~rn .. 
l!idilsfonmy J:-{_ous:ing FeeRequest. ["o(ffr 
Re~, 1/,1/16. 
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·SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING 
bEPARTMENT. 

Planning Department 

16SO Mission Street 

Suite.400 . 

San Francisco, CA 

941.03-9425. ' 

·- - . 
T:. 415.55B.S37B 

. . . -- . -
· F:. 415.556.6409 

AFFIDAVIT FOR· . . .. . . . ·. .· .· 

Compliance v11ith the'h1clusionary 
Affordable Ho.using Program 

Date: January 11, 2013. 

To:· App!icantSsubj~ct to Planning Code Section 41S:!ndusionary 
Affor~ab!e Housing Program · · 

From: San Francisco Planning Departmen~ 

Re: Cqmp!lance with the lnclusionary Affordable Housing Program 

An projects tJ:iat involve five or more new dwelling units must participate in the Inclusionary 
Affordable.Housing_Program contained in Section415 of the Planning Code. Every.project 

· subject to Section 415 must pay an Affordable Housing Fee, that is equivalent to the applicable 
percentage of the.number of Units ill ftie principal project, which is 20% of the totalnuinbei 
of units proposed_ (or the applicable percentage if subject to different area plan controls or 
requ:i:iements).. . . . . . . 

A pr~]~ct m~y b~ eligible for. an Alternative to the Affordable Housmg Fee if t1:le developer 
cb.ooses to commit to sell the new on~ or off-residential units rather.than offer them as rental 

· ~ts~ Second, the pr~ject rriay be eligible for .an Alternative fo the Affordable Housing Fee if ]t 
has. dernoriStrated to the Planning Department that the affordable Units are not subject to the 
Costa Hawkins Rentalµ:~ilsmg Act. All projects that can dernoJ:lSl:!ate that they a±e eligfu~ for 
ari. alternative to the Affordable Housing Fee must provide the necessary docurnenl:lltion to the 

. Planning Department and the Mayor's Office of Housing. Additional material may be required 
fo deten:nfile if a pr:ojed is eligible to fulfill the Prograµt's r_equirerneiits through an alternative .. 

Before the Planning Depar~ent and/or Planning CorrUitlssion can act on the project, this . 
Affidavit for Compliance. with the Inclusionary Affordable Hoilsing Program must be completed. · 

1 OilifomfaO~CodeSf.91ofil954.50elal, 
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Affidavit for Compinarnce with the D111c!usuonary Affordlaib!e Housing Program 

Affidavit for Compliance with the lnclusionary Affordable 
Housing Program: Planning Code Section 415 

July7,2015 

Date 

. I, Maree Sanchez , do hereby declare as follows: 

a The subject property is located at (address .and block/lot): 

75 Howard Street 3741/31; 3741/35 (Parcel 3) 

Address Block I Lot . 

b. The proposed project at the above address is subject to the Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program, Planning 
Code Section 415 et seq. 

The Planning Case Number and/or Building Permit Number is: 

2011.1122XVCUA NIA 

Planning Case Number Building Permit Number 

This project requires the following approval: 

[:] Planning Commission approval (e.g. Conditional Use Authorization, Large Project Authorization) 

D This project is principally permitted. 

The Current Planner assigned to my project within the Planning Department is: 

Tina Chang 

Planner Name 

Is this project within the Eastern Neighborhoods. Plan Area? 

D Yes (if yes, please indicate Tier) 

~ Nq 

This project is exempt from the Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program because: 

D This project uses California Debt Limit Allocation Committee (CDLAC) funding. 

D This project is 100% affordable. 

c. This project will comply with the Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program by: 

~ Payment of the Affordable Housing Fee prior to the first site or building permit issuance 
(Planning Code.Section 415.5). 

D On-site or Off-site Affordable Housing Alternative (Planning Code Sections 415.6 and 416.7). 

SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING OEPARThlENTV.01.11.2013 

128 



. d . . ri ili~·proj~d iym~~rY, with lhern(.Ju~ioniuy ~.~4~i'e:Ao~g:P~;~.tkou~~·~ ori~site &·ci~~stte 
. .Afforda.l,te. Housing~lf¢titive/pl~a1;<?- fill-Out the f9Jlowing re"g<U;dlnKh9~¥' the:project is ~il;iblc :£Oi:·ai:i . 
. lllte~tiV.~ii-tid.ilie:at;c0h'.tptiny'in~ui'\i(irilx:tro,:;Ies.Qupage4. · · · · · · · · 

0. i~ri';j!~;t~ ~1._t~!t~~g ~i's ~ill be sold as $~i{erS1tlp unit5 arid \\rill ierii~id as Q,~ri~iship:. , · 

·~.~.: 
. . .. 

. "'. o :Pfrecf ~and-~ iiui.bihutionirocit ii public ena~:· 

.. ·a. o~veloJ>llientord~ify bonus owtl:i~~ r,ubrlcform of assiS~anse;·, .: .. 

'.n ';~r:.~~~t~~;:~~~:;1~¥:~n;~i~:fy~fs~~~~~,~:~~:r:¢t~~e~t~: · 
· · ··: · 56' of the ~ap..f.r~ridsco Acfrnir:iSttBtiYe C_od~ ~dr_ as-par~ of that:kfiliemeni; ¥ r~ceiving. a_· dlr~d; 

Bnanciai t.oclribtdio!}; d.evclopm~ Q! densij:y, oonµ~;or Qthedorm of1iub,ii9sslsf;an~: .. 

. .. 

· ¢,. ~fs~~0~~~Iifsitit~i;~b1:~~1;.:~~~i~-~~7:;~~!-i~tt~1iill~}.:!ft~~~~-i~~6 e:irmli\~t~:~~--
\1'l . :~X!t~~;r1arinftj~)~epah:¢.~t ~~ i;le ¥.q4's:¢ffii:e af ft:oiL~g<ll:t((~(ap~il~1~,.~4~i.a ~~Yi •. . _ 

',12) 'Record '<i new Nsitke:of SJ?e.(ifil.~estfl~tion._$;· arid ... 

. :::· P~--1i~~fu~~~r;::.~:.:!1~;$~t-tl~;~;t2;:~~t~~2£~Y.~~!t,!~~i*~~i·~;1:~~~-um~ .llial:·_ 

··.·· ;.:··"; ..... ,.. ... ..··. 

-~i ): ~-·~ 4_µiy.){ilio~,~9 9'f;i1c.¢.t;lif o:Y-'.#h-' ~1twe;s1Mfa0=:P.tQP.,eI:tX: .. 

. ... 

tdecim:l1urider'p~ruiify ofpetjfuy i:!lldeF the laws ofthe S~k of California. tha.tth~ fot:¢g~~g:i,S ,l:i;i:i.e. ai14 .coi;i;ed.:. '' 
Ei.<eOife~;Ori this dity,:fu:· · · ' · · · · · · · ·• · · ·· ·r: · ·· · ·.. · · · · · · · · ··· 

. . . . .. ..... ... . .. 

~1~~'~jf.i!~1IJ!:f;_~)-':'.~~f -~, : ... :. :.: .. , 
· J)at~: 

_ _2L_.t;..' £-:J 1 J/7.- .. 
·.cocitact.Phane Numbe~ .. -:. ... ·.• . 

. . . .. . . ~ 

129 -~fl\AJ~c;1.s-0o·p~ .... t.::~~;~DJ<Pi._~~-tm (ti't 11°2.Qf•f · 



Affidavit for Compliance with the lnciusnonary Affordable Housing Program 

Unit Mix Tables 

If you selected an On-site or Off-Site Alternative, please fill out the applicable section below: 

D On-site Affordable Housing Alternative (Charter Section 16.110 (g) and Planning Code Section 415.6): 
calculated at 12% of the unit total. 

D Off-site Affordable Housing Alternative (Planning Code Section 415. 7): calculated at 20% of the unit total. 

D Combination of payment of a fee, on-site affordable units, or off-site affordable units 
with the following distribution: 
Indicate what percent of each option would be implemented (from 0% to 99"k) and the number of on-site and/or off-site below market rate units for rent and/or for sale. 

1. Fee _____ % of affordable housing requirement. 

SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPAATMENTV.01.11.2013 
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Affidavit for Cornp!iance\uith ~he !nciusions.ry Affordable Housing Program 

SlgnabJre SignabJre 

Name (Print}, Trtle Name (Print}, Trtle 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

1650 Mission st 
Suiie 400 
~.aq rranc!sco •. 
CA 94103-2479 

Planning Commission Resolution 19448 
Acceptance of Delegation Agreement 

HEARING DATE: SEPTEMBER 3, 2015 Reception: 
415.558.6378 

Date: 
Case Number: 
Project Name: 
Zoning: 

September 3, 2015 

201l.1122XVCUA 
75Howard 
C-3-0 (SD) (Downtown-Office (Special Development)) 
200-S 

Block/Lot: 3741/31; 3741/35 (Parcel 3) 
Delegating Agency: Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure 
Project Sponsor RDF 75 Howard LP 

Staff Contact: 

· 1633 Broadway, Suite 1801 

New York, NY 10019 
Tina Chang, Planner 
tina.chang@sfgov.org, 415-575-9108 

RECOMMENDING THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION ACCEPT DELEGATION OF THE 
RESPONSIBILITY TO ADMINISTER THE REDEVELOPMENT REQUIREMENTS THAT ARE 
APPLICABLE TO THE REDEVELOPMENT Th1PROVEMENTS ON THE PORTION OF THE 
PROPERTY FALLING UNDER THE OFFICE OF COMMUNITY INVESTMENT AND 
INFRATRUCTURE (OCII) (SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE SAN FRANCISCO REDEVELOPMENT 

AGENCY) JURISDICTION FOR ASSESSOR'S BLOCK 3741, LOT 035 WITHIN THE DOWNTOWN
OFFICE SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT (C-3-0 (SD)) ZONING AND 200-S HEIGHT AND BULK 
DISTRICT. 

PREAMBLE 

WHEREAS, in Motion No. 19446, dated September 3, 2015, the Planning Commission certified the Final 
Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) prepared for the proposed development of a 20-story-over
basement, 220 foot tall building with up to 133 dwelling units, approximately 5,824 sq. ft. of ground floor 
retail space and 100 off-street parking spaces (heremafter the 1175 Howard Project"), at 75 Howard Street 
(the "Project Site"), as accurate, complete and in compliance with the California Envir_onmental Quality 
Act ("CEQA"). 

Under the California Community Redevelopment Law, Cal. Health & Safety Code §§ 33000 et seq., the 
Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco approved, by Ordinance No. 14-91(Jan.5, 

1981), the Redevelopment Plan for the Rincon Point-South Beach Project Area and, since then, has 

amended it t~n times. (The plan, as so amended, is referred to herein as the "Redevelopment Plan"). The 
Redevelopment Plan expires in 2021. 

Under the Redevelopment Plan, the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County_ of Sein Francisco, a 

www.sfplanning.org 
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Resolution No. 19448 Case No.'s: 2011.1122XVCUA 
Hearing Date: September 3, 2015 

public body corporate and politic ("Redevelopment Agency"), had the authority to approve 

development projects that were consistent with the land use controls of the Redevelopment Plan and 
with the standards for development in the Design for Development Rincon Point - South Beach 
Redevelopment Project ("Design for Development") (together the Redevelopment Plan and Design for 
Develop.ment are referred to as the "Redevelopment Requirements"). These land use controls for the 
Rincon Point-South Beach Project Area ("Project Area") provide specific standards for development but 
incorporate other local land use regulations to the extent that those regulations do not conflict with 
Redevelopment Requirements. Design for Development, § V at page 11 ("All new development shall 
meet the requirements of the General Plan, the City Planning Code and all other applicable codes, 
including ?1anges or amendments thereto as may be made subsequent to the adoption of the 
Redevelopment Plan, except to the extent that changes and amendments conflict with the express 
provisions of the Redevelopment Plan and this Design for Development.") 

By 2007, the Redevelopment Agency had substantially achlev~d the objectives of the Redevelopment 
Plan, including completion of major public and private improvements by investing millions of dollars of 

. tax increment and other revenues and approving new development in the area. As a result of the 
completion of the Project Area and certain limitations on the use. of tax increment, the Board of 
Supervisors approved, by Ordinance No. 115-07 (May 18, 2007), an amendment to the Redevelopment 
Plan to limit the Redevelopment Agency's future use of tax ·increment revenue from the Project Area to 
financing its unfulfilled affordable housing obligations and paying preexisting indebtedness. 

. . 
State law dissolved the Redevelopment Agency on February 1, 2012, Cal. Health and Safety Code §§ 
34161 et seq. ("Redevelopment Dissolution Law''), and provided, among other things, that successor 
agencies assumed the rights and obligations of the former Redevelopment Agency (with the exception of 
certain affordable housing assets). rn· particular, state law requires successor agencies to fulfill 
enforceable obligations of the former redevelopment agencies, but otherwise to dispose of assets and 
wind down redevelopment affairs in an expeditious manner. Redevelopment Dissolution Law provides 
that a city or county may, but is not required to, assume the land use authority previously exercised by a 
former redevelopment agency. Cal. Health & Safety Code § 34173 (i). 

The Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency. (the "Successor Agency")--a separate entity from 
the City. and County of San Francisco ("City")-is also known as the Office of Community Investment and 

Infrastructure ("OCII"), has assumed the remaining rights and obligations of the former Redevelopment 
Agency, and has "succeed[ed] to the organizational status of the former redevelopment agency.;' Cal. 

Health & Safety Code§ 34173 (g). 

The Board of Supervisors, in its capacity as governing body of the Successor Agency, approved 
Ordinance No. 215-12 (Oct. 4, 2012) to implement Redevelopment Dissolution Law and established, 
under section 6 of the ordinance, the Successor Agency Commission to "act in place of the former 

commission of the dissolved Redevelopment Agency to implement, modify, enforce and complete the 
surviving redevelopment projects" and to "take any action that the Redevelopment Dissolution Law 
requires or authorizes on behalf of the Successor Agency and any other action that the Commission 

SAN FRANCJSOO 
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Resolution No. 19448 Case No.'s: 2011.1122XVCUA' 

Hearing Date: September 3, 2015 

deems appropriate consistent with the Redevelopment Pissolution Law to comply with such 

obligations." 

Since dissolution, the Successor Agency has had discussions with the Planning Department about the 
transfer of land use ~uthority under the Redevelopment Plan to the Planning Department because the 
objectives of the Redevelopment Plan are complete, the Successor Agency does not have any eDforceable 

obligations for new development in the Project Area, and Redevelopment Dissolution Law has placed 
significant limitations.on the Successor Agency's expenditures for activities that are not required to fulfill 
enforceable obligations. · 

Under Sections 33128 and 33205 of the California Health and Safety Code, OCII has access to the services 
of the Planning Department and the authority to delegate to the Planning Department certain of OCII's 
powers and functions with respect to undertaking the redevelopment of project areas, and the Planning 
Department is authorized to carry out or perform such powers and functions. 

The Redevelopment Agency and Planning Department previously entered into several delegation 
agreements whereby the Planning Department assumed land use authority over redevelopment projects, 

including Zone 2 of the Transbay Project Area (Agency Resolution No. 16-2005, Jan. 25, 2005), the South 
of Market Project Area (Agency Resolution No. 71-2005, May 3, 2015), Zone 2 of the Bayview Hunters 
Point Project Area (Agency Resolution No. 83-2006, June 20, 2006), and Yerba Buena Center Approved· 
Redevelopment Project Area D-1 (Agency Resolution No. 146-2000, Aug. 15, 2000). All of these 

delegation agreements remain in effect. 

The Redevelopment Dissolution Law provides, among other things, that suc;cessor agencies may enter 

into contracts for the purpose of "winding down the redevelopmen~ agency." Cal. Health & Safety Code 
§ 34177.3 (b). See also Cal. Health & Safety Code§ 34171 (d) (1) (F) (defining enforceable obligations to 
include /1 agreements necessary for the administration or operation of the successor agency"). 

The Project Site consists of a lot (Assessor's Block 3741, Lot 31) developed and used as an 8-story above 
grade parking garage with 550 parking spaces (the "Parking Garage Lot") and a small triangular portion 
of an adjacent lot (Assess.or's Block 3741, Lot 35) which is currently unimproved other than landscaping 

and a fence (the "Subject Property"). The Subject Property is within the Project Area and is subject to the 
land use and development controls of the Redevelopment Requirements. The Project Sponsor intends to 
merge the Subject Property into the Parking Garage Lot thre>ugh a lot line adjustment. · 

On June 25, 2015, the Project Sponsor submitted to the Planning Department the updated Section 309 
Authorization Application, Variance Application and Conditional Use Authorization Application for the 

Project. '.These applications, including all supporting documentation, are reqµired for the development of 
the 75 Howard Project and include the Subject Property. Almost all of the imp:r;ovements proposed by 
the 75 Howard Project are located on the Parking Garage Lot, which is not subject to the Redevelopment 

Requirements and are within the exclusive jurisdiction of the City and have been reviewed for 
compliance with the Planning Code and heard at a duly noticed Planning Commission hearing on 

September 3, 2015, which was continued from July, 23, 2015 (the "Planning Code Improvements"). 

SAN FRANCISCO 
P.l-ANNING DEPARTMEl\IT 

134 



Resolution No.19448 Case No.'s: 2011.1122XVCUA 
Hearing Date: September 3, 2015 

Only a small number of improvements for the 75 Howard Project are located on the Subject Property that . 
is under the jurisdiction of the Redevelopment Requirements and OCII. Those improvements (as shown 
on the current plans) are: (i) the below grade parking garage; (ii) on floors 1 through 7, a small corner of 

the proposed building and some landscaping and streetscape; and (iii) on floors 8 through 11, the very 
edge of the building corner (the "Redevelopment Improvements"). There are no improv~ments proposed 
on the Subject Property from floor 12 and above. 

Review and approval of the both the Planning Code Improvements and the Redevelopment 

Improvements by one public body with final· authority over all aspects of. the project will avoid 
inconsistent and duplicative decisions and ensure that design considerations and conditions of approval 
are part of an integrated and holistic development project. Given the Redevelopment Requirements 
reliance on the Planning Code, the Planning Department and Planning Commission are the appropriate 
authorities in which to consolidate review and approval of the 75 Howard Project. 

· On July 7, 2015, the OCII Commission unanimously approved a Delegation Agreement under Resolution 
No. 44-2015 by and between OCII and the .Planning Department whereby OCII delegated to the Planning 
Department the responsibility for administering the Redevelopment Requirements to the improvements 
proposed as part of the 75 Howard Project located on the Subject Property. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Planning Commission hereby approves the Delegation 
Agreement and authorizes the Director of Planning to execute the Delegation Agreement in the name and 
on behalf of this Planning Commission, in substantially the form of agreement presented to this Planning 

Commission. 

I hereby certify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Resolution on September 3, 2015. 

Jonaslonin 
Commission Secretary 

AYES: Antonini, Fong, Hillis, Richard, Johnson 

NAYS: Wu 

ABSENT: Moore (recused) 

ADOPTED: September 3, 2015 
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Subject to: (Select only if applicable) 

• lnclusionary Housing o Public Open Space 

o Childcare Requirement o First Source Hiring (Admin. Code} 

• Transit Impact Development Fee 

o Other 

o Jobs Housing Linkage Program 

o Downtown Park Fee 

•Public Art 

. . 

Planning Commission Motion 19449 
CEQA Findings 

Date: 
Case No.: 
Project Address: 
Zoning: 

Block/Lot: 

Project Sponsor: 

Staff Contact: 

HEARING DATE: SEPTEMBER 3, 2015 

August 24, 2015 

2014.1122EXVCUA 
75 Howard Street 
C-3-0 (SD) (Downtown Office, Special Development) 

200-S Height and Bulk District 
3741/31; 3741/35 (Parcel 3) 
Maree L. Sanchez-(212) 237-3129 
RDF 75 Howard LP 
1633 Broadway, Suite 1801 
New York, NY 10019 
msanchez@paramount-group.com 
Tina Chang- (415) 575-9197 

Tina.Chang@sfgov.org 

ADOPTING FINDINGS PURSUANT TO THE CALIFORNIA ENVffiONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 
TO CONSTRUCT A 20-STORY-OVER-BASEMENT, APPROXIMATELY 220-FOOT TALL BUILDING 
WITH UP TO 133 DWELLING UNITS, APPROXIMATELY 5,824 SQ. FT. OF GROUND FLOOR 
RETAIL SPACE AND 100 OFF-STREET PARKING SPACES (HEREINAFTER, THE "PROJECT"), AT 
75 HOW ARD STREET (HEREINAFTER, THE "PROJECT SITE") WITHIN THE C-3-0(SD) 
(DOWNTOWN OFFICE, SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT) DISTRICT AND THE 200-S HEIGHT AND 
BULK DISTRICT. 

PREAMBLE 

In determining to approve the proposed Project located at 75 Howard Street, Assessor's Block 3741, Lo_ts 
31 and 35, as described in Section II below, the San Francisco Planning Commission (hereinafter 
"Commission") makes and adopts the following findings of fact and decisions regarding the proposed 
Project, project alternatives, and mitigation measures and adopts the statement of overriding 
considerations, based on substantial evidence in the whole record of this proceeding before the 
Commission and under the California Environmental Quality Act, California Public Resources Code 
Section 21000 et seq., (hereinafter "CEQA"), particularly Section 21081 and 21081.5, the Guidelines for 
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Motion 19449 
September 3, 2015 

2014.1122~XVCUA 

75 Howard Street 

Implementation of CEQA, 14 California Code of.Regulations Section 15000 et seq., ("CEQA Guidelines"), 
particularly Section 15091through15093, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code. 

. . 

The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (hereinafter "MMRP") for the mitigation measures 
that ha\'.e been proposed for adoption is attached with these findings as Exhibit 1. The :MMRP is required 
by CEQA Section 21081.6 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15091. Exhibit 1 provides a table setting forth 
each mitigation measure identified in the Firial Environmental Impact Report for the Project ("Final EIR" 
or "FEIR") that is required to reduce or a:void a significant adverse impact. Exhibit 1 also specifies the 
entity responsible for implementation of each measure and establishes m9nitoring actions and a 
monitoring schedule. The full text of the mitigation measures is set forth in Exhibit 1. 

These findings are based upon substantial evidence in the entire record before the Commission. The 
references set forth in these #TI.dings to certain pages or sections of the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report (hereinafter "Draft EIR'' or "DEIR") or the Response to Comment~ Document (hereinafter-"RTC") 
in the FEIR are for ease of reference and are not intended to provide an exhaustive list of the evidence 
relied upon for these findings. The FEIR is comprised of the Draft EIR and the RTC and all of their 
supporting documentation. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

The Commission hereby adopts the .following findings for the Project approval of 75 Howard Street 
pursuant to the CEQA, California Public Resources Code, Sections 21000 et seq., the Guideli;nes for 
Implementation of CEQA, Title 15 California Code of Regulations Sections 15000 et. seq. (hereinafter 
"Guidelines"), and Chapter 31 of the San Francisc.o Administrative Code (hereinafter "Chapter 3111

), 

entitled Environmental Quality:. 

II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The Project Site consists of a lot developed and used as an above grade parking garage (the "parking 
garage lot") and a small triangular portion of an adjacent lot which is currently unimproved other than 
landscaping and a fence (the "unimproved triangle"). The Project Sponsor intends to merge the 
unimproved triangle into the parking garage lot through a lot line adjustment. The unimproved triangle 
is within the Rincon Beach South Point Redevelopment Plan (the "Redevelopment Plan") Area and is the 
subject of a Delegation Agreement by the Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure and the 
San Francisco Planning Department (the "Department"). The Delegation Agreement authorizes the 
Department to review and approve that portion of the proposed 75 Howard Project that is located on the 
unimproved triangle for consistency with the Redevelopment Plan and the related Design for 
Development.. The subject property is located at the intersection of Howard aIJ.d Steuart Streets, on a 
block bounded by Folsom and Spear Streets in the Financial District. The subject property is located 
within the C-3-0(SD) (Downtown Office, Special Development) District and 200-S Height and Bulk 
District. The subject property is located within the boundaries of the Transit Center District and is 
located at the eastern edge of the district. The current development of this location, with the above-grade 
parking garage, represents an under-utilized site within the downtown core. The Property is 20,931 sq. ft. 
in size with approximately 156 feet of frontage on Howard Street and 134 feet of frontage on Steuart 
Street. The Property is currently used as an above grade parking garage with approximately S50 parking 
spa~es. The Project Sponsor proposes to demolish the existing above grade parking garage, merge the 
two lots, and construct a new 20-story-over-garage, 284,300 gsf, 133-unit residential building with 5,824 
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Motion 19449 
September 3, 2015 

2014.1122.E.XVCUA 
75 Howard Street 

sq. ft. of ground floor retail space, 100 off-street parking spaces, and 123 bicycle parking spaces (108 Class 
1; 15 Class 2). The residential units would consist of 36 one bedroom units (27% ), 71 two bedroom units 
(53%), 23 three bedroom units (17%), and 3 four bedroom units (2%). Retail space would be located on 
both the Howard and Steuart Street frontages. 

A. Project History. On January 13, 2012, Project Sponsor filed an application with the Department for 
Environmental Review, to· allow the demolition of an existing above-grade parking lot and the 
construction of a new, approximately 31-story-over-basement, approximately 350-foot tall, 
432,253 gsf building containing approximately 5,685 gsf of ground floor retail space, and. 186 
dwelling-units (the "Original Project") at the Project Site. Applications for the development. of 
the Original Project were subsequently filed with the Department on December 6, 2013. 

On August 13, 2014, the Project Sponsor subsequently filed amended entitlement applications to 
allow the demolition of an above-grade parking lot and the construction of a new, approximately 
26-story-over-basement, approximately 292-foot tall building containing approximately 409,150 
gsf, with approximately 4,250 gsf of ground floor commercial space and 159 dwelling-units (the 
"Reduced Height Project") at the Project.Site. 

On April 30, 2015, the Project Sponsor once again filed amended entitlement applications to allow 
for the construction of the revised 220 foot tall, 133 unit Project as discussed in this Motion. 

At the time of publication of the DEIR, the Project Sponsor's proposed project was the Original 
Project. As such, the DEIR analyzes the Original Project as the "proposed project". However, as 
discussed above, since publication of the Draft EIR in July 2013, the Project Sponsor indicated 
that the Original Project is no longer the Project Sponsor's "preferred project" for the purposes of 
the FEIR, and on April 30, 2015, submitted a revised entitlement application to the Department 
for the development of the revised Project for consideration for approval. The Department 
concluded that the Project, as revised, is generally consistent with the design of the Code 
Compliant Alternative analyzed in the DEIR, as revised in the RTC document in Chapter 2, 
Revisions to DEIR Analysis Approach and Modifications to Project Alternatives, pp. 2.20-2.42'. 
As discussed in the RTC document, the desigri changes to the Code Compliant Alternative 
required to reflect to the revised Project do not present any significant new information, nor do 
they alter any of the conclusions or present the need for any new mitigation measures regarding 
the analysis of the Code Compliant Alternative presented in the DEIR. Therefore, it was 
determined by the Planning Department that recirculation of the DEIR, pursuant to CEQA 
Guidelines Section 150885, was not required. Instead, as noted above, the Planning Department 
determined that the Project would be analyzed and presented in the FEIR as the "Code 
Compliant Alternative", as revised by the RTC document. City decision-makers can adopt any 
of the alternatives analyzed in the DEIR instead of approving a proposed project if it is found that 
an alternative would substantially reduce or eliminate significant environmental impacts 
identified for the proposed project~ an alternative is determined feasible, and if an alternative 
would achieve most of the project sponsor objectives. The determination of feasibility would be 
made by City decision-makers based on substantial evidence in the record, which shall include, 
but not be limited to, information presented in·the DEIR and the RTC document. 

B. Project Sponsor Objectives. The FEIR discusse~ several project objectives identified by the Project 
Sponsor. The objectives are as follows: 
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• To improve the architectural and urban design character of the City's waterfront by 
replacing the existing above-grade parking garage with a high-quality residential project 
with grot$d floor retail uses and sufficient parking. 

• To increase the City's supply of housing. 

• To construct streetscape improvements and open space that serve neighborhood residents, 
and workers, and enliven pedestrian activity on the waterfront during evening fili.d nighttime 
hours. 

• To construct a high-quality project that includes a sufficient number of residential units to 
make economically feasible the demolition and replacement of the existing above-grade 
parking garage, produce a reasonable return on investment for the project sponsor and its 
investors, attract investment capital and construction financing, and generate sufficient 
revenue to finance the open space amenities proposed as part of the project. 

As noted above, since the publication of the above listed project objectives in the DEIR, the 
Project Sponsor's preferred project has changed from the Original Project to the Code Compliant 
Alternative. The Code Compliant Alternative would achieve most of the basic objectives ofthe . 
Project Sponsor. This alternative would improve the architectural and urban design Character of 
the City's dpwntown core by replacing the existing above-grade parking garage with a high
quality residential project with ground floor retail uses and sufficient parking and would also 
increase the City's supply of housing. It would also partially meet, though not to. the full extent 
as under the Original Project, the Project Sponsor's objectives to construct a high-quality project 
that"includes a sufficient number of residential units to make economically feasible the 
demolition and replacement of the existing above-grade parking garage, produce a reasonable 
return on investment for the Project Sponsor and its investors, and attract investment c~pital 
and construction financing. The Code Compliant Alternative, however, would not meet the 
Project Sponso_r's objective to construct open space that serves the neighborhood residents and 
workers, and enlivens pedestrian activity on the waterfront during evening and nighttime 
hours. 

C. Planning And Environmental Review Process. The Department determined that an Environmental 
Impact Report ("EIR") was required and provided public notice of the preparation of such on 
December 12, 2012. The Department published the Draft EIR on July 31, 2013. The public 
comment period for the Draft EIR was August 1, 2013, to September 16, 2013. The Commission 
held a public hearing to solicit testimony on the Draft EIR on September 12, 2013. The 
Department published the RTC document on July 8, 2015, which document provides written 
response to each comment received on the Draft EIR that raised environmental issues. The Draft 
EIR, together with the RTC document and all of the supporting documentation constitute the 
FEIR 

The Commission certified the FEIR on September 3, 2015, by adoption of its Motion No 19447. 
The FEIR fully analyzed the Project proposed for approval herein. 
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_D. APPROVAL ACTIONS: The Project would require a Planning Code Section 309 Downtown Project 
Approval. The Project would aliio require a Conditional Use authorization for parking in excess 
of principally permitted amounts, Variances for dwelling unit exposure for 39 units and for the 
width of the loading and parking access on Howard Street, and review and consideration by the 
Planning Commission of a Section 309 Determination of Compliance and Request for Exceptions 
for rear yard requirements, reduction of ground level wind currents requirements ·and bulk 
requirements._Pursuant to the Delegation Agreement, the Planning Department or Commission 
will also approve those portions of the 75 Howard Project located on the unimproved triangle for 
consistency With the Redevelopment Plan and Design for Development. 

E. LOCATION AND CUSTODIAN OF RECORDS. The public hearing transcript, a copy of all letters 
regarding the FEIR received during the public review period, the record of proceedings including 
those items described in CEQA Section 21167.6(e), and other background documentation for the 
FEIR are located at. the Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, San Francisco. The Planning 
Commission Secretary, Jonas Ionin, is the custodian of records for the Planning Department and 
the Planning Corri.mission. 

111. SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

This Section sets forth the Commission's findings 
1 
about the FEIR' s determinations regarding significant 

environmental impacts. and the mitigation measures proposed to address them. These findings provide 
the written analysis and conclusions of the Commission regarding the environmental impacts of the 
Project and the mitigation measures included in the FEIR and adopted by the Commission as part of the 
Project's approval. To avoid duplication and redundancy, ?Ud because the Commission agrees with, and 
hereby adopts, the conclusions in the FEIR, these findings will not repeat the analysis and conclusions in 
the FEIR, but instead incorpm;ates them py reference herein and relies on them as substantial evidence 
supporting these findings. 

In making these findings, the Commission has considered the opinions of staff and experts, other 
agencies and members of the public. The Commission finds that the determination of significance 
thresholds is a judgment decision within the discretion of the City and County of San Francisco; the 
significance thresholds used in tJ:i.e EIR µre supported by substantial evidence in the record, including the 
expert opinion of the EIR preparers and City_ staff; and the significance thresholds used in the EIR 
provide reasonable and appropriate means of assessing the significance of the adverse environmental 
effects of the Project. 

These findings do not attempt to describe the full analysis of each environmental impact contained in the 
FEIR. Instead, a full explanation" of these environmental findings and conclusions can be found in the 
FEIR and these findings hereby incorporate by reference the discussion an~ analysis in the FEIR · 
supporting the determination :regarding the Project impacts and mitigation measures designed to address 
those impacts. In making these findings, the Commission ratifies, adopts and incorporates in these 
findings the determinations and conclusions of the FEIR relating to environmental impacts and 
mitigation measures, except to the extent any such determinations and conclusions are specifically and 
expressly modified by these findings. 

As set forth below, the Commission adopts and incorporates all of the mitigation measures set forth in 
the FEIR and the attached Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program ("MMRP") to subs.tantially 
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lessen or avoid the significant impacts of the Project: The Commission intends to adopt each of the 
applicable mitigation measures identified in the FEIR. Accordingly, in the event a mitigation measure 
recommended in the FEIR has inadvertently been omitted in these findings or the MMRP, such 
mitigation measure is hereby adopted and incorporated in the findings below by reference. In addition, 
in the event the language describing a mitigation measure set forth in these findings or the MMRP fails to 
accurately reflect the mitigation measures in the FEIR due to a clerical error, the language of the policies 
and implementation measures as set forth in the FEIR shall control. The impact numbers and mitigation 
measure numbers used in these findings reflect the information contained in the FEIR. 

The MMRP is attached to the subject CEQA Findings motion as Exhibit 1 for case 2011.1122E. 
Implementation of all the mitigation measures contained in the FEIR will be included as a condition of 
approval for the Project. All applicable mitigation measures proposed in the FEIR are adopted and the 
full text of the mitigation measures is set forth in the MMRP attached as Exhibit 1 to this Motion. 

A. impacts Found to be Less than Significant and Thus Requiring No Mitigation. Under CEQA, no mitigation 
measures are required for impacts that are.less than significant. (Pub. Resources Code, Section 
21002; CEQA Guidelines, Section 15126.4, subd. (a)(3), 15091.) Based on substantial evidence in 
the whole record of this proceeding, the Commission finds that implementation of the Project 
will not result in any significant impacts in the following areas and that these impact areas, 
therefore, do not require mitigation. 

The Initial Study, attached to the Draft EIR as Appendix A, found that the following potential 
indiVidual and cumulative environmental effects of the Project, as fully analyzed in the IS, would 
be less than significant and thus require no mitigation: Population and Housing;· Cultural and 
Paleontological Resources (Historic Architectural and Paleo~tological Resources only); 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions; Wind and Shadow (Wind only); Recreation; Public Services; Geology 
and Soils; Hazards and Hazardous Materials; Mineral and Energy Resources; and Agricultural 
and Forest Resource·s. 

Implementation of the Project will not result in any significant impacts in the following areas as 
identified in the FEIR: LU-1; LU-2; C-LU-1; TR-1; TR-2; TR-3; TR-4; TR-5; TR-6; TR-7; TR-8; C-TR-
2; C-TR-3; N0-4; N0-5; AQ-1; AQ-3;AQ-5; UT-1; C-UT-1; BI-2; HY-1; HY-2; C-HY-1; HWS-1; and. 
C-WS-L Notwithstanding the foregoing, the Commission finds that the implementation of the · 
Improvement Measures identified in the MMRP would further reduce the less-than-significant 
effects of the Project in the applicable impact areas. 

B. Significant Impacts That Can Be Avoided Or Reduced To A Less-Than-Significant Level Through Mitigation. 
The FEIR identified the significant impacts listed in this Section III.B and identified mitigation 
measures whidi, if implemented, would avoid or reduce. the impacts to a less-than significant 
level. Based on the analysis contained in the FEIR, other considerations in the record and the 
standards of significance, the Commission finds that implementation of all of the proposed 
mitigation measures discussed in this Section III.B will reduce these potentially significant 
impacts to a less-then-significant level: 

Impact CP-1 and 2: Soils disturbance may impact subsurface archeological resources. 
Mitigation Measure M-CP-la, M-CP-lb and M-CP-lc for archeological testing, monitoring, 
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data recovery and reporting, interpretation and accidental discovery would reduce this 
impact to less than significant 

Impact CP-3: Construction could affect unique geologic features or unique paleontological 
resources, if present within the Project Site. Mitigation Measure M-CP-3: PaleontolOgical 
Resources Monitoring and Mitigation Program, would reduce this impact to less than 
significant. 

Impact C-CP-1: Disturbance of archaeological resources, if encountered during construction 
of the Project, in combjnation with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future 
projects, could make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative 
impact on archaeological resources. Mitigation Measure M-C-CP-1: · Cumulative 
Archaeological Resources, would reduce this impact to less than significant. 

Impact N0-1 and 2: Noise and vibration from construction would be substantially greater 
than existing noise levels in the project vicinity and could significantly impact nearby 
sensitive receptors. Mitigation Measures M-NO-la: Noise Control Measures During Pile 
Driving, and M-NO-lb: General Construction Noise Control Measures would reduce this 
impact to less than significant. 

Impact N0-3: Operation would introduce additional noise sources to the area, such as new 
mechanical equipment for building utilities, including ventilation equipment (HV AC 
equipment) and other building mechanical systems. Mitigation Measure M-N0-3: Interior 
Mechanical Equipment, would reduce this impact to less than significant. 

Impact C-N0-1: Construction would temporarily cause a cumulatively considerable 
contribution to significant noise impacts that would occur with other projects in the· vicinity; 
including construction occurring as development is approved pursuant to implementation of 
the TCDP. Mitigation Measure M-C-NO-la: Cumulative Construction Noise Control 
Measures, would reduce this impact to less than significant. 

Impact AQ-2: Toxic air contaminants (TACs) emitted during construction would expose 
sensitive receptors to substaritial pollutant concentrations. Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2 
would reduce this impact to less than significant. 

Impact AQ-4: Operatiop_ of the Project once constructed would lead to operational emissions. 
Mitigation Measures M-AQ-4a and M-AQ-4b, would reduce this impact to less than 
significant. 

.Impact C-AQ-1: Conshuction and operation of the Project, in combination with past, present, 
and reasonably foreseeable future development in the project area, would contribute to 
cumulative air quality impacts. Mitigation Measures M-AQ-2, M-AQ- 4a and M-AQ-4b, 
would reduce this impact to less than significant. 

Impact BI-1: Construction would adversely impact birdlife, bird movement, and migration .. 
Mitigation Measures M-BI-la: Design Standards to Render Building Less ~azardous to Birds 
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and M-BI-lb: Night Lighting Minimization, and Improvement Measure I-J3I-A: Tenant 
Education, would reduce this impact to less than significant. 

Impact C-BI-1: The Project, in combination with reasonably foreseeable future development, 
would result in a considerable contribution to significant cumulative impacts related to avian 
wildlife. Mitigation Measures M-BI-la: Design Standards to Render Building Less 
Hazardous to Birds and M-BI-lb: Night Lighting Minimization, would reduce this impact to 
less than significant. 

Impact HZ-1: The Project would create a significant haiard to the public or the environment 
through either: a) the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials, orb) through 
reasonably foreseeable upset or accident conditions involving the release of hazardous 
materials into the environment. Mitigation Measures M-HZ-la: Hazardous Building 
Materials Abatement, would reduce this impact to less than significant. 

C. Significant And Unavoidable Environmental Impacts. The Project; as approved, would have Project
specific unavoidable significant environmental impacts as outlined herein. Where feasible, 
mitigation measures have been included in the FEIR and MMRP to address these impacts; 
however, these impacts would remain significant and unavoidable even with mitigation. 

Impact C-TR-1: Increased traffic volumes due to the proposed Project would contribute 
considerably to reasonably foreseeable future cumulative traffic increases that would cause 
levels of service to deteriora~e to unacceptable levels at the intersection of Spear and Howard 
Streets. Mitigation Measure M-C-TR-1 has been imposed on the Project as a result of this 
impact. However, as noted in the FEIR, the TCDP Transportation Impact Study established the 
feasibility of this mitigation measure as uncertain and considered mitigation to less-than
significant conditions infeasible. For this reason the TCDP Transportation Impact. Study 

identified the future cumulative impacts of the Public Realm Plan at the intersection of Spear 
and Howard streets as significant and unavoidable. . 

Impact WS-1: The proposed Project would create new shadow in a manner that substantially 
affects outdoor recreation facilities or other public areas. There is no feasible mitigation 
measure available for this impact; although choosing the environmentally preferred 
alternative reduces shadow impacts. 

Impact C-WS-1: The proposed Project, in combination with past, present, and reasonably 
foreseeable future projects in the project vicinity, would create new shadow in a manner that 
substantially affects outdoor recreation facilities or other public areas, resulting in a 
significant cumulative shadow .impact. The Project would make a cumulatively considerable 
contribution to this significant cumulative shadow impact. There is no feasible mitigation 
measure available for this impact. 

IV. Evaluation of Project Alternatives 

A. Alternatives Analyzed in the FEIR. The FEIR analyzed three alternatives to the Original Project: the 
No Project Alternative, the Code Compliant Alternative and the Reduced Height Alternative. 
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Under the No Project Alternative, the existing legally non-conforming 550-space, 91-foot-tall, 
eight-level commercial parking garage on the Project Site would be retained in its current 
condition. The proposed new residential high rise tower would not be constructed. Assuming 
that the existing physical conditions of the Project area were to continue for the foreseeable 
future, conditions described in detail for each environmental topic in the Initial Study and in 
Chapter IV, Environmental Setting, Impacts, and Mitigation of the FEIR, would remain and none 
of the impacts associated with the Original Project would occur. 

The Reduced Height Alternative would include construction of a shorter building 
(approximately 281 feet tall). Specifically, the Reduc;ed Height Alternative would include about 
280,430 gsf of retail uses; 5,900 gsf of retail uses; about 25,700 gsf of parking (not including 
loading or driveways and maneuvering spaces); and about 95,820 gsf of building services 
(common areas, mechanical, and storage spaces). The building developed under the Reduced 
Height Alternative would be about 25 stories and 281 feet tall, excluding the mechanical 
penthouse, and would require amendment of the City's Zoning Map to increase height limits. 
The Reduced Height Alternative would contain 172 market rate units (14 fewer units than under 
the Original Project). This alternative would .also include approximately 5,900 gsf of retail use, 
including space for restaurant and cafe uses (slightly more than under the Original Project). 
Under the Reduced Height Alternative, a total of 159 parking spaces (16 fewer spaces than under 
the proposed project) would be constructed in a 25,700-gsf parking garage located on two below
grade levels accessed from Howard Street. One parking space would be reserved for car-share 
vehicles and 158 parking spaces would be assigned to building residents and commercial uses. 
Similar to the Original Project, none of the parking spaces would be independently accessible; all 

. vehicles would be mechanically parked by valet in stacked spaces; Similar to the Original Project, 
this alternative would include two loading spaces located on Basement Level 1. This alternative 
would also include 56-bicycle storage spaces (8 fewer than under the proposed project) located 
on Basement Level 1. The Reduced Height Alternative would include landscaping and paving 
improvements, resulting in a new 4,780.sq. ft. landscaped, publicly accessible open space at Block 
3742/Lot 12 and the portion of the Steuart Street right of way south of Howard Street. As under 
the Original Project, on-street parking along the segment of Steuart Street south of Howard Street 
would be eliminated. 

As under the Original Project, but to a somewhat lesser degree, the Reduced Height Alternative 
would still result in the following significant and unavoidable impacts: significant and 
unavoidable project-level land use and land use planning impacts since this alternative would 
not comply with the existing height limit for the Project Site, and would result in net new shadow 
on Rincon Park (land use and land use planning); significant and unavoidable cumulative 
impacts on intersection operations at Spear Street/Howard Street under 2035 cumulative 
conditions (transportation and circulation); and significant and unavoidable project-level and 
cumulative shadow impacts on Rincon Park (shadow). Similar to the Original Project, the 
Reduced Height Alternative would have significant, but slightly reduced, project-level shadow 
impacts on outdoor recreation facilities and other public areas. 

The Code Compliant Alternative analyzed in the FEIR is the Project Sponsor's "preferred project" 
and the Project as discussed in this Motion. Under this alternative, the Project Site would remain 
within the 200-S Height and Bulk District as shown on Zoning Map Sheet HTOl, the 220-foot 
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height limit specified on Map 5 (Proposed Height and Bulk Districts) in the Downtown Area Plan 
of the General Plan (with the 20 foot tower extension permitted pursuant to Section 263.9 of the 
Planning Code). This alternative would be both 13 stories and 128 feet shorter than the tower 
proposed under the Original Project. The Code Compliant Alternative would contain 133 market 
rate units (53 fewer units than under the Original Project) and approximately 5,824· gsf of retail 
use (slightly more than under the Original Project); including space for restaurant and cafe uses. 
The Code Compliant Alternative does not include any landscaping and paving improvements on 
Assessor's Block 3742/Lot 12, and that open space site would remain vacant and paved with 
asphalt, and would continue to be available through the City and County of San Francisco for · 
temporary uses such as construction staging or for future development by the City. However, as 
under Original Project, in furtherance of the requirements of Planning ~ode Section 138.1, 

. streetscape improvements would be proposed for the Steuart Street right-of-way, south .of 
Howard Street. . Under this alternative, unlike under the Original Project, Steuart Street woukl 
not be narrowed, and the turnaround bulb at the southern terminus of Steu;;rrt Street would not 
be eliminated. However, the sidewalks adjacent to the building would. be improved pursuant to 
the requirements of Planning Code Section 138.1. 

The Code Compliant Alternative would avoid significant and unavoidable land use impacts and 
would reduce shadow impacts, but not to a less-than-significant level. This alternative would 
result in similar transportation- related impacts compared to the Original Project. As with the 
Original Project, the Code Compliant Alternativ;e would make a significant contribution to a 
significant and unavoidable cumulative traffic impact at the Spear Street/Howard Street 
intersection. 

The Original Project, the No Project Alternative and the Reduced Height Alternative (including 
any variants), are rejected, for the reasons explained below, in favor of the preferred.Project (the 
Code Compliant Alternative) analyzed in the FEIR. 

B. ALTERNATIVES REJECTED AND REASONS FOR REJECTION 

(1) No Project Alternative. The No Project Alternative would not be desirable and wouid not 
meet any of the Project Sponsor's objectives. The No Project Alternative would amount to a 
continuation of the existing conditions at the Project Site, which is underutilized and which is 
currently an above-grade parking garag~. The No Project Alternative is rejected in favor ·of 
the Project and is found infeasible for the following economic and social reasons: 

(a) The No Project Alternative would not meet any of the Project Sponsor's objectives. 

(b) The No Project Alternative would not provide opportunities for new sources of jobs, housing 
(including affordable housing through payment of the in-lieu fee), commercial uses, fees, 
taxes and revenues. 

(c) The Project site would remain underutilized. 

(2) Original Project. The Original Project is no longer the Project. Sponsor's preferred project 
and as such would not be desirable. The Original Project is rejected in favor of the Project 
and is found infeasible .because the Original . Project would involve significant and 
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unavoidable project specific impacts related to land use and land use planning. This 
alternative would not be consistent with some of the objectives and policies of the General 
Plan's Urban Design Element, Downtown Area Plan, and TCDP, and it would not comply 
with the existing height limit for the Project Site. 

(3) Reduced Height Alternative. The Reduced Height Alternative would not be _desirable and is 
not the Project Sponsor's preferred project. The Reduced Height Alternative ·is rejected in 
favor of the Project and is found infeasible because the Reduced Height Alternative would 
still involve significant and unavoidable project specific impacts related to land use and land 
use planning. At a height of 281 feet, this alternative would not be consistent with some of 
the objectives and policies of the General Plan's Urban Design Element, Downtown Area 
Plan, and TCDP, and it would not comply with the existing height limit for the Project Site. 

' (4) Alternatives Considered but Rejected. The FEIR also identified two alternatives that were. 
considered but rejected from further consideration, namely, the PPA design alternative and 
an off-site alternative. As described in the FEIR, the Planning Department did not support the 
design approach of the PP A design, and it was therefore excluded from further 
consideration. The off-site alternative was rejeded from further consideration because the 
only other i:i.earby site. the Project Sponsor controlled was already fully developed and the 
Project Sponsor had no plans to acquire additional sites of a similar size in the vicinity. 

V. STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS 

Notwithstanding the significant unavoidable impacts noted above, pursuant to CEQA Section 21081and 
CEQA Guidelines section 15093, the Commission hereby finds, after considering the FEIR and the 
evidence in the record, that each of the specific overriding economic, legal, social and other benefits of the 
Project, as set forth belowr independently and collectively outweighs the identified significant <;md 
unavoidable impacts of the Project and is an overriding consideration warranting approval of the Project. 
Any one of the reasons for approval cited below is sufficient to justify approval of the Project. Thus, even 
if a court were to conclude that not ~very reason is supported by substantial evidence, the Commission 
will stand by its determination that each individual reason is sufficient. The" substantial evidence 
supporting the various benefits can b~ found in the preceding findjngs, which are incorporated. by 
reference into this Section, and in the documents found in the record of these proceedings. In addition, 
the Commission finds that the rejected Project Alternatives are also rejected for the following specific 
economic, social or other considerations, in addition to the specific reasons discussed in Setjion III above. 

The Commission further finds that, as part of the process of obtaining Project approval, all significant 
effects on the environment from implementation of the Project have been eliminated or substantially 
lessened where feasible. All applicable mitigation measures proposed in the Final EIR for the proposed 
Project are adopted as part of this approval action. The alternative project chosen is the environmentally 
preferred ~ternative. Furthermore, the Commission has determined that any remaining significant 
effects on the environment found· to ·be unavoidable are acceptable due to the following specific 
overriding economic, technical, legal, social and other considerations. 

The Project will have the following benefits: 
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1. The Project would add up to 133 dwelling units,. of which 36 are one-bedroom units, 71 
are two-bedroom units, 23 are three-bedroom units, and three are four-bedroom units, to 
the City's housing stock. As such, the Project promotes the objectives and policies of the 
General Plan by providing a range qf unit types to serve a variety of needs. The Project 
would bring additional housing into a neighborhood that is well served by public transit 
on the edge of Downtown. The Project would not d.isplace any housing because the 
existing structure at 75 Howard Street is an above-grade parking garage. 

2. · The Project would help secure funding for permanently affordable housing by paying a 
20% in-lieu fee in accordance with the City's Affordable Inclusionary Housing 
Ordinance, thereby enhancing the City's affordable housing. 

3. The Project would promote the objectives and policies of the General Plan by replacing 
the existing above-grade parking garage with a residential high-rise tower that is more 
consistent and compatible with the surrounding high-rise residential and commercial 
architecture. This new development will greatly enhance the character of the existing 
neighborhood. In addition, the removal of the above-grade parking garage and the 
replacement with active street frontages will improve pedestrian and neighborhood 
safety. By including a ground floor retail use, the Project would promote pedestrian 
traffic in the vicinity and provide "eyes on the street". The Project would landscape the 
sidewalk area sur~ounding the Project Site, include bike racks, and could provide limited 
sidewalk seatiitg. These changes will enhance the attractiveness of the site for pedestrians 
and make bring this site into conformity with principles of good urban design. 

4. By developing and maintaining space dedicated to retail use and restaurant use within 
the building, the Project will continue the pattern of active ground floor retail along the 
Steuart and Howard Street frontages and will provide services to the immediate 
neighborhood. The Project would also contribute to the development of the Transit 
Center transportation and street improvements and open space through participation in 
the Transit Center District Community Facilities District and payment of the Transit 
Center District Open Space Impact Fee and the Transit Center District Transportation 
and Street Improvement Fee. 

5. The Project would construct a development that is in keeping with the scale, massing and 
density of other structures in the immediate vicinity. 

6. The Project design is intended to meet, and the Project Sponsor intends to seek, a LEED 
Platinum certification from the U.S. Green Building Council. 

7. The Project's innovative design furthers Housing Element Policy 11.1, which provides 
that "The City should continue to improve design review to ensure that the review 
process results in good design that complements existj.n.g character." 

8. The Project will create temporary construction jobs and permanent jobs in the retail 
sector. These jobs will provide employment opportunities for San Francisco residents, 
promote the City's role as a commercial center, and provide additional payroll tax 
revenue to the City. 
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9. The Project will revitalize the Project Site and the surrounding. neighborhood. The 
replacement of 550 above-grade parking spaces with 100 below-grade spaces will bring 
the site irito greater conformity with current Planning Code and urban design principles. 

10. The Project will substa:J.l.tially increase the assessed value of the Project Site, resulting in 
corresponding increases in tax revenue to the City. 
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That based upon the Record, the submissions by the Applicant, the staff of the Department and other . 
interested parties, the oral testimony presented to this Commission at the public hearings, and all other 
written materials submitted by all parties, the Commission hereby adopts the foregoing CEQA Findings 
and the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program attached hereto as Exhibit 1. 

I hereby certify that the foregoing Motion was ADOPTED by the Planning Commission on Thursday, 
September 3, 2015. 

Jonaslonin 
Commission Secretary 
AYES: Antonini, Fong, Hillis, Richard, Johnson 

NAYS: WU 

ABSENT: Moore (recused) 

ADOPTED: September 3, 2015 
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR 
THE 75 HOW ARD STREET PROJECT 

ncludes Text for Ado ted Miti ation Measures and Im rovement Measures 

MEASURE.S ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF 
APPROVAL 

~G'lt(cm ~:~1IB'i.~Jio\l-;~!?§.ii'9F.illl~~: 
t~l!i!.~~~µ(~q--:~ T{!/i~~gl~gfif:~f;{~@f¥-ifi/i~~~ 
M-CP-la: Archaeological Testing, Monitoring, Data Recovery and Reporting 

Based on a reasonable presumption that archaeological resources may be present within the 
project site, the followmg measures shall be undertaken to avoid any potentially significant 
adverse effect from the proposed project on buried or submerged historical resources. The 
project sponsor shall retain the services of an archaeological consultant fr.om the pool of 
qualified archaeological consultants maintained by 1he Planning Department archaeologist 
The archaeological consultant shall undertake an archaeological testing program as 
specified herein. In addition, the consultant shall be available to conduct an archaeological 
monitoring and/or data recovery program if required pursuant to 1his measure. The 
archaeological consultant's work shall be conducted in accordance with 1his measure at the 
direction of the Environmental Review Officer (ERO). All plans and reports prepared by 
the consultant as specified herein shall be submitted first and directly to the ERO for 
review and commen~ and shall be considered draft reports subject to revision until final 
approval by the ERO. Archaeological mooitoring and/or data recovery programs reqoired 
by 1his measure could suspend construction of the project for up to a maximum of four 
weeks. At the direction of the ERO, the suspension of construction can be extended 
beyond four weeks only if such a suspension is the ouly feasible means to reduce to a less 
1han sigoificant level poteotial effects on a significant archaeological resource as defined in 
CEQAGuidelines Sect 15064.5 (a)and(c). 

Consultation with Descendant Communities 

On discovery of an archaeological site associated with descendant Native Americans or 
the· Overseas Chinese an appropriate representative .of the descendant group and the 
ERO shall be contacted. The representative of the descendant group shall be given the 
opportunity to monitor archaeological field investigations of the site and to consult with 
ERO regarding appropriate archaeological treatment of the site, of recovered data from 
the site, and, if applicable," any interpretative treatment of the associated archaeological 
site. A copy of the Final Archaeological Resources Report shall be provided to the 
representative of the descendant group. · 

Project sponsor to 
retain qualified 
professional 
archaeologist from the 
pool of archaeological 
consultants maintained 
by the Planning 
Department 

Project 
sponsor/archaeological 
consultant 

Schedule 

Prior to commencement 
of soil-distmbing 
activities, submittal of all 
plans and reports for 
approval by the ERO. 

For the duration of soil
distmbing activities. 
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The archaeological 
consultant shall undertake 
an archaeological testing 
program as specified 
herein. (See below 
regarding archaeological 
consultaufs reports). 

Project 
sponsor/archaeological 
consultant shall contact the 
ERO and descendant group 
representative upon 
discovery of an 
archaeological site 
associated ·with descendant 
Native Americans or the 

· Overseas Chinese. 
The representative of the 
descendant group shall be 
given the opportuoity tO 
monitor archaeological · 
field investigations on the 

Case No. 20U.1122E 
75HowardSt 

Status/Date 
Completed 

Considered 
complete when 
project sponsor 
retains a qualified 
professional 
archaeological 
consultant 

Considered 
complete upon 
submittal ofFinal 
Archaeological 
·Resources Report 
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR 
THE 75 ROW ARD STREET PROJECT 

(Includes Text for Adopted Miti!!;ation Measures and Improvement Measures) 

MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF Responsibility 
Schedule 

Monitoring/Report 
APPROVAL for ing Actions and 

Implementation Responsibility 
site and consult with the 
ERO regarding appropriate 
archaeological trea1ment of 
the site, of recovered data 
from the site,.and, if 
applicable, any 
interpretative treatment of 
the associated 

- archaeological site. 
Archaeological Consultant 
s)lall prepare a Final 
Archaeological Resources 
Report in consultation with 
the ERO (per below). A 
copy of this report shall be 

Prior to any excavation, provided to the ERO and 

site preparation or the representative of the 

Project construction and prior to descendant group. 

sponsor/ Archaeological testing, an ATP is to be 

consultant at the submitted to and 

direction of the ERO. approved by the ERO. 

Archaeological Testiog Prowm Archaeological consultant 
to undertake ATP iu 

The archaeological consultant shall prepare and submit to the ERO for review and At the completion of the consultation with ERO. 
approval an archaeological testing·plan (ATP). The archaeological testing program archaeological testiog 
shall be conducted iu accordance with the approved ATP. The ATP shall identify the Project program. 
property types of the expected archaeological resource(s) that potentially could be sponsor/ Archaeological 
adversely affected by the proposed project, the testiog method to be used, and the· consultant in 
locations recommended for testiog. The purpose of the archaeological testiog program consultation with the 
will be to determine to the exteot possible the preseoce or abseoce of archaeological ERO. Archaeological consultant 
resources and to identify and to evaluate whether any archaeological ~esource to snbmit results of testing, 
encountered on the site consti1utes an historical resource under CEQA. and if significant 

At the completion of the archaeological testlng program, the archaeological consultant archaeological resources 

shall submit a written report of the findings to the ERO. lfbased on the archaeological may be preseot, in 

testiog program the archaeological consultant finds that significant archaeological consultation with ERO, 

resources mav be present, the ERO in consultation with the archaeological consultant determine whether 
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Case No. 2011.1!22E 
75HowardSt. 

Status/Date 
Completed 

Considered 
complete with 
approval of ATP 
byERO and on 
finding by ERO 
thatATP is 
implemented. 

Considered 
complete on 
submittal to ERO 
ofreport on ATP 
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR 
THE75HOWARDSTREETPROJECT 

rrncludes Text for Adopted Mitigatio~ Measures and Improvement Measures) 

MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDIDONS OF Responsibility Monitoring/Report 
APPROVAL for · Schedule ing Actions and 

Implementation Responsibility 
shall deteonine if additional measures are warranted. Additional measures that may be additional measures are 
undertaken include additional archaeological testing, archaeological monitoring, and/or warranted. If significant 
an archaeological data recovery program. If the ERO determines that a sigoificaot archaeological resources 
archaeological resource is present and that the resource could be adversely affected by the are present and may be 
proposed project, at the discretion of the project sponsor either: adversely.affected, project 

A) The proposed project shall be re-designed so as to avoid any adverse effect on 
sponsor, at its discretion, 
may elect to redesign the 

the sigoificant archaeological resource; or project, or implement data 
B) A data recovery program shall be implemented, unless th~ ERO deteanines that recovery program, unless 

the archaeological resource is of greater interpretive than research sigoificance ERO determines the 
and that interpretive use of the resource is feasible. 

The archaeological 
archaeological resource is 
of greater interpretive than 

consultant, project research significance and 
Project sponser, and sponsor, and ERO shall that interpretive use is 
project archaeological meet prior to feasible. 
consultant, in commencement of soils-

cousultatiol\ with the disturbing activities. If 

ERO. ERO determines that 
archaeological 
monitoring is necessary, If required, Archaeological 
monitor throughout all Consultant to prepare AMP 

Archaeological Monitoring Program soils-disturbing in consultation with the 
activities. ERO. 

If the ERO in consultation with the archaeological consultant deteanines that an Project sponsor, project 
arcbaeologicalmonitoringprograrn(AMP) shall be implemented the archaeological archa~ological consultant, 
monitoring program shall minimally include the following provisions: archaeological monitor, . The archaeological consultant, project sponsor, and ERO shall meet and consult 

and project sponsor's 
contractors shall implement 

on the scope of the AMP reasonably prior to any project-related soils disturbing the AMP, if required by the 
activities commencing. The ERO in consultation with the archaeological · 
c<insultaut shall determine what project activities shall be archaeologically 

ERO. 

monitored. In most cases, any soils-disturbing activities, so ch as demolition, 
foundation removal, excavation, grading, utilities installation, foundation work, 
driving of piles (foundation, shoring, etc.), site remediation, etc., shall require 
archaeological monitoring becanse of the risk these activities pose to potential 
archaeological resources and to their depositional context; . The arcbaeologic~ consultant shall advise all project contractors to be on the 
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75HowardSt. 

Status/Date 
Completed 

.findings. 

Considered 
. complete on 
approval of AMP 
by ERO; sobmittal 
of report regarding 

. findings of AMP; 
and finding by 
ERO thatAMP is 
implemented. 
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THE 75 HOW ARD STREET PROJECT 

ancludes Text for Adopted Mitie:ation Measures and Improvement Measures) 

MEASURESADOPTEDASCONDITIONSOF Responsibility Monitoring/Report 
APPROVAL for Schedule ing Actions and 

Implementation Resoonsibilitv 
alert for evidence of the presence of the expected resource(s), of how to ideotify 
the evidence of the expected resource(s), and of the appropriate protocol in the 
event of apparent discovery of an archaeological resource; . The archaeological monitor(s) shall be present on the project site according to a 
schedule agreed upon by the archaeological consultant and the ERO until the 
ERO has, in consultation with project archaeological consultmt, determined that 
project construction aCtivitie;; could have no effects on significant archaeological 
deposits; . The archaeological monitor shall record and be authorized to collect soil samples 
and artifuctnaVecofactual material as warranted fur analysis; . If an intact archaeological deposit is encountered, all soils-<lisru!bing activities in 
the vicinity of the deposit shall cease. The archaeological monitor shall be 
empowered to temporarily redirect demolition/excavation/pile Upon determination by 
driving/construction activities_and equipmentlllltil the deposit is evaluated. !fin 

Proje~t sponsor and the ERO that an ADRP 
the case of pile driving activity (foundation, shoring, etc.), the archaeological 

project archaeological is required.. 
i;nonitor has canse to believe that the pile driving activity may affect an 

consultant, in archaeological resource, the pile driving activity shall be terminated lllltil an · 
consultation with ERO. 

appropriate evaluation of the resource has been made in consultation with, the 
ERO. The archaeological consultant shall innnediately notify the ERO of the 
eoconntered archaeological deposit The archaeological consultant shall make a 
reasonable effort to assess the identity, integrity, and significance of the ' If required, Archaeological eocountered archaeological deposit, and present the findings of this assessment to 
the ERO. consultant to prepare an 

ADRP in consultation with 
Whether or not significant archaeological resources are encountered, the archaeological the ERO. 
consultant shall snbmit a written report of the findings of the monitoring program to the 
ERO. 

Archaeological Data Recoverv Program 

lfthe ERO, in consultation with the archaeological consultant, determines that 
archaeological data recovery prognims shall be implemented, the archaeological data 
recovery program shall be conducted in accord with an archaeological data recovery plan 
(ADRP). The archaeological consultant, project sponsor, and ERO shall meet and consult 
on the scope of the ADRP prior to preparation of a draft ADRP. The archaeological 
consultant shall submit a draft ADRP to the ERO. The ADRP shall identify how the 
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Status/Date 
Completed 

Considered 
complete on 
submittal of 
ADRPtoERO. 
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MEASURESADOPTEDASCONDITIONSOF Responsibility Monitoring/Report 

APPROVAL for Schedule ing Actions and 
Imolementation Resoonsibilitv 

proposed data recovery program willpreserve the significant information the 
archaeological resource is expected to contain. That is, the ADRP will identify what 
scientific/historical research questions are applicable to the expected resource, what 
data classes the resource is expected to possess, and how the expected data classes 
would address the applicable research questions. Data recovery, in genernl, should be 
limited to the portions of the historical property that could be adversely affected by the 
proposed project Destructive data recovery methods shall not be applied to portions of 
the archaeological resources if nondestructive methods are practical 

The scope of the ADRP shall include the following elements: . FieldMethods and Procedures. Descriptions of proposed field strategies, 
procedures, and operations. . Cataloguing and Laboratory Analysis. Description of selected cataloguing 
system and artifact analysis procedures. . Discard and Deaccession Policy. Description of and rationale for field and In the event human 
post-field discard and deaccession policies. Project sponsor and remains and/or funerary 

project archaeological objects are encountered. . Interpretive Program. Consideration of an on-site/off-site public ioterpretive consultant, in 
program duriog the course of the archaeological data recovery program. consultation with the . Security Measures. Recommended security measures to protect the 

San Francisco Coroner, 

archaeological resource from vandalism, looting, and non-intentionally NAHC and MLD. 

damaging activities. . Final Report. Description of proposed report format and distribntion of 
results. 

. Curation. Description of the procedures and recommendations for the Archaeological consultant/ 
curation of any recovered data haviog potential research value, identification Archaeological 
of appropriate curation facilities, and a summary of the accession policies of monitor/proj.ect sponsor or 
the curation facilities. contractor to contact San 

Francisco County Coroner. 

If applicable, after 
Implement regulatory 

:('roject sponsor and requirements, if applicable, 

Human Remains and Associated or Unassociated Funerazy Objects 
project archaeological completion of regarding discovery of 
consultant, in archaeological data Native American human 

recovery, inventoryiog, remaios and 
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Status/Date 
Completed 
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MEASURESADOPTEDASCONDITIONSOF Responsibility Monitoring/Report 

APPROVAL for Schedule ing Actions and 
Imulementation Resuonsibilitv 

The treatment of human remains and of associated or unassociated funerary objects consultation with ERO analysis and associated/unassociated 
discovered during any soils disturbing activity shall comply with applicable State and interpretation. funerary objects. Contact 
Federal laws. This shall include immediate notification of the Coroner of the City and Archaeological If applicable, upon Archaeological consultaot 
County of San Francisco and in the event of the Coroner's determination that the human consultaot at the approval ofF ARR by and ERO. 
remains are Native American remains, notification of the California State Native direction of the ERO ERO. 
American Heritage Commission (NAHC) who shall appoint a Most Likely Descendant 
(MLD) (Pub. Res. Code Sec. 5097.98). The archaeological consultant, project sponsor, 
and MLD shall make all reasonable efforts to develop an agreemeot for the treatment ol; 
with appropriate dignity, human remains and associated orrinassociated funerary objects 
(CEQA Guidelioes. Sec. 15064.5(d)). The agreement should take into consideration the If applicable, 
appropriate excavation, removal, recordation, analysis, custodianship, curation, and final Archaeological consultant 
disposition of the human remains and associated or unassociated funerary objects. to submit a Draft FARR to 

ERO. 

Archaeological Consultant 
to distribute FARR. 

Final Archaeological Resources Reyiort 

The archaeological consultant shall submit a Draft Final Archaeological Resources Report 
(FARR) to the ERO that evaluates the historical significance of any disc:Overed 
archaeological resolirce and describes the archaeological and historical research methods 
employed in the archaeological testing/monitoring/data recoveiy program(s) undertaken. 

Information that may put at risk any archaeological resource shall be provided in a separate 
removable insert within the iinalreport. 

Once approved by the ERO, copies of the FARR shall be distnlmted as follows: 
California Archaeological Site Survey Northwest Information Center (NWlC) shall 
receive one (1) copy and the ERO shall receive a copy of the transmittal of the FARR 
to the NWIC. The Enviromnental Planning division of the Planoing Department shall 
receiye one bound, one unbound and one unlocked, searchable PDF copy on CD of the 
FARR along with copies of any formal site recordation forms (CA DPR 523 series) 
and/or documentation for nomination to the National Register ofHistoric 
Places/California Register of Historical Resources. In instances of high public interest 
in or the high interpretive value qf the resource, the ERO may require a different final 
report content, format, and distribution than that presented above. 

ADMINISTRATIVEDRAET- SUBJECT TO CHANGE 

155 

Case No. 2011.U22E 
75 Howard St. 

Statusillate 
Completed 

Considered 
complete on 
notification of the 
San Francisco 
County Coroner 
andNAHC,if 
necessary. 

Considered 
complete on 
submittal of 
FARR.and 
approval by ERO. 

Considered 
complete when 
Archaeological 
consultant to 
provide written 
certification to 
ERO that required 
FARR distribution 
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR 
TBE75ROWARDSTREETPROJECT 

(Includes Text for Adonted Mitfo:ation Measures and Imnrovernent Measures) 

MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDffiONS OF Responsibility Monitoring/Report 
APPROVAL for Schedule ing Actions and 

Imnlementation Resnonsibilitv 

M-CP-lb: Interpretation 

BaSed on a reasonable presumption that archaeological resources may be present within Project sponsor and Prior to issuance of final Archaeological consultant 

the project site, and to the extent 1hat that the potential significance of some such archaeological certificate of occupancy. shall develop a feasible, 
resources is premised on California Register of Historic Resources Criteria 1 (Events), consultant, in resource-spetjiic program 

2 (Persons), and/or 3 (Design/Construction), the following measure shall be undertaken consultation with ERO. for post-recovery 
to avoid any potentially significant adverse effect from the proposed project on buried interpretation of resonrces. 

or submerged historical resonrces. All plans and 
recommendations for 

The project sponsor shall implement an approved program for interpretation of interpretation by the 
resonrces. The project sponsor shall retain the services of a qualliied archaeological Archaeological consultant 
consultant having expertise in California nrban historical and marine archaeology. The shall be submitted first and 
archaeological consultant shall develop a feasible, resource-specific program for post- directly to the.ERO for 
recovery interpretation of resources. The particular program for interpretation of review and comment, and 
artifacts that are encountered within the project site will depend upon the results of the shall be considered draft 
data recovery program and will be the subject of continued discussion between the reports subject to revision 
ERO, consulting archaeologist, and the project sponsor. Such a program may include, until deemed final by ERO. 
but is not limited to, any of the following (as outlined in'theARDTP): surfuce ERO to approve final 
commemoration of the original location ofresources; display ofresources and interpretation program. 
associated artifacts (which may offer an underground view to the public); display of Project sponsor to 
interpretive materials such as graphics, photographs, video, models, and public art; and implement an approved for 
academic and popular publication of the results of the data recovery. interpretation program. .. 
The archaeofogical consultant's work shall be conducted at the direction of the ERO, 
and in consultation with the project sponsor. All plans and recommendations for 
interpretation by the consultant shall be submitted first and directly to the ERO for · 
review· and comment, and shall b~ considered draft reports subject to revision until final 
approval by the ERO. 

M-CP-lc: Accidental Discovery 

The following mitigation measure is required to avoid any potential adverse effect from 
Project sponsor to Prior to any soil- Project sponsor to provide 
prepare" ALERT" sheet 

the proposed project on accidentally discovered buried or snbmerged historical resources and provide signed 
disturbing activities. signed affidavit from 

as defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a)( c ). The project sponsor shall affidavit from project 
project contractor, 

distribute the Planning Department archaeological resource "ALERT" sheet to the project contractor, 
subcontractor(s) and 

prime contractor; to any project subcontractor (including demolition, excavation, grading, subcontractor(s) and 
utilities firm(s) to the ERO 
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Status/Date 
Completed 

has been 
completed. 

Considered 
complete upon 
installation of 
approved 
interpretation 
program. 

Considered 
complete upon 
submission of 
affidavit regarding 

. distribution of 
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MEASURESADOPTEDASCONDITIONSOF 
. APPROVAL 

foundation, pile driving, etc. firms); or utilities firm involved in soils disturbing activities 
within the project site. Prior to any soils disturbing activities being undertaken, each 
contractor is responsible for ensuring that the "ALERT' sheet is circulated to all field 
personnel including, machine operators, field crew, pile drivers, supervisory personnel, 
etc. The project sponsor shall provide the ERO with a signed affidavit from the 
re$ponsible parties (prime contractor, suhcontractor(s), and utilityfirm(s)) to the ERO 
confinning that all field personnel have received copies of the Alert Sheet 

Should any indication of au archaeological resource be encountered during any soils 
disturbing activity of the project, the project Head Foreman and/or project sponsor shall 
innnediately notify the ERO and shall innnediately suspeod any soils disturbing activities 
in the vicinity of the discovery until the ERO has determined what additional measures 
should be undertaken. 

If the ERO determines that an archaeological resource may be present within the 
project site, the project sponsor shall retain the services of au archaeological consultant 
from the pool of qualified archaeological consultants maintained by the Planning 
Department archaeologist The archaeological consultant shall advise the ERO a:s to 
whether the discovery is an archaeological resource, retains sufficient integrity, and is 
of potential scieotific/historical/cultural significance. If an archaeological resotirce is 
present, the archaeological consultant shall identify and evaluate the archaeological 
resource, Tue archaeological consultant shall make a recommendation as to what 
action, if any, is warranted.. Based on this infonnation, 1he ERO may require, if 
warranted, specific additional measures to be implemented by the project sponsor. 

Measures might include: preservation in situ of the archaeological resource; an 
archaeological monitoriog program; or an archaeological testing program. If an 
archaeological monitoriog program or archaeological testing program is required, it 
shall be consisteot with the Piauning Department division guidelines for such 
programs. The ERO may also require that the project sponsor innnediately implement 
a site security program if the archaeological resource is at risk from vandalism, looting, 
or other damaging actions. 

Responsibility 
for · 

Implementation 
utilities firm(s) stating 
that all field personnel 
have received copies of 
the "ALERT' sheet 

Project sponsor and 
project contractor's 
Head Foreman 

Project sponsor and 
archaeological 
consultant 

Schedule 

During soil-disturbing 
activities. 

When determined 
necessary by the ERO. 

When determined 
necessary by the ERO. 
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stating that all field 
personnel hive received 
copies of the "ALERT' 
sheet 

Upon potential resource 
discovery, the project Head 
Foreman and/or project 
sponsor shall innnediately 
notify the ERO and shall 
immediately suspend any 
soils disturbing activities in 
the vicinity of the 
discovery. 

ERO to determine if 
additional measures are 
necessary to implement. 

Case No. 2011.1122E 
75 Howard St 

Status/Date 
Completed 

Alert sheet 

Upon resource 
discovery, 
suspension of 
work and contact 
of ERO. 

Considered 
complete upon 
retention by the 
project sponsor of 
an archaeological 
consultant from 
the pool of 
qualified 
archaeological 
consultants 
maintained by the 
Planning 
Department 
archaeologist 
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MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITTONS OF Responsibility Monitoring/Report 

APPROVAL for Schedule ing Actions and 
Imnlementation Resnonsibilitv 

The project archaeological consultant shall submit a FARR to the ERO that evaluates Archaeological consultant 
the historical significance of any discovered archaeological resource and describing the When determined to prepare draft and FARR, 
archaeological and ·historical research methods employed in the archaeological necessary by the ERO. and to submit FARR to 
monitoring/data recovery program( s) undertaken. Information that may put at rlSk any ERO for review final 
archaeological resource shall be provided in a separate removable insert within the final Project sponsor and FARR. 
report. archaeological 

consultant 
Once FARR approved by Copies of the Draft FARR shall be sent to the ERO for review and approval Once 

approved by the ERO, copies of the FARR shall be distributed as follows: California ERO, project sponsor 

Archaeological Site Survey Northwest Information Center (NWIC) shall receive one /archaeological consultant 

(1) 9opy and the ERO shall receive a copy of the transmittal of the FARR to the NWIC. to ensure distnlmtion of 

The Environmental Planning division of the Planning Department shall receive one Project sponsor and FARR. 

bound copy, one unbound copy and one nulocked, searchable PDF copy on CD three archaeological 
copies of the FARR along with copies of any formal site recordation forms (CAD PR consultant 
523 series) and/or documentation for nomination to the National Register of Historic 
Places/California Register of Historical Resources. In instances of high public interest 
or interpretive value, the ERO may require a different final report content, format, and 
distribution than that presented above. 

M-CP-3: Paleontological Resources Monitoring and Mitigation Program. 

The project sponsor shall retain the services of a qualified paleontological consultant 
Project sponsor to Prior to and during ERO to approve final 

havi!tg expertise in California paleontology to design and implement a Paleontological 
retain appropriately construction. PRMMP. 
qualified 

Resources Monitoring and Mitigation Program (PRMMP). The PRMMP shall include paleontological 
a description of when and where construction monitoring would be required; consultant to prepare 
emergency discovery procedures; sampling and data recovery procedures; procedure PRMMP, carry out 
for the preparation, identification, analysis, and curation of fossil specimens and data monitoring, and 
recovered; preconstrnction coonlination procediires; and procedures for reporting the reporting, ifreqllired. 
results of the monitoring program. 

The PRMMP shall be consistent with the Society for Vertebrate Paleontology Standard 
Guidelines for the mitigation of construction-related adverse impacts to paleontological 
resources and the requirements of the designated repository for any fossils coll~ted. 
During construction, earth-moving activities shall be monitored by a qualified 
paleontological consultant having expertise in California paleontology in the areas where 
these activities have the potential to disturb previously undisturbed native secliment or 
sedimen!)lry rocks. Monitoring need not be conducted in areas where the ground has been 
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Status/Date. 
Completed 

Considered 
complete upon 
ERO approval of 
FARR. 

Considered 
complete upon 
ERO approval of 
FARR. 

Considered 
complete upon 
approval of final 
PRMMP. 
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MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF Responsibility Monitoring/Report 
for Schedule ing Actions and APPROVAL Imnlementation Resnonsibilitv 

previously disturbed, in areas of artificial fill, in areas underlain bynonsedimentaryrocks, 
or in areas where exposed sediment would be buried, but olherwise undisturbed. Prior to and during Cousultant shall provide 

construction, if required. brief monthly reports to 

The project 
ERO during monitoring or 
as identified in !he 

The consultant's work shall be conducted in accordance with this measure and at the 
paleontological PRMMP, and notify the 
consultant to consult 

direction of the City's ERO. Plans and repom prepared by the consultant shall be with the ERO as 
ERO immediately if work 

submitted first and directly to the ERO for review and comment, and shall be indicated. 
should stop for data 

considered draft reports subject to revision until final approval by the ERO. 
recovery during 

Paleontological monitoring and/or data recovery programs required by this measure 
monitoring. 

could suspend construction of the proposed project for as short a duration as reasonably The ERO to review and 

possible and in no event for more than a maximum of four weeks. At the direction of approv.e the final 

the ERO, !he suspension of construction can be extended beyond four weeks only if documentation as 

such a suspension is the only feasible means to reduce potential effects on a significant established in the PRMMP. 

paleontological resource as previously defined to a less-than-significant level 

M-C-CP-1: Cumulative Archaeological Resources Project sponsor and When determined Archaeological cousultant 

With implementation of Mitigation Measur.eM-CP-la: Archaeological Testing, 
archaeological necessary by the ERO. to prepare drafts to ERO 

Monitoring, Data Recovery and Reporting; Mitigation Measure M-CP-lb: 
consultant · for review final 

Interpretation; and Mitigation Measure M-CP-lc: Accidental Discovery, the . 
proposed project's contribution to cumulative impacts would not be cumulatively 
considerable. 

Lc-;,;;7;-~;: 
, .. 

""''·'·'~ -·'" . .. 
(i.K1~~ .c>· , . ,_ ····· ~= ~ 'F 

"" "'· ··,'£~f;'<' ···" '""'-

M;-C-TR-1: Modifications to the Intersection of Spear and Howard Streets 

If changes to the current configuration of Spear Street wer~ to be implemented as part of Pro~ect sponsor in Prior to project Project sponsor to consult 

the TCDP Public· Realm Plan, configuration of the northbound and southbound approaches consultation with finalization, ifreqnired. wilh and reqnest Planning 

along Spear Street shall be modified to incorporate left-tum-only !anes and minor Department of Public Department, DPW, and 

adjustments to the traffic signal timings at the intersection of Spear and Howard streets. Works (DPW), San SFMTA, to consider 
Francisco Municipal reconfiguration of Steuart 
Transit Agency Street as part' of the TCDP 
(SFMTA), and the Public Realm Plan. 
Planning Department 

ADMINISTRATIVEDRAFr-SUBJECTTO CHANGE 
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Case No. 2011.1122E 
75HowardSt 

Statusillate 
Completed 

Considered 
complete on 
approval of final 
documentation by 
ERO. 

Considered 
complete upon 
ERO approval 

:.~· .~?·•:> c -· ·"t;t7f¥~1 

Considered 
complete upon 
requests made by 
project sponsor for 
reconfiguration of 
Steuart Street as. 
part of the TCDP 
Public Realm · 
Plan. 
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Schedule 

Monitoring/Report 

APPROVAL for ing Actions and 
Imnlementation Resnonsibility 
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Case No. 2011.1122E 
75HowardSt. 

· StatusIDate 
Completed 
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR 
THE 75 HOW ARD STREET PROJECT 

(Includes Text for Ado ted Miti ation Measures and Im rovement Measures 

MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF 
APPROVAL· 

Responsibility 
for 

Im lementation 

~ 
N0-2a] 
A set of site-specific noise attenuation measures shall be completed under the 
supervision of a qualified acoustical consultant These attenuation measures shall 
include as many of the following control strategies, and any other effective strategies, 
as feasible: 

• The project sponsor shall require the construction contractor to erect temporary 
plywood noise barriers along the boundaries of the project site to shield potential 
sensitive receptors and reduce noise levels; 

• The project sponsor shall require the construction contractor to implement "quiet" 
pile-driving technology (such as predrilling of piles, sonic pile drivers, and the use 
of more than one pile driver to shorten the total pile driving duration), where 
feasible, in consideration of geotechnical and structural requirements and 
conditions; 

• The project sponsor shall require the construction contractor to monitor the 
effectiveness of noise attenuation measures by talcing noise measurement; and 
The project sponsor shall require that the construction contractor limit pile driving 
activity to result in the least disturbance to neighboring uses. 

M-NO-lb: General Construction Noise Control Measures [TCDP Em 
M-N0-2b] 
To ensure that project noise from construction activities is minimized to the maximum 
extent feasible, the project sponsor shall undertake the following: 

• The project sponsor shall require the general contractor to ensure that equipment 
and trucks·used for project construction utilize the best available noise control 
techniques (e.g., improved mufl:lers, equipment redesign, use of intake silencers, 
ducts, engine enclosures and acoustically-attenuating shields' or shrouds, wherever 
feasible). 

• The project sponsor shall require the general contractor to locate stationary noise 
sources (such as compressors) as far from adjacent or nearby sensitive receptors 
as possible, to muffie such noise sources, and to construct barriers around such 
sources and/or the construction site, which could reduce construction noise by as 
much as five dBA. To further reduce noise, the contractor shall locate stationary 
equipment in pit areas or excavated areas, if feasible. 

• The ro · ect s onsor shall re uire the eneral contractor to use im: act tools e. . 

Project ~ponsor, 
construction 
contractor(s), and 
qualified acoustical 
consultant 

Proj~ct sponsor and 
construction 
'contractor(s) 

Schedule 

Prior to receiving 
building permit, 
incorporate feasible 
practices identified in M
NO-la, under the 
supervision of a 
qualified acoustical 
consultant, into the 
construction contract 
agreeIP.ent documents. 
Control practices should 
be implemented 
throughout the pile 
driving duration. 

Prior to the issuance of 
the building permit, 
along with the 
submission of 
construction documents, 
the project sponsor shall 
submit to the Planning 
Department and DBI a 
list of measures to 
respond to and track 
complaints pertaining to 
construction noise. 

ADMINJSTRATIVEDRAIT-STlBJECTTO OlANGE 
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Project sponsor to submit 
to Planning Department 
and Department of 
Building· Inspection (DBI) 
documentation of 
compliance of implemented 
control practices that show 
construction contractor 
agreement with specified 
practices. 

Project sponsor to· submit 
to Planning Department 
and DBI construction a list 
of measures to respond to 
and track complaints 
pertaining to noise. 

Project sp~filor to provide 
copies of contract 
documents to Planning 
Department that show 
construction contractor 
agreement with specified 
practices. 

Case No. 20ll.1122E 
75HowardSt 

Considered 
complete upon 
submittal of 
documentation· 
incorporating 
identified 
practices. 

Considered 
complete upon 
submittal of 
contract 
documents 
incorporating 
identified 
practices. 
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(Includes Text for Adouted Mitigation Measures and Imurovement Measures) 

MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF Responsibility Monitoring/Report 
APPROVAL for Schedule ing Actions and 

jack hammers, pavement breakers, and rock drills) that are hydraulically or 
electrically powered wherever possible to avoid noise associated with compressed 
air exhaust from pnewnatically powered tools. Where use of pneumatic tools is 
unavoidable, an exhaust muffler on the compressed air exhaust shall be used, 
along with external noise jackets on the tools, which could reduce noise levels by 
as much as 10 dBA. 

• The project' sponsor shall include noise control requirements in specifications 
provided to construction contractors. Such requirements could include, but not be 
limited to, performing all work in a manner that minintlzes noise to the extent 
feasible; use of equipment with effective mufflers; undertaking the most noisy 
activitie~ during times ofleast disturbance to surrounding residents and 
occupants, as feasible; and selecting haul routes that avoid residential buildings 
inasmuch as such routes are otherwise feasible. 

• Prior ~o the issuance of the building permit, along with th~ submission of 
construction documents, the project sponsor sb.3U submit to the Planning Department 
and DBI a list of measures to respond to and track complaints pertaining to 
construction noise. These measures shall include (1) a procedure and phone numbers 
for notifying DBI, the Department of Public Health, and the Police Department 
(during regular construction hours and off-hours); (2) a sign posted on-site describing 
noise complaint procedures and a complaint hotline nwnber that shall be answered at 
all times during construction;. (3) designation of an on-site construction complaint 
and enforcement manager for the project; and (4) notification of neighboring 
residents and non-residential building managers within 300 feet of the project 
construction area at least 30 days in advance of extreme noise generating activities 
(defined as activities generating noise levels of 90 dBA or greater) about the 
estimated duration of the activitY. 

Imulementation Resuonsibilitv 

AllMINISTRATIVEDRAFr-SlJBJECTTOCHANGE 
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Case No. 2011.ll22E 
75HowardSt 

Status/Date 
Completed 
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eludes Text for Ado ted Miti ation Measures and im rovement Measures 

MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF 
APPROVAL 

M-N0-3: Interior Mechanical Equipment [from TCDP EIR M-NO-le) 

The project sponsor shall require that effects of mechanical equipment noise on 
adjacent aod nearby noise-sensitive uses be evaluated by a qualified acoustical 
consultant aod that control of mechanical noise, as speciiied by the acoustical 
consultaot, be incorporated into the final project design of new buildings to achieve the 
maximum feasible reduction of building equipment noise, consistent with Building 
Code aod Noise Ordinaoce re.quirements and CEQA thres!iolds, such as through the use 
of fully noise-insulated enclosures around rooftop equipment aod/or incoxporation of 
mechanical equipment into intermediate building floor(s). 

M-C-NO-la: Cumulative Construction Noise Control Measures [TCDP 
EIRM-C-NO] 

The project sponsor shall cooperate with and participate in aoy City-sponsored 
construction noise control program for the Transit Center District Plan area or other 
City-sponsored areawide program developed to reduce potential effects of construction 
noise in the project vicinity. Elements of such a program could include a community 
liaison program to inform residents aod building occupants of upcoming construction . 
activities, staggering of construction schedules so that particularly noisy phases of work 
do not overlap at nearby project sites, and, potentially, noise and/or vibration 
mouitoriog during construction activities that are anticipated to be particularly 
disruptive. 

M-AQ-2 - Construction Emissions Minimization [TCDP EIR M-
AQ-5) 

A. Construction Emissions Minimization Plan. Prior to issuance ~fa 

Responsibility 
for 

Im Iementation 

Project Sponsor aod 
qualified acoustical 
consultaot 

Project sponsor aod 
project construction. 
contractor(s) 

Project sponsor and 
construction 
contracto s shall 

Schedule 

Prior to building permit 
issuance, a qualified 
acoustical consultant 
shall confum that the 
final project design 
achieves the maximum 
feasible reduction of 
building equipment noise 
to millimize effects of 
the proposed project's 
mechanical equipment 
noise on adjacent and 
nearby noise-sensitive 
uses. 

Prior to aod during 
project construction 
activities of the proposed 
project, and ongoing 
during building 
occupaocy for the 
duration of construction 
activities witlrin the 
Traosit Center District 
PlaoArea. 

Prior to 1he 
commencement of 
construction activities, 

.ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFr-SllBJECT TO CHANGE 
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Monitoring/Report 
ing Actions and 
Res onsibili 

Project sponsor shall 
submit verification to the 
Planning Department aod 
DBI from a qualified 
acoustical consultaot that 
recommend measures to 
reduce noise effects from 
mechanical equipment 
noise have been 
implemented into the final 
project design. 

. Project sponsor shall 
participate in any City-
sponsored construction 
noise control program. if 
necessary, and implement 
applicable elements as a 
result of such program. 

Project sponson'contractor · 
to submit a Construction 
Emissions Minimization 

Case No. 2011.1122E 
75HowardSt. 

Statusillate 
Completed 

Considered 
complete upon 
submittal of 
confirmation from 
acoustical 
consultant that 
measures have 
been incoxporated 
into the final 
project design. 

Considered 
complete upon 
submittal of 
contract 
documents to the 
Plaoning 
Department aod 
submittal of 
documentation 

. designating 
compliaoce with 
City-sponsored 
construction 
control program. 

Considered 
complete upon 
ERO/Plaonin 
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MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDIDONS OF Responsibility Monitoring/Report 

APPROVAL for Schedule ing Actions and 
Imnlementation Resnonsibilitv 

cons1ruction pennit, the project sponsor shall submit a: prepare and implement the project sponsor must Plan. Monthly reports shall 

Cons1ruction Emissions Minimization Plan (Plan) to the Construction Emissions certify (1) compliance be submitted to the ERO 
Minimization Plan. with the Plan, and (2) all indicaling the construction 

Environmental Review Officer (ERO) for review and approval applicable requirements phase and off-road 

by an Environmental Planning Air Quality Specialist. The Plan of the Plan have been equipment information 

shall detail project compliance with the following requin;ments: incorporated into used during each phase. 
contract specifications. For off-road equipment 

1. All off-road equipment greater than 25 horsepower (hp) and operating for using alternative fuels, 
more than 20 total hours over the entire duration of construction activities shall The Plan shall be kept on reporting shall include the 
meet the following requirements: site and available for actual amount of 

a) Where access to alternative sources of power are available, portable review. A sign shall be alteroative fuel used 

diesel engines shall be prohibited; posted at the perimeter Within six months of the 
of the construction site completion of construction 

b) All off-road equipment shall have: indicaling the basic activities, the project 

L Engines that meet or exceed either U.S. Environmental Protection 
requirements of the Plan sponsor shall submit to the 

Agency (USEPA) or California Air Resources Board (ARB) Tier 2 off-
and where copies of the ERO a final report 
Plan are available to the summarizing construction 

road emission standards, and public for review. activities. The final report 
n~ Engines that are retrofitted with an ARB Level 3 Verified Diesel shall indicate the start and 

Emissions Control Strategy (VDECS). end dates and duration of 

c) Exceptions: 
each construction phase. In 
addition, for off-road 

L Exceptions to A(l)(a) may be granted if the project sponsor has e_quipment using alternative 

submitted information providing evidence to the satisfaction.of the fuels, reporting shall 

ERO that an alternative source of power is limited or infeasible at the include the actual amount 

project site and that the requirements of this exception provision apply. of alternative fuel used 

Under this circumstance, the sponsor shall submit documentation of 
compliance with A(! )(b) for onsite power generation. 

ii. Exceptions to A(l )(b )(ii) may be granted if the project sponsor has 
submitted infonnation providing evidence to the satisfaction.ofthe 
ERO that a particular piece of off-road eqillpment with an ARB Level 
3 VDECS is: (1) technically not feasible, (2) would not produce 
desired emissions reductions dne to expected operating modes, (3) 
installiog the control device would create a safety hazard or impaired 
visibility for the operator, or ( 4) there is a compelling emergency need 
to use off-road eauinment that are not retrofitted with an ARB Level 3 

ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFr- SUBJECT TO C!L4NGE 
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Case No. 2011.1122E 
75HowardSt 

Status/Date 
Completed 

Department 
review and 
approval of 
Construction 
Emissions 
Minimization Plan 
or alternative 
measures that 
achieve the same 
emissions 
reduction. 
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR 
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(Includes Text for Adooted Mitiirntion Measures and Imorovement Measures) 

MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF 
APPROVAL. 

VDECS and 1he sponsor has snbmitted documentation to 1he ERO that 
the requirements of 1his exception provision apply. If gra;.ted an 
exception to A(l)(b)(ii), the project sponsor must comply with the 
requirements of A(l)(c)(iii). 

iii. If an exception is granted pursuant to A(l )( c )(ii), the project sponsor 
shall provide the next cleanest piece of off-road equipment as provided 
by the step down schedules in Table 4.G.6. 

Table 4.G.6 - Off-Road Equipment Compliance Step-down 
Scheduie 

Compliance Engine.Emission Emissions 
Alternative Standard Control 

1 

2 

3 

Tier2 
ARBLevel2 

VDECS 

Tier2 
ARB Level 1 

VDECS 

Tier2 
Alternative 

Fuel* 

How to use the table: If the requirements of (A)(l)(b) 
cannot be met, 1hen 1he project sponsor wo.uld need to 
meet Compliance Alternative 1. Should 1he project 
sponsor not be able to supply offi.road equipment 

. meeting.Compliance Alternative 1, 1hen Compliance 
Alternative 2 would need to be met. Should 1he 
project sponsor not be able to supply off-road 
equipment meeting Compliance Alternative 2, then 
Compliance Alternative 3 would need to be met. 
*Alternative fuels are not a VDECS. · 

2. The project sponsor shall require the idling time for off-road and on-road 
equipment be limited to no more than hvo mioutes, except as provided in 
exceptions to the applicable State regulations regarding idling for off-road and 
on-road em,;nment Legible and visible signs shall be vosted in multivle 

Responsibility 
for 

Imolementation 

ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT-SUBJECT TO CHANGE 
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Schedule 
Monitoring/Report. 

ing Actions and. 
Resoonsibilitv 

Case No. 2011.1122E 
75HowardSt. 

Status/Date 
Completed 
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MEASURES ADOPIBD AS CONDIDONS OF Responsibility Monitoring/Report 
APPROVAL for Schedule ing Action~ and 

languages (English, Spanish, Chinese) in designated quening areas and at the 
construction site to remind operators of the two minute idliug limit. 

3. The project sponsor shall reqnire that construction operators properly maintain 
and tune equipment .in accordance with manufactnrer specifications. 

4. .Tue Plan shall include estimates of the construction timeline by phase with a 
description of each piece of offi.road equipment required for every 
construction phase. Off-road equipment descriptions and information 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: technology type, serial number, make, 
model, manufacturer, ARB verification number level, and installation date and 
hour meter reading on installation date. For off-road equipment using 
alternative fuels, reporting shall indicate the. type of alternative fuel being 
used. 

5. The Plan shall be kept on-site and available for review by any persons 
requesting it and a legible sign shall be posted at the perimeter of the 
construction site indicating to the public the basic requirements of the Plan and 
a way to request a copy of the Plan. The project sponsor shall provide copies 
of Plan to members of the public as requested. 

B. Reporting. Monthly repor!S shall be submitted to the ERO indicating the 
construction phase and off-road equipment information used during each phase 
including the information required in A( 4). In addition, for off-road equipment 
using alternati'Ve fuels, reporting shall include the actual amount of alternative fuel 
used. Within six months of the completion of construction activities, the project 
sponsor shall submit to the ERO a final report summarizing construction activities. 
The final report shall indicate the start and end dates and duration of each 
construction phase. For each phase, the report shall include detailed information 
required in A(4). In addition, for off-road equipment nsing alternative fuels, 
reporting shall include the actual amount of alternative fuel used. 

C. Certification Statement and On-site Requirements. Prior to the commencement of 
construction activities, the project sponsor must certify (1) compliance with the 
Plan, and (2) all applicable requirements of 1he Plan have been incorporated into 
contract specifications. 

Imolementation Responsibilitv 

ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFr-SIJBJECT TO CHANGE 
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Case No. 2011.1122E 
75 Howard St 

Status/Date 
Completed 
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MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF Responsibility Monitoring/Report 

APPROVAL for Schedule ing Actions and 
Implementation Responsibility 

M-AQ-4a: Best Available Control Technology for Diesel Generators [TCDP Effi 
M-AQ-3) Project sponsor Prior to building permit Project sponsor shall 

All diesel generators shall have engines that (1) meet Ti.,;, 4 Final or Tier 4 Interim issuance. submit documentation to 

emission standards, or (2) meet Tier 2 emission standards and are equipped with a the Planning Depar1ment 

California ARB Level 3 Verified Diesel Emissions Control Strategy (VDECS). verifying best available 
control technology for all 
installed diesel generators 
on the project site. 

M-AQ-4b: Air Filtration Measures [TCDP EffiM-AQ-2) 

Air Filtration and Ventilation Requirements for Sensitive Land Uses. Prior to receipt of Project sponsor Prior to receiving Project sponsor shall 
any building permit, the project sponsor shall submit a ventilation plan for the proposed building permit ·submit an air-filtration and 
building(s ). The ventilation plan shall show that the building ventilation system ventilation plan, and 
removes at least 80 percent of the outdoor PM2.s concentrations from habitable areas maintenance plan to the 
and be designed by an engineer certified by ASHRAE [the American Society of Planning Depar1ment 
Heating, Refrigeration aud Air Conditioning Engineers J, who shall provide a written 
report documenting that the system meets the 80 percent performance standard 
identified in this measure and offers the best available technology to minimize outdoor 
to indoor transmission of air pollution. 

Maintenance Plan. Prior to receipt of any building permit, the project sponsor shall 
present a plan that ensures ongoing maintenance for the ventilation and filtration 
systems. Project sponsor or 

• Disclosure to buyers and renters. The project sponsor shall also ensure the 
building management 

Project sponsor or building representative Prior to move in 
disclosure to buyers (and renters) that the building is located in au area with activities of potential management representative 
existing sources of air pollution and as such, the building includes an air filtration buyers or renters. shall provide disclosures to 
and ventilation system designed to remove 80 percent of outdoor particulate buyers (and renters) that 
matter and shall inform occupants of the pr~per use of the installed air filtration the building is located in an 
system. area with existing sources 

of air pollution, and that the 
bw1ding includes an air 
filtration and ventilation 
system designed to remove 
80 percent of outdoor 
particulate matter. 

ADMINISTRATIVE !>RAFr-SUBJECTTO CHANGE 
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Case No. 2011.1122E 
75 Howard St 

Status/Date 
Completed 

Considered 
complete upon 
submittal of 
documentation to 
the Planning 
Depar1ment 

Considered 
complete upon 
Planning 
Depar1ment 
review and 
approval 'by the 
air-filtration and 
ventilation plan, 
and maintenance 
plan. 

Disclosure 
documents shall be 
provided to buyers 
and renters for the · 
duration of 
building 
occupancy. 
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MEASURESADOPTEDASCONDIT10NSOF 
APPROVAL 

.. ,,,.,. .... 
M-Bl-la: Design Standards to Render Building Less Hazardous to Birds 

The proposed project and project variants shall conform with the locational standards 
of Planning Code Section 139, Standards for Bird-Safe Buildings, specific only to the 
provisions applicable to locational hazards as described in Planning Code Section 139. 
Therefore: 

• Glazing as a percentage of the fuyade: Bird-Safe Glazing Treatment is required 
such that the Bird Collision Zone [the building fayade from grade and extending 
upwards for 60 feet, and glass fuyades directly adjacent to landscaped roofs 2 
acres or larger and extendillg upwards 60 feet from the level of the subject roof] 
racing the San Francisco Bay consists of no more than 10 percent nntreated 
glazing. Building owners would concentrate permitted transparent glazing on the 
gronnd floor and lobby entrances to enhance visual interest for pedestrians. 

• Bird Safe Glazing Treatments: these include fritting, permanent stencils, frosted 
glass, exterior screens, physical grids placed on the exterior of glazing or UV 
patterns visible to birds. Vertical elements of the pattern shall be at least >:<-inch 
wide with a maximum spacing of 4 inches, and horizontal elements shall be at 
least 1/8-inch wide with a maximum spacing of 2 inches. Equivalent treatments 
recommended by a qualified biologist may be used if approved by the Zoning 
Administrator. No glazing shall have a "Reflectivity Ouf' coefficient greater than 
30 percent 

• Miuirna1 lighting (limited to pedestrian safely needs) shall be used. Lighting shall 
be shielded. No uplighting should be used. No event searchlights should be 
permitted. 

No horizontal axis windmills or vertical axis wind generators that do not appear solid 
shall be used. 

M-BI-lb: Night Lighting Minimization [TCDP Em I-BI-2] 

In compliance with the vohmtary San Francisco Lights Out Program, the proposed 
project and variants would implement bird-safe building operations to prevent and 
minimize birdstrike impacts, including but not limited to the following measures: 

• Reduce building lighting from exterior sources by: 

Responsibility 
for 

Imnlementation 

Project sponsor and 
architect shall conform 
to applicable 
requirements. 

Project sponsor and 
architect 

Schedule 

Prior to building permit 
issuance. 

During project design 
and environmental 
review. 

ADMINISTRATIVEl>RAFr-SIJBJEcrTo CHANGE 
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Monitoring/Report 
ing Actions and 
Resnonsibilitv 

Project sponsor shall 
provide building plans to 
Planning Department and 
DBI for review. 

Project sponsor to submit 
building plans to the 
Planning Department for 
review. 

Case No. 2011.1122E 
75Howard St. 

Status/Date 
Completed 

Considered 
complete upon 
approval and 
issuance of 
building permit 

Considered 
complete upon 
approval and 
issuance of 
building permit 
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o Minimizing amount and visual impact of perimeter lighting and fagade 
up lighting and avoid up-lighting of rooftop antennae and other tall equipment, 
as well as of any decorative features; 

o Installing motion-sensor lighting; 

o Utilizing ~um wattage fixiures to achieve required lighting levels. 

• Reduce building lighting from interior sources by: 

o Dimming lights in lobbies, perimeter circulation areas, and atria; 

o Turning off all unnecessary lighting by 11:00 p.rn. through sunrise, especially 
dur'illg peak migration periods (mid-March to early June and late August 
through late October); 

o Utilizing automatic controls (motion sensors, photo-sensors, etc.) to shut off 
lights in the eveuing when no one is present; 
Encouraging the use of localized task lighting to reduce the need for more 
extensive overhead lighting; 

o Scheduling uightlymaintenance to conclude by 11:00 p.m.; l)lld, 

o Educating building residents and other users about the dangers of night lighting 
to birds. 

Implementation Resnonsibilitv 

Case No. 2011.1122E 
75HowardSt. 

Statusillate 
Completed 

~;'rf~;,;:./,;t~~c;;.,,~~···~"·~·~~"};[1i~;iliii1ifi.~'M'~-~··· ~c:z,~.;:i;;s'~~;~,~=f~n~:··~"':'!.~"''h'''•i~''~···>·~:F"7'4~c-;c~~~~~~~~·~"·~"·~~-.• 
M-lIZ-la: Hazardous Building Materials Abatement 

The project sponsor of any development project in the TCDP area shall ensure that any 
building planned for demolition or renovation is surveyed for hazardous building 
materials including PCB-containing electrical equipment, fluorescent light ballasts 
co11taining PCBs or DEHP, and fluorescent light tubes containing mercury vapors. 
These materials shall be removed and properly disposed of prior to the start of 
demolition or renovation. Old light ballasts that are proposed to be removed during 
renovation shall be evaluated for the presence of PCBs and in the case where the 
presence of PCBs in the light ballast cannot be verified, they shall be assumed to 
contain PCBs, and handled and disposed of as such, accordiog to applicable laws and 
regolations. Any oth<;r hazardous building materials identified either before .or during 
demolition or renovation shall be abated accordine to Federal, State, and local laws and 

Project sponsor Prior to any demolition 
or construction activities. 

ADMINISTRATIVEDRAFT-S!JBJECTTOC!IANGE 
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If necessary, the project 
sponsor to provide 
hazardous materials survey 
and abatement results to the 
Planuing Department and 
SFDPH. 

Considered 
complete upon 
submittal of 
abatement results. 
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APPROVAL for Schedule ing Actions and 
Implementation Responsibility 

regulations. 

Case No. 2011.1122E 
75 Howard St 

Status/Date 
Completed 
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I-TR-A: Transit Information for Residents 

To encourage the use of transit to/from the project site, the project sponsor should 
provide a transportation insert in the new resident's move-in packet that VfOuld 
provide information on available transit service (nearby lines, schedules and fares), 
information on where Clipper Cards could be purchased, and information on the 511 
Regional Rideshare Prograni. 

I-TR-C: Driveway Oper-ations Plan 

The owner/operator of the proposed project shall implement and adhere to all 
aspects of the Driveway Operations Plan, presented in the 75 Howard Street 
Project Transportation Study. The Driveway Operations Plan shall be a 
living document for the life of the project driveway, recorded with the 
Planning Department a5 part of the project case file. All updates to the 
Driveway Operations Plan shall be reviewed and approved by the Director of 
Planning, or his or her designee. · · 

Upon the request of the Director of Planning, or his or her designee, the 
owner/operator shall submit to the Department evidence of compliance with 
the Driveway Operations Plan, including but not limited to, records of 
loading dock activity and security camera footage. 

If the Planning Director, or.his or her designee, suspects that the facility 
owner/operator is not adhering to the Driveway Operations Plan, the 
Planning Department shall notify the property owner in writing. If after 90 
days since written notification, the Department determines that the 
owner/operator is still not adhering to the Driveway Operations Plan, the 
driveway shall be considered in violation of the Condition of Approval. 

I-TR-D: Vehicle Queues and Pedestrian Conflicts 

Project sponsor or 
building management 

Project sponsor or 
building management 

Proiect Suonsor or 

Prior to building 
occupancy. 

Ongoing during building 
occupancy. 

On-going during 

ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFr-StlBJEcr TO CHANGE 
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Project sponsor to provide 
move-in packet to Planning 
Department 

Project sponsor to adhere to 
Driveway Operations Plan 
and provide evidence of 
compliance to the Planning 
.Department, if requested. 

Proiect snonsor to ensure 

Transit 
information shall 
be provided to 
buyers and renters 
for the duration of 
biJilding 
occupancy. 

Considered 
complete upon 
submittal of 
driveway 
operations plan. 

Ifnecesssi"' 
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR 
THE 75HOW ARD STREET PROJECT 

Uncludes Text for Adooted Miti!!:ation Measures and hnorovement Measures) 

MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF Responsibility 
Schedule 

Monitoring/Report 
APPROVAL for ing Actions and 

hnolementation Resnonsibilitv 
It shall be the responsibility. of the owner/operator of the proposed project to building management building occupancy. that recurring vehicle 
ensure that vehicle queues do not block any portion of the sidewalk or queues do not Occur on 

roadway of Howard Street, including any portion of any travel lanes or bike Howard Street adjacent to 

Janes. The owner/operator shall also ensure that no substantial pedestrian the proposed project site. 

conflict as defined below is created at the project driveway. 
If the Planning Director, or 

A vehicle queue is defined as one or more stopped vehicles destined to the his or her designee, 
project garage blocking any portion of the Howard Street sidewalk or suspects that a recurring 
roadway for a consecutive period of three minutes or longer on a daily or queue is present, the 
weekly basis, or for more than five percent of any 60-minute period. Queues Planoing Department shall 
could be caused by unconstrained parking demand !'xceeding parking space notify the project sponsor 

or valet/mechanical parking system capacity; vehicles waiting for safe gaps in writing. Upon request, 

in high volumes of pedestrian traffic; car or truck congestion within the the owner/operator shall 

parking garage or loading ?-Tea; or a combination of these or other factors. 
hire a qualified 
transportation consultant to 

A substantial pedestrian conflict is .defined as a condition where drivers of evaluate the conditions at 

inbound and/or outbound vehicles, frustrated by the lack of safe gaps in the site for no less than 7 

pedestrian traffic, unsafely merge their vehicle across the sidewalk while 
days. If the Planning 

pedestrians are present and force pedestrians to stop or change direction to 
Departm,eut determines that 
a recurring queue does 

avoid contact with the vehicle, and I or contact between pedestrians and the exist, the facility 
vehicle would occur. owner/operator shall have 

If vehicle queues or substantial conflicts occur, the owner/operator of the 90 days from tl:ie date of 

facility shall employ abatement methods as needed to abate the queue and./ or 
the written determination to 

conflict Appropriate abatement methods would vary depending on the 
abate the queue. 

characteristics and causes of the queue and conflict Suggested abatement 
methods include but are not limited to the following: redesign of facility to 
improve vehicle circulation and I or on-site queue capacity; employment of 
additional valet attendants or improved mechanical parking system; use of 
off-site parking facilities or shared parking with nearby uses; travel demand 
management strategies such as additional bicycle parking or resident/visitor 
shuttles; parking demand management strategies such as time-of-day parking 
surcharges; and I or limiting hours ofacc,ss to the project driveway during 
periods of peak pedestrian traffic. 

ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT- SUl!JECT TO Ol:ANGE 
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Case No. 2011.1122E 
75HowardSt. 

Status/Date 
Completed 

considered 
complete upon 
submittal of 
evaluation of 
vehicle queues and 
implementation of 
any necessary 
abatemf:nt issues. 
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR 
THE 75 HOW ARD STREET PROJECT 

<Includes Text for Adopted Mitigation Measures and JmprovemenfMeasures) 

MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF Responsibility Monitoring/Report 

APPROVAL for Schedule ing Actions and 
Implementation Responsibility 

If the Planning Director, or his or her designee, suspects that vehicle queues 
or a substantial conflict are present, the Planning Department shall notify the 
property owner in writing. The owner/operator shall hire a qualified 
transportation consultant to evaluate the conditions at the site for no less than 
seven days. The consultant shall submit a report to the Department 
documenting conditions. Upon review of the report, the Department shall 
determine whether or not queues and I or a substantial conflict exists, and 
shall notify the garage o'wner/ operator of the determination in writing. 

If the Department determines that queues or a substantial conflict do exist, 
upon notification, the facility owner/operator shall have 90 days from the 
date of the written determination to carry out abatement measures. If after 90 
days the Department determines that vehicle queues and I or a substantial 
conflict are still present or that the owner/operator has been unsuccessful at 
abating the identified vehicle queues or substantial conflicts, the hours of 
inbound and I or outbound access of the project driveway shall be limited 
during peak hours. The hours and directionality of the access !imitations 
shall be determined by the P.lanning Department, communicated to the 
owner/ operator in writing, and recorded in an updated Driveway Operations 
Plan. The owner/operator shall be responsible for limiting the hours of 
project driveway access as specified by the Planning Department 

I-TR-E: Installation of Pedestrian Alerting Devices 

As an improvement measure to minimize conflicts between pedestrians and vehicles 
Project sponsor and Prior to building Project sponsor to notify 

in front of the proposed project, a mirror and an audible and visual device wonld be 
project construction occupancy. Planning Department and 
contractor(s) to install DBI upon installation of 

installed at the garage entrance to automatically alert pedestrians when a vehicle is pedestrian alert device ihe alert device. 
eriting the facility. 

I-TR-F: Installation of Bicycle Racks on the Steuart Street Plaza 

As an improvement measure to accommodate hotel and restaurant/retail visitors 
Project sponsor Prior to completion of Project sponsor to 

arriving by bicycle, the project sponsor wonld coordinate the installation of bicycle 
construction.. coordinate with SFMTA to 

establish the locatiou and rapks on the Steuart Street plaza with the SF.MTA.· The project spousor wonld work 
number ofbicycle racks. 

with SFMTA to establish the appropriate number and best location of the bicycle 
racks. 

ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFr- SUB.mer TO CHANGE 
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75HowardSt 

Statusffiate 
Completed. 

Considered 
complete upon 
installation of alert 
device. 

Considered 
complete upon 
installation of 
bicycle racks. 
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR 
THE 75 HOW ARD STREET PROJECT 

CTncludes Text for Adooted Mitil!;ation Measures and Improvement Measures) 

MEASURESADOPTEDASCONDITIONSOF Responsibility Monitoring/Report 

APPROVAL for Schedule ing Actions and 
Imolementation Resnonsibilitv 

I-TR-G: Provision of Bicycle Signage and Information Project sponsor Prior to completion of Project sporuor to 

As an improvement measure to facilitate bicycle travel the project sporuor will add construction. coordinate with SFMTA on 

appropriate signage and information in/near bicycle parking areas describing access to appropriate signage. 

local bicycle routes and entries/exits to and from the bicycle parking area. 

I-TR-I: Sidewalk Widening 

To improve pedestrian conditioru in the area and to facilitate pedestrian movement in 
Project sporuor and Throughout the Project sporuor and project 

front of the project site, the project sporuor would work with Planning Department, 
project construction construction duration. corutruction contractor(s) 

SFMTA, and DPW to consider the potential corutruction of a wider sidewalk on the 
eontractor(s) to coruider coordinating 

south side of Howard Street The south sidewalk would be widened by approximately 
with DPW, SFMTA, the 

7 feet, from the an existing width of about 13 .5 feet to approximately 21.5 feet, 
Fire Department, the 

starting at the west edge of the project site and extending east through the proposed 
Planning Department and 

Steuart Street Plaza, and onto The Embarcadero. The project sponsor would be 
other applicable City 

required to fund !he design and corutruction of !bis improvement 
agencies. If required, 

To facilitate passenger drop offs and pick ups, the ~xisting 16-foot-wide sidewalk. 
pontractor to prepare a 
Traffic Control Plan (ICP) 

would be widened for an approximate length of 35 feet at the proposed curbside white for project corutmction 
zone in front of the restaurant entrance near Steuart Street Thus, !he sidewalk activities. 
widening would extend for a total distance of approximately 273 feet, 115 ft. from the 
west edge to Steuart Street, excluding the proposed passenger zone, 76 feet furough 
the proposed Steuart Street Plaza, and 82 feet to The Embarcadero. 

This improvement measure would require that the proposed 24-foot wide curb cut that 
provides access into the Basement Level 1 parking garage and loading docks be 
widened to about 26 feet, in order to facilitate truck tnming movements in and out of 
the building_ 

This improvement measure would also require the additional elimination of four 
automobile and two motorcycle metered spaces on the south side of Howard Street 
(two automobile spaces in front of the project site, and two automobile and two 
motorcycle spaces west of Steuart Street), resulting in the elimination of a total of 15 
automobile and two motorcycle metered spaces by the proposed project and the two 
variants. The increase in parking utilization created by the elimination· of these on-
street spaces would add to the expected parking deficits in the area during the midday 
period, but would be expected to be accommodated by other existing on-street spaces 
in the area durin• !he evenino neriod. The narkin• deficits associated with the 

ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFf- SUBJECT TO CHANGE 
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Status/Date 
Completed 

Considered 
complete upon 
installation of 
bicycle signage. 

Considered 
complete upon 
construction of 
sidewalk 
improvements. 
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR 
THE 75 HOW ARD STREET PROJECT 

ancludes Text for Adopted·Miforntion Measures and Improvement Measures) 

MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDIDONS OF Responsibility Monitoring/Report 
APPROVAL for Schedule ing Actions and 

. Implementation Responsibilitv 
proposed project and Variants would not create a significant parking impact 

I-TR-J: Reservation of Curb Parking for Residential Move-In and 
Move-Out Project sponsor or On-going during Project sponsor or building 

The project sponsor shall ensure that parking spaces on Howard Stree~.adjacent to the 
building management building occupancy. management to recommend 

that teoants schedule and 
project site, are reserved as needed through the SFMTA by calling the San Francisco coordinate move-in and 
Customer Service Center (311) prior to move-in and move-out activities. This would move-out activities with 
reduce the potential for double parking on Howard Street during move-in and move- SFMTA. 
out activities. The project sponsor could also require tenants to schedule and 
coordinate move-in and move-out activities with building management to space out 
loading activities. 

l-TR-K: Installation of Turntable Operation Device 

As an improvement measure to minimize conflicts between incoming vehicles and Project sponsor and On-going during Project sponsor to 

loading operations at the Basement Level l, a device will be installed at the bottom of project construction building occupancy. coordinate with Planning 

the garage ramp to automatically alert motorists wheu the loading turntable is in use. contractor(s) Department on appropriate 

The warning device will provide visual and audible messages to drivers to stop and signage. 

wait for the turntable to. complete its rotation. 

ADMINISTRATIVEDRAFr-SoBmcTTOO!ANGE 
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75 Howard St 

Status/Date 
Completed 

Ongoing for 
duration of 
building 
occupancy. 

Considered 
complete upon 
installation of 
signage. 
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR 
THE 75 HOW ARD STREET PROJECT 

(Includes Text for Adopted Mitigation Measures and lmorovement Measures) 

MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDIDONS OF Responsibility 
Schedule 

Monitoring/Report 
APPROVAL for ing Actions and 

Irnolementation Resoonsibilitv 
I-TR-L: Expanded Traffic Control Plan for Construction 

To reduce potential conflicts between construction activities and pedestrians, transit 
Project sponsor and During project Project sponsor and 
project construction construction. construction contractor to 

and vehicles at the project site, the project sponsor and project contractor would be contractor(s) consider TCP expansion 
required to prepare a Traffic Control Plan (TCP) for the project construction period. measures while meeting 
In addition to the standard elements of the TCP such as coordination with the with Departi,nent of Public 
SFMTA, DPW, San Francisco Fire Department, etc., and the maodat01y compliance Works, SFMTA, the Fire 
with the San Francisco Regulations for Working in San Francisco Streets (the "Blue Departmeot, Muni 
Book"), the expanded TCP could include: Operations, and other City 

Implementation of any necessary lane closiires during tiJ;nes that avoid the a.m. and agencies on feasible 
p.m. peak commute periods, measure to reduce traffic· 

congestion during 
Stationing of uniformed off-duty San Francisco Police officers at various locations construction. 

to facilitate the movement of pedestrians, bicyclists and transit vehicles 

Scheduling of construction truck trips during hours of the day other than the peak 
morning and evening commute periods, and 

Development of a construction activities plan so that certaio activities such as pile 
driving do not distwb the Muni Metro tunnel located west of the project site. 

I-TR-M: Carpool and Transit Access for Construction Workers 
Project sponsor and Implement measure Project sponsor could 

As an improvement measure to minimize parking demand and vehicle trips associated construction throughout all phases of request the construction 
with construction workers, the construction contractor would include methods to contractor(s) construction. contractor to encourage 
encourage carpooling and transit access to the project site by construction workers as Considered complete carpooling and transit 
part of a Construction Management Plan. upon completion of access to the site by 

construction. construction workers. 

I-TR-N: Project Construction Updates for Adjacent Businesses and 
lmplem.,;.t measure Residents Project sponsor 01; Project sponsor to provide 

As an improvement measure to minimize construction impacts on access to nearby 
construction throughout all phases of nearby residences and 
contractor(s) construction. adjacent businesses with 

locations, the project sponsor would provide nearby residences and adjacent Considered complete regularly-updated 
businesses with regularly-updated information regarding project construction, upon completion of information regarding 
including construction activities, peak construction vehicle actiVities (e.g., concrete construction. project construction and 
pours), travel lane closures, parking lane and sidewalk closures. A web site could be appropriate contact 
created by project sponsor that would provide current construction information of information. An e-mail 
interest to neighbors, as well as contact information for specific constroction inquiries notice could be circulated 

AnMINJSTRATIVEDRAFr-SUBJECTTO OIANGE 
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Case No. 201l.l122E 
75 Howard St 

Status/Date 
Completed 

Considered 
complete upon 
approval of Traffic 
Control Plan. 

Considere.d 
complete upon 
completion of 
construction. 

Considered 
complete upon 
completion of 
construction. 
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MEASURESADOP1EDASCONDITIONSOF Responsibility Monitoring/Report 
for Schedule ing Actions and APPROVAL Imnlementation Resnonsibilitv 

or concerns. by the project sponsor that 
would provide cnrrent 
construction information of 
interest to neighbors. 

I-WS-A: As an improvement measure to reduce wind speeds in areas of usable open 
Project sponsor and Prior to building permit Project sponsor shall space on the roof of 1he tower, the project sponsor shall strive to install, or cause to be 

installed, wind reduction measures 1hat could include windscreens along 1he exposed architect issuance. provide building. plans to 

perimeter of the roof Additional windscreens and/or landscaping should be Planning Department and 

considered on 1he west and northwest sides of any seating areas. DBI for review. 

I-BI-A: Tenant Education 
The project sponsor would prqvide 1heir tenants with a copy of 1he City's Standards Project sponsor and On-going during Project sponsor and 
for Bird-Safe Buildings. This is required to educate 1he building's occupants about building management building occupancy. building management to 
the risks to birds of nighttime lighting. consider providing 

educational information 
J?riorto tenant move-in and 
during armua! 
informational meetings. 

I-HY-A: Emergency Plan 
The project sponsor, in conjnnction wi1h 1he building manager, shall.prepare an initial Project sponsor and Plan shall be prepared Project sponsor and 
Emergency Plan 1hat shall include at a minimum: monitoring by 1he building building management prior to building building management to 
manager of agency foreoasts of tsunamis and floods, me1hods for notifying residents occupancy and shall be prepare plan and provide 
and businesses of such risks, and evacuation plans. The plan shall b.e prepared prior updated annually. educational meetings. 
to occupancy of any part of 1he proposed project. The ouilding manager shall Educational meetings 
maintain and update the Emergency Plan annually. The building manager shall shall be held at least 
provide educational meetings for residents and businesses at least three times per year tbree times per year for 
and conduct drills regarding 1he Emergency Plan at least once per year. duration of building 

occupancy. 
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75HowardSt. 

Statusillate 
Completed 

Ongoing for 
duration of 
building 
occupancy. 

Ongoing for 
duration of 
building 
occupancy. 

Ongoing for 
duration of 
building 
occupancy 
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Planning Commission Motion 19450 
HEARING DATE: SEPTEMBER 3, 2015 

Date: August 24, 2015 

Case No.: . 2011.112zxYCUA 
Project Address: 75 Howard Street 
Zoning: C-3-0 (SD) (Downtown Office, Special Development) 

200-S Height and Bulk District 
Block/Lot: 3741/31; 3741/35 (Parcel 3) 
Project Sponsor: Maree L. Sanchez- (212) 237-3129 

RDF 75 Howard LP 

Staff Contact: 

1633 Broadway, Suite 1801 

New York, NY 10019 
msanchez@panrrnount-group.com 
Tina Chang- (415) 575-9197 
Tina.Chang@sfgov.org 

1650 Mlssion St. 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 
CA 94103·2479 

Reception: 
415.551f.6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Planning 
Information: 
415.558.6377 

ADOPTING FINDINGS RELATED TO THE APPROVAL OF A SECTION 309 DETERMINATION OF 
COMPLIANCE AND REQUEST FOR EXCEPTIONS FOR REAR YARD UNDER PLANNING CODE 
SECTION 134, REDUCTION OF GROUND-LEVEL WIND CURRENTS UNDER PLANNING CODE 
SECTION 148, AND HEIGHT AND BULK LIMITS UNDER PLANNING CODE SECTIONS 263.9, 270 
AND 272, TO CONSTRUCT A 20-STORY-OVER-BASEMENT, APPROXIMATELY 220-FOOT TALL 
BUILDING WITH UP TO 133 DWELLING UNITS AND APPROXIMATELY 5,824 SQ. FT. OF 
GROUND FLOOR COMMERCIAL SP ACE, AT 75 HOW ARD STREET WITHIN THE C-3-0(SD) 
(DOWNTOWN OFFICE, SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT) DISTRICT AND THE 200-S HEIGHT AND 
BULK DISTRICT, AND ADOPTING FINDINGS UNDER THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL 

QUALITY ACT. 

PREAMBLE 

Environmental Review 

On March 28, 2013, Jim Abrams of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP on behalf of RDF 75 Howard LP 
(hereinafter "Project Sponsor") filed an application with the Planning Department (hereinafter 
"Department'') for Environmental Review, to allow the demolition of an existing above grade parking 
garage and the construction of a new, approximately 31-story-over-basement, approximately 350-foot'tall, 

www.sfplanning.org 
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75 Howard St. 

432,253 gross square foot (gsf) building containing approximately 5,685 gsf of ground floor commercial 
space, with 186 dwelling-units (the "Original Project") at 75 Howard Street (hereinafter "Project Site"). 

The Department determined that an Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter "EIR")' was required and 
provided public_ notice of that determination by publication in a newspaper of general circulation on July 
31, 2013. 

On July 31, 2013, the Department published a Draft EIR for public review (Case No. 2001.1122E). The 
Draft EIR was available for public comment until September 16, 2013. On September 12, 2013, the 
Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting to solicit 
comments regarding the Draft EIR. 

On J_uly 8, 2015, the Department published a Comments and Responses document, responding to 
comments made regarding the Draft EIR prepared for the Pi;oject. Together, the Comments and 
Responses document and the DEIR comprise the Final EIR ("FEIR"). 

On September 3, 2015, the Commission reviewed and considered the FEIR and found that the contents of 
said report and the procedures through which the FEIR was prepared, publicized, and complied with 
CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and Chapter 31. 

The Commission found the FEIR was adequate, accurate and objective, reflected the independent analysis 
and judgment of the Department and the Commission, and that the summary of comments and responses 
contained no significant _revisions to the DEIR, and certified the FEIR for the Project in compliance with 
CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 31. 

Original Project Applications 

On December 6, 2013, Jim Abrams of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP on behalf of Project Sponsor filed an 
application with the Department for Compliance with Planning Code Section 309 for the Original Project, 
with exceptions for Streetwall Base requirements (Section 132.1), Off-Street Parking requirements (Section 
151.1), Rear Year requirements (Section 134), and Bulk requirements (Sections 270 and 272) within the C-
3-0(SD) (Downtown Office, Special Development) and 200-S Height and Bulk District, to allow the 

demolition of the existing above grade parking garage and the construction of the Original Project at the 
Project Site. 

On December 6, 2013, Jim Abrams of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP, on behalf of Project Sponsor also 
filed an application with the Department for Height and Bulk Reclassification for the Original Project to 
allow the Project Site to be reclassified from the 200-S Height and Bulk District, to the 350-S Height and. 

Bulk District. 

On December 6, 2013, Jim Abrams of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP, on behalf of Project Sponsor also 
filed an application with the Department for General Plan Referral for the Original Project to allow 
certain improvements on the land located on Assessor's Block 3742/Lot 12 and the portion of the Steuart 

Street right-of-way south of Howard Street (the "Open Space Improvement Site"). 

2 
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On December 6, 2013, Jim Abrams of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP, also filed an application for the 
Original Project for certain . variances from the Planning Code, .inclpding dwelling unit exposure 
(Planning Code Section 140) and curb cut width (Planning Code Sections 145.1). 

On December 6, 2013, Jim Abrams of Gibson, Dunn fii; Crutcher, LLP, also filed an application for the 

Original Project for the initiation of a General Plan Amendment to amend the General Plan Urban Design 
Element.Height Map (Map 4) and the Downton Element Height Map (Map 5) to permit the height of the 

Original Project. 

Reduced Height Project Applications 

On August 13, 2014, Jim Abrams of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP on behalf of Project Sponsor filed an 
amendment of application with the Department for Compliance with Planning Code Section 309 to allow 
the demolition of an existing above-grade parking garage and the construction of a new, approximately 
26-story-over-]:,asement, approximately 292-foot tall building containing approximately 409,150 gsf, ·with 
approximately 4,250 gsf of .ground floor commercial space and 159 dwelling-units (the "Reduced Height 
Project") at the Project Site, with exceptions for Streetwall Base requirements (Section 132.1), Off-Street 
Parking requirements (Section 151.1), Rear Yard requirements (Section 134), and Bulk requirements 

(Sections 270 and 272). 

On August 13, 2014, Jim Abrams of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP, on behalf of Project Sponsor filed 
with the Department an amend~ent of application for Height and Bulk Reclassification for the Reduced 
Height Project to allow the Project Site to be reclassified from the 200-S Height and Bulk District, to the 

300-S Height and Bulk District. 

On August 13, 2014, Jim Abrams of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP, also filed an amended application for 
the Reduced Height Project for certain variances from the Planning Code, including dwelling unit 
exposure (Planning Code Section 140) and curb cut width (Planning Code Sections 145.1). 

On August 13, 2014, Jim Abrams of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP, also filed an amended application for 
the Reduced Height Project for the initiation of a General Plan Amendment to amend the General Plan 
Urban Design Element Height Map (Map 4) and the Downtown Element Height Map (Map 5) to permit . 
the height of the Reduced Height Project. 

Unlike the Original Project, the Reduced Height Pr'ojed: did not include the proposed improvements to 
the Open Space Improvement Site, and as such on August 13, 2014, the Project Sponsor rescinded the 
application for General Plan Referral filed for the Original Project. 

Code Compliant Project Applications/Current Project 

On April 30, 2015, Sara Ghalandari of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP on behalf of Project Sponsor filed an 
amended application with the Department for Compliance with Planning Code Section 309 with 

exceptions for Rear Year requirements (Section 134), requirements. for the reduction of Ground-Level 
Wind Currents (Section 148) and Height and Bulk limits (Sections 263.9, 270 and 272) within the C-3-
0(SD) (Downtown Office, Special Development) and 200-S Height and Bulk District, to allow the 
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demolition of an existing above grade parking garage and the construction of a new, 20-story-over

basement, approximately 220-foot tall, 284,300 gsf building containing approximately 5,824 gsf of ground 

floor retail space, and 133 dwelling-units (the "Code Compliant Project", also referred to herein as the 

"Project") at the Project Site. 

On April 30, 2015, Sara Ghalandari of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP on behalf of Project Sponsor also 

filed an amended application for the Project for certain variances from the Planning Code. The following 
variances are part of the Project: dwelling unit exposure (Planning Code Section 140) and curb cut width 

(Planning Code Sections 145.1). 

On May 11, 2015, Sara Ghalandari of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP on behalf Project Sponsor also filed 
an 'application for Conditional Use Authorization (CUA) to permit residential accessory off-street parking 
in excess of the principally permitted amounts (Section 155.1). 

Unlike the Original Project or the Reduced Height Project, the Project co.mplies with the underlying 
Height and Bulk District and zoning constraints, subject to certain exceptions discussed herein, and does 
not require a Height and Bulk Reclassification or a General Plan Amendment. As such, on June 4, 2015, 
the Project Sponsor rescinded the applications for General Plan Amendment and Height and Bulk 
Reclassification filed for the Original Project and the Reduced Height Project. 

The Planning Department, Jonas P. Ionin, is the custodian of records; all pertinent documents are located 

in the File for Case No. 2011.1122XVCUA, at 1650 Mission Street, Fourth Floor, San Francisco, California. 

Planning Department staff prepared a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting program (MMRP), which 

material was made available to the public and this Commission for this Commission's review, 

consideration and action. 

On July 7, 2015, the Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) Commission of the City 

and County of San Francisco, commonly known as the "Successor Agency'' to the former San Francisco 
Redevelopment Agency (SFRDA), approved and agreed to enter into a delegation agreement with the 

Department (the "Delegation.Agreement") regarding that portion of the Project Site consisting of a small, 

Unimproved trian~ar portion of real property within Block 3741/Lot 35, commonly referred to as 
"Parcel 3" (the "Unimproved Triangle"), which is a part of, and subject to, the Rincon Point South Beach 

Redevelopment Plan Area ( the "Redevelopment Plan''). On September 3rd, the Planning Commission 

accepted delegation from OCII. Per the Delegation Agreement, the Department will review and 

determine consistency and compliance with the Redevelopment Plan as to that portion of the Project that 
is within the Redevelopment Plan Area. 

The Department has reviewed the plans for the proposed Project attached hereto as E.xhibit B and has 

determined that the portion of the proposed building th.at is within the Redevelopment Plan Area is 

consistent with the Redevelopment Plan. It further determined that the portion of the building that falls 

within the Unimproved Triangle consists only of the below-grade garage, and a small corner of the 

building and streetscape and landscapmg on floors 1 through 7, and the very edge of the building corner 

on floors 8 through 11 and nothing on floors 12 or above (the "Improvements Within the Redevelopment 

Area"). Pursuant to the Delegation Agreement, the Planning Department approved the design of portion 
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of the Project within the Redevelopment Plan Area. The Project requires a Section 309 Authorization 
from the Planning Commission (the "Commission") as to those portions of the building exclusively 
within the jurisdiction of the City ~f San Francisco (the "City") since almost the entire building is within 
exclusive City jurisdiction. The staff recommends that· the Planning Commission confirm the 
Department's approval of the design of the Improvements Within the Redevelopme~t Area pursuant to 

this Section 309 Authorization by approving the entirety of the design for the proposed building as 
l?hown on the plans att~ched as Exhibit B to this motion. 

The Commission has heard and cori.sidered the testimony presented to it at the public hearing and has 
further considered written materials and oral testimony presented on behalf of the applicant, Department 
staff, and other interested parties. 

MOVED, that the Commission hereby approves the Downtown Project Authorization requested in 
Application No. 2011.1122.XVCUA (including those portions of the Project located within the Rincon 
Point South Beach Redevelopment Plan Area), subject to the conditions contained in "EXHIBIT A" of this 
motion, based on the following findings: 

FINDINGS 

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

1. The above recitals are accurate and constitute findings of this Commission . 

. 2. Site Description and Present Use. The Project Site consists of a lot developed with an 8-story 
above grade parking garage (the "Parking Garage Lot") and includes what has been referred to 
as "the Unimproved Triangle" (3741/35, Parcel 3), that is within the Rincon Point South Beach 
Redeveiopment Plan Area. The Project Sponsor intends to merge the Unimproved Triangle with 
the Parking Garage Lot through a lot line adjustment. The subject property is located at the 
intersection of Howard and Steuart Streets, on a block bounded by Folsom and .Spear Streets in 
the Financial District. The subject property is located within the boundaries of the Transit Center 
District Plan Area and is located at the eastern edge of. the District Plan Area. The subject · . 

property is 20,931 sq. ft. in size with approximately 156.feet of frontage on Howard Street and 134 
feet of frontage on Steuart Street. The subject property is currently used as an eight-story, above 
grade parking garage with approximately 550 parking spaces. 

3. Surrounding Properties and Neighborhood. The subject property is located at the hi.tersection 
of Howard and Steuart Streets, on a block bounded by Folsom and Spear Streets in the Financial 
District. .The subject property is located within the C-3-0(SD) (Downtown Office, Special 
Development) District and 200-S Height and Bulk District. The current development of this 
location, with the above-grade parking garage, represents an under-utilized site within the 

downtown core. Office and residential m;es predominate, though some tourist and retail uses are 
present. The buildings to the north, south and west of the subject property are taller than the 

proposed Project. 

SAN fR"AtiCISCO 
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4. Project Description. The Project Sponsor proposes to demolish fue existing above grade, eight

story parking garage, merge parcel 3741/031, approximately 20,595sf in size wifu parcel 3741/035, 
approximately 337 sf, which is undeveloped and µnder fue Rincon Point Soufu Beach 
Redevelopment Plan Area, and construct a new 20-story-over-garage, 284,300 gsf, 133-unit 

residential building wifu 5,824 sq. ft ·of ground floor retail space, 100 off-street parking spaces, 
and 123 bicycle parking spaces (108 Oass 1; 15 Class 2). The residential units would consist of 36 
one bedroom units (27%), 71 two bedroom units (53%), 23 three bedroom units (17%), and 3 four 

bedroom units (2.%). Commercial space would be located on bofu the Howard and Steuart Street 
frontages. 

5. Public Comment. On earlier iterations of fue Project (fue Original Project and fue Reduced 
H~ight Alternative), fue Department received comments from the neighboring community 
expressing concerns about fue proposed height increase of fue Original Project and fue Reduced 
He1ght Alternative. The Sponsor has addressed fuese concerns in fue current design by reducing 

. fue height and total area, resulting in a Code complian.t building that complies wifu fue 
underlying Height and Bulk District and zoning constraints, subject to certain exceptions 

discii.ssed herein. The Department received inquiries fro~ members of fue public regarding fue 
Project in its current form. 

6. Planning Code Compliance: The Commission finds fuat fue Project (including fuat portion of 
fue Project located wifuin the Rincon Point Soufu Brach Redevelopment Area) is consistent wifu 
fue relevant provisions of fue Planning Code in fue following manner: . 

A. Rear Yard Requirement. Planning Code Section 134 requires that any builqing containing a 
dwelling unit in a Downtown Commercial District must provide a rear yard equal tq 25 
percent of fue total lot depfu at all residential levels. 

The Project does not provide a rear yard that complies with this Code requirement, and as such, 

requires a rear yard exception under Planning Code Section 309. A 309 exception may be granted so 
long. as the "building location and configuration assi+re adequate light and air to windows within the 

residential units and to the usable open space provided." See Section 7, below, for 309 findings. 

B. Exposure. Planning Code Section 140 requires at least one room within every dwelling unit 
to face directly on an open area that is either (1) a public street or alley that is at least 25 feet 
in width, or a side yard or rear yard fuat meets the requirements·of fue Planning Code, or (2) 
an open area fuat is unobstructed and is no less than 25 feet in every horizontal dimension for 
the floor at which fue· dwelling unit in question is location and at the floor immediately above 
it, wifu an increase of five feet in every horizontal dimension at each subsequent floor. 

Approximately 39 dwelling units (most of which face south) would not comply with this requirement. 

These units would face the open space for the Gap Inc. Headquarters and the at-grade adjacent parking 

lot, which is open for a distance in excess of 150 feet. A variance from Section 140 is being sought as 

part of this Project for a total of 39 units that do not comply with the exposure requirements of the 

Code. 
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C. Wind. Planning Code Section 148 requires that new construction in Downtown Commercial 
Districts will not cause ground-level wind currents to exceed pedestrian comfort levels. This 
standard requires that wind speeds not exceed 11 miles per hour in areas of substantial 
pedestrian use for more fuan 10 percent of the time year round, between 7:00 AM and 6:00 

PM. The requirements of fuis Section apply either when preexisting ambient wip_d speeds at a 
site exceed the comfort level and are not being eliminated as a result of the project, or when 
the project may result in wind conditions exceeding the comfort criterion. 

. . 

The existing conditions at the Project Site indicate that 14 of the 58 test points exceed the Planning 
Code's comfort criterion. With the Project, three comfort exceedances would be eliminated, two would 
remain unchanged, eight would be decreased, and one would be increased, resulting in a total of 11 
comfort exceedances. A Section 3.09 exception is being sought because the Project would not eliminate 
the existing 11 of the 58 test locations meeting or exceeding the Planning Code's comfort criterion. 
Exceptions from the comfort criterion may be granted through the 309 process, but no exception may 

· be granted where a project would cause wind speeds at the site to reach or exceed the hazard level of 26 
mph for a single hour of the year. There are no hazardous wind speeds caused by the Project. 

D. Off-Street Freight Loading. Planning Code Section 152.1 requires that projects in fue C-3 
District that include the addition of 100,000-200,000 sq. ft. of residential space must provide 
one off-street freight loading space within the project. 

The Project provides two loading spaces accessed via Howard Street, and therefore complies with the 
loading requirement. 

E. Parking. Planning Section 151.1 allows up to one car for each two dwelling units as-of-right, 
and up to three cars for each four dwelling units as a conditional use. For non-residential 
uses, the Code does not provide a total number of permitted spaces, but instead limits 
parking to an area equivalent to 3.5% of the total gross floor area of such uses. 

The Project contains 133 dwelling units. Per Planning Section 151.1, 67 parking spaces are 
principally permitted (13312 = 66.5) for residential uses, and an additional 33 parking spaces are 
conditionally permitted (133/.75 = 99.75 - 66.5 = 33.25) for residential uses. As such, the Project may 
provide up to 100 parking spaces for residential uses with a· Conditional Use permit. The Project 
proposes, as permitted by Planning Section 151.1, a total of 100 parked cars and thus complies with 
this requirement. A Conditional Use application for the 33 conditionally permitted parking spaces is 
being· sought as part of the Project. The Project does not propose any parking for the retail uses. 

F. Signage. Currently, fuere is not a proposed sign program on file with the Planning 
Department. Any proposed signage will be subject to the review and approval of the 
Planning Department pursuant to the provisions of Article 6 of the Planning Code. 

G. Maxim.um Floor Area Ratio (Section 124). The floor area ratio (FAR) limit as defined by 
Planning Code Section 124 for the C-3-0(SD) District is 6.0:1. Under Sections 123 ~d 128 of 
the Planning Code, the FAR can be increased to 9.0 to 1 with the purchase of transferable 
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development rights ("TDR''), and may exceed. 9.0 to 1 without FAR liri:iitations through 
participation in the Transit Center District Mello-Roos Community Facilities District, 

·pursuant to Section 424.8. 

The Project Site has a lot area of approximately 20,931 square feet. Therefore, up to 125,586 square 
feet of Gross Floor Area ("GFA") is allowed under the basic FAR limit, and up to 188,379 square feet 
of.CF A is permitted with the purchase of TD R. As shown in the conceptual plans for the Project, the 
building would include 284,300 square feet of GF A. Conditions of approval are included to require the 
Project Sponsor to purchase TDRfor the increment of development between 6.0 to 1 FAR and 9.0 to 1 
FAR, and to participate in the Transit Center District Mello-Roos Community Facilities District as 
the project exceeds an FAR of 9.0 to 1. Therefore the Project complies with Section 124. 

H. Residential Open Space (Section 135). Planning Code Section 135 requires that private 
usable open space be provided at a ratio of 36 sq. ft. per dwelling unit or that common usable 
open be provided at a ratio of 47.88 sq. ft. per dwelling unit. 

The Project includes 133 units. The Project would provide at least 36 square feet of private open space 
for 84 of the dwelling units through private balconies. A total of 2,352 square feet of commonly 
accessible open space would be required for the remaining 49 units without a balcony, which would be 
provided in the form of common space on the second floor. Therefore, the Project complies with Section 
135. 

L Public Open Space (Section 138). New buildings in the C-3-0 (SD) Zoning District must 

provide public open space at a ratio of one sq. ft. per 50 gross square feet of all uses, except 
residential uses, institutional uses, and uses in a predominantly retail/personal services 
building. This public open space must be located on the same site as the building or within 

900 feet of it within a C-3 district. 

Ground floor retail space in the C-3 Districts that is less than 5,000 sq. ft. and less than 75 percent of 
the ground floor area and, is excluded from gross floor area and is therefore not required to provide the 
associated publically accessible open space. The Project includes approximately 5,824 sq. ft. of ground 
floor retail space, 5,000 sq.ft. of which is exempt from the requirement. However, because the building· 

. . 
is principally a residential use building, it is not required to provide any public open space for the 
remaining commercial space. 

J. Streetscape Improvements (Section 138.1). Planning Code Section 138.1 requires that when a 
new building is constructed in the C-3 District, street trees and sidewalk paving must be 
provided. Under Section 138.l(c), the Commission may also require the Project Sponsor to 
install additional sidewal~ improvements such as lighting, special paving, seating and 
landscaping in accordance with the guidelines of the Downtown Streetscape Plan if it finds 
that these improvements are necessary to meet the goals· and objectives of the General Plan. 

SAN fltAllCISC!I 

The Project proposes streetscape elements along Howard and Steuart Streets as part of a Streetscape 
plan. Features include street trees and landscaping consistent with City Standards. The Howard Street 
sidewalk will be widened as required by the Department of .Public Works, and includes publically-
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accessible bike parking. The Streetscape Plan will continue to be refined through the Site Permit 
process, as required by the.Conditions of Approval. Therefore, the Project complies with Section 138.1. 

K. Active Frontages - Loading and Driveway Entry Width (Section 145.1(c)(2)). Section 
145.l(c)(Z) limits the width of parking and loading entrances to no more than one-third the 

width of the street frontage of a structure, or 20 feet, whichever is less. 

· The Project includes a single entrance for both parking and loading. Access into the parking garage 
would be through a 26-foot wide two-way curb cut serving a 24-foot wide garage entrance at the west 
end of the proposed building along Howard Street, near the same northwest corner location as the 
entrance to the existing 75 Howard Garage. This width exceeds the maximum 20-foot width 
limitation specifi~d by Section 145.1(c)(2). The Transportation Impact Study prepared for the Project 
indicates that a 24-foot curb cut and building entrance is required for the building to facilitate truck 
turning movements in and out of the building. This dimension has. been increased to 26 feet to 
accommodate the longer fuming movement generated by the requested widening of the sidewalk to the 
east of the driveway on Howard Street. A variance from Section 145(c)(2) is being sought as part of 
this Project for the driveway width that does not comply with the parking and loading width 
requirements of the Code. 

L. Street Frontage in Commercial Districts: Active Uses (145.1(c)(3)). Planning Code Section 
145.l(c)(3) requires that within Downtown Commercial Districts, space for "active uses" shall 
be provided within the first 25 feet of building depth on the ground floor. 

The ground. floor space along Howard and Steuart Streets have active uses with direct access to the 
sidewalk within the first 25 feet of building depth and are thus compliant with this Code Section. The 
only non-active uses along public frontages are the parking and loading access, and exit corridor access 
which are specifically exempt from the active uses requirement. The building lobby is considered an 
active use because it does :not exceed 40 feet per 145.1(b)(2)(C). 

M. Street Frontage in Commercial Districts: Ground Floor Transparency (Section 145.1((:)(6)). 
Planning Code Section 145.l(c)(6) requires that within Downtown Commercial Districts, 
frontages with active uses that are not residential or PDR must be fenestrated with 
transparent windows and doorways for no less than 60 percent of the street frontage at the 
ground leve~ and allow visibility to the inside of the building. 

More than 95% of the approximately .110 foot Steuart Street. ground floor frontage consists of an all
glass storefront system. Because of the Code-required loading access from Howard Street and Code
required egress routes,· 85% of the approximately 140 foot ground floor Howard Street frontage 
consfats of an all-glass storefront S)jstem. 

N. Shadows cin Public Sidewalks (Section 146). Planning Code Section 146(a) establishes 
design requirements for buildings on certain streets in order to maintain direct sunlight on 

public sidewalks in certain downtown areas during critical use periods. Section 146(c) 
requires that other buildings, not located on the specific streets identified in Section 146(a), 

· shall be shaped to reduce substantial shadow impacts on public sidewalks, if it can be done 
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without unduly creating an unattractive design and without unduly restricting development 
potential. 

Section 146(a) does not apply to construction on Howard or Steuart Streets, and therefore does not 
apply' to the Project. With respect to s.ection 146(c), the Project would replace an above grade parking 
garage with a 20-story-over-garage residential structure. Although the Project would create new 
shadows on sidewalks and pedestrian areas adjacent to the site, the Project's shadows would be limited 
in ficope·and would not increase the total amount of shading above levels that are commonly accepted 
in urban areas. The Project is proposed at a height that is consistent with the zoned height for the 
property and could not be further shaped to reduce substantial shadow effects on public sidewalks 
without creating an unattractive design and without unduly restricting development potential. 
Therefore, the Project complies with Section 146. 

0. Shadows on Public Open Spaces (Section 147). Planning Code Section 147 seeks to reduce 
substantial shadow impacts on p4blic plazas and other pu.blicly accessible open spaces other 
than those protected under Section 295. Consistent with the dictates of good design and 
without unduly restricting development potential, .buildings taller than 50 foet should be 
shaped to reduce substantial· shadow impacts on open spaces subject to Section 147. In 
determining whether a ·shadow is substantial, the following factors shall be taken into 
account: the area shaded, the shadow's duration, and the importance of sunlight to the area 

in question. 

A shadow analysis determined that the Project would not cast net new shadow on any other open space 
under the jurisdiction of, or designated to be acquired by, the Recreation and Park Commission. 

The Project would cast shadows on existing publicly-a·ccessible open spaces in the area other than those 
protected under Section 295. 

There are 15 privately owned, publicly accessible open spaces ("POfOs") that are within reach of the 
shadow from the Project or variants. Per the DEIR, which analyzed the effect of the shadow from the 
Original Project.or.variants on these POPOs, only two. of them were shown to be affected by the 
Original Project or variants. For short periods of time in the morning, the Original Project or variants 
would cast net new shadows on the POPOs at the Rincon Center (during the spring and autumn) and 
160 Spear Street (during the summer). The short duration and transitory nature of the shadows 
would not have substantially affected the use of these POPOs, although these POPOs may be less 
pleasant without sunlight. Although the revised proposed Project of.220 feet is shorter than the 
Original Project of 350 feet, it is anticipated that the proposed Project would have a similar (though 
slightly reduced due to the shorter height) shadow impact ·on Rincon Center and 160 Spear Street. 
Many POPOs in downtown San Francisco are shadowed during the day but are still used, because 
some people may prefer to sit in the shade instead of under direct sunlight. Overall, the Project or 
variants would not increase the amount of shadow on these POPOs above levels that are common and 
generally expected in densely developed urban environments. For these reasons, the proposed Project 
or variants would have a less-than-significant shadow impact on the POPOs at the Rincon Center and 
160 Spear Street. 
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The shadow study for Rincon Park was updated to reflect the revised proposed Project of 220 feet as set 
forth in a t.echnical memorandum dated May 20, 2015 by SWCA Turnstone Consulting and addressed 
to the Planning Departments Environmental Planner assigned to the Project. The updated study 
demonstrates that the Project or variants would cast net new shadow on the northern and central 
portions of Rincon Park in the afternoon on most days throughout the year. The affected areas include 
landscaping (the grassy lawn area), the pedestrian path adjacent to and west of the sculpture, th~ 
seating areas and the pedestrian path along the eastern perimeter of the park, and the seating areas east 
of the sculpture. The Project or variants would not cast net new shadow on Rincon Park in the 
morning or at mid-day. Although for purposes of the California Environmental Quality Act analysis, 
this impact was found to be Significant and Unavoidable, as stated in the FEIR for the Project, any 
development of approximately 100 feet or taller on the Project Site would shadow Rincon Park in the 
afternoon· on most days of the year, resulting in unavoidable shadow impacts similar to those caused by 
the Project. The annual net new shadow expressed as a percentage of the Theoretical Annual Available 
Sunlight (TAAS) under the proposed project is only 1.3% of the TAAS according to an updated 
technical memorandum dated July 81h by SWCA Turnstone Consulting. Further, the top 20' of the 
structure has been designed with transparent, bird-safe glass, which would reduce the shadow impact 
on Rincon Park. Even with the proposed Project, the total amount of shadow on Rincqn Park as a 
proportion of the theoretical maximum sunlight is ve'ry small relative to most other Downtown Parks. 
The Project could not be depigned in a manner that would substantially reduc;;e shadow impacts on 
Rincon Park without unduly restricting the site's development potential. 

Furthermore, the Project. will be subject to payment of development impact fees required as part of the 
Transit Center District, including payment into the Transit Center District Mello-Roos Community 
Facilities District (Section 424.8), and the Transit Center Open Space and Transportation and Street 
Improvement Fees (Section 424.6). These fees will be used to fund open space improvements within 
the Transit Center downtown area, and would benefit the City and would be consistent with the intent 
of the Code by aiding in the creation of new parks and open space within the downtown core. 

Therefore, the Project complies with Section 147. 

P. Ground Level Wind (Section 148). Pursuant to Section 148, in C-3 Districts, buildings and 
additions to existing buildings shall 'be shaped, or other wind-baffling measures shall be 
adopted, so that the developments will not cause ground-level wind currents to exceed more 
than 10 percent of the time year round, between 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., the comfort level of 
.11 miles per hour equivalent wind speed in areas of substantial pedestrian use and seven 
miles per hour equivalent wind speed in public seating areas. 

SAtlffiANCISC~ 

When preexisting ambient wind speeds exceed the comfort level, or when a proposed 
building or addition may cause ambient wind speeds to exceed the comfort level, the 
building shall be designed to reduce the ambient wind speeds to meet the requirements. An 
exception may be granted, in accordance with the provisions of Section 309, allowing the 
building. or addition to add to the amount of time that the comfort level is exceeded by the 
least practical amount if (1) it can be shown that a building or addition cannot be shaped and 

other wind-baffling measures cannot be adopted to meet the foregoing requirements without 
creating an unattractive and ungailliy building form and without unduly restricting the 
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development potential of the building site in question, and (2) it is concluded that, because of 
the limited amount by which the comfort level is exceeded, the limited location in which the 
comfort level is exceeded, or the limited time during which the comfort level is exceeded, the· 
addition is insubstantial. No exception shall _be granted and no building or addition shall be 
permitted that causes equivalent wind speeds to reach or exceed the hazard level ·of 26 miles 

per hour for a single hour of the year. 

A total of 58 test point locations along sidewalk areas adjacent to and near the Project Site were 

selected for the purpose of analyzing existing and proposed wind levels and wind near the Project Site 

pursuant to Planning Code Section 148. Under existing conditions - without the Project -14 of the 

test locations exceeded the Planning Code's pedestrian ·comfort level of 11 mph (more than 10 percent 

of the time), and no test locations exceeded the wind hazard criterion (speeds reaching or exceeding the 

hazard level of26mph, as averaged for a single full hour of the year). With the Project, three comfort 

exceedances would be eliminated, two would remain unchanged, eight would be decreased, and one 

would be increased, resulting in a total of 11 comfort exceedances. 

Not eliminating all of the pre-existing comfort exceedances as part of the Project requires an exception 

pursuant to Planning Code Section 309, as outlined in Section 7, below. 

. . 
Q. Car Share (Section 166). Planning Code Section 166 requires one car share parking space for 

residentia! projects with between 50 and 200 dwelling units. 

The Project complies with Section 166 because it provides. two off-street car share parking space within 

the below-grade garage. 

R. Bicycle Parking (Section 155.2). For buildings with more than 100 dwelling units, Planning 
Code Section 155.2 requires 100 Oass 1 spaces plus one Cla:ss 1 space for every four dwelling 
units over 100, and one Class 2 space per 20 units. For the retail space, Section 155.2 requires 
a minimum of two spaces. 

The Project complies with Section 155.2 because it provides 108 Class 1 parking spaces (100 spaces + 
8(33/4=8.25 spaces) requfred) and 7 Class 2 spaces (133 units/20 = 7 spaces required) for the 

residential units. Eight Class 2 (5,824 sf I 2,500 = 2 spaces required) common spaces are provided for 

the restaurant!cafe uses. All Class 1 spaces are located at the first basement level, accessible by 

elevator from the street, and all Class 2 spaces are located on the Howard Street sidewalk. 

S. Density (Section 210.2). Planning Code Sections 2i0.2 establish.es no density limit in the C-3 
Districts. Density is regulated by the permitted height and bulk, and required setbacks, 
exposure, and open. space of each development lot. 

SAN FRAfJ(;ISC(I 

The Project contains 133 dwelling units, which is allowed in the C-3-0(SD) District. The elimination 

of density controls in the C-3 Districts was recently approved through Ordinance No. 22-15 (Board 

File No. 141253); previously, density was principally permitted at a ratio of 1 unit per 125 sf of lot 

area and conditionally permitted above that amount. 
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T. Height (Section 260 and 263.9). The property is located in a 200-S Height and Bulk District, 
thus permitting structures up to a height of 220 feet. Section 263.9 allows an addition 10 
percent of the heights shown on the Zoning Map in S Districts as an extension of the upper 
tower subject to the volume reduction requirements of the Code. The additional height may 
be allowed if determined that the upper tower volume is distributed in a way that will add to 
the sense of slenderness of the building and to the visual interest of the termination of the 
building, and that the added height will improve the appearance of the sky-line when 
viewed from a distance, and will not adversely affect light and air to adjacent properties, and 
will not add significant shadows to public open spaces. 

The Project would reach a height of approximately 220 feet to the roof of the building, with various 
features such as elevator/stair penthouses, mechanical structures, an enclosed recreation space, and 
parapets extending above the 220-foot height limit in accordance with the height exemptions allowed 
through Planning Code Section 260(b). 

To reach 220 feet, the Project would seek the 10% upper tower extension permitted per Section 263.9. 

The relatively small 20 foot extension of the upper tower makes a significant improvement in the 
overall proportions of the b·uilding by increasing the proportion of the upper tower significantly 
relative to the base and middle tower, and by allowing a smaller overall footprint and mass in the lower 
tower than otherwise permitted by the Code. It also allows the design of the roof and mechanical screen 
to be better integrated into the design of the building, creating a more elegant and distinctive form in 
the skyline. The roof screen is detailed with a transparent, bird-safe glass which has been designed to 
blend-in with the rest of the structure, while also reducing shadow impacts on Rincon Park. As noted 
in the DEIR, the project creates no new shadows on open spaces under the jurisdiction of the 
Recreation and Park Department and subject to Section 295. The Project does contribute to the 
"significant and unavoidable" impact to other publicly accessible spaces created by other existing 
buildings, but the difference between the shadow cast by a 200 foot tall and 220 foot tall building of 
similar overall volume is minor. 

Since the 20-foot upper tower extension is not reduced by the volume reduction requirements set forth 
in the Planning Code, an exception is required under Planning Code Section 309. 

U. Shadows on Parks (Section 295). Section 295 requires any project proposing a structure 
exceeding a height of 40 feet to undergo a shadow analysis in order to determine if the 
project would result in the net addition of shadow to properties under the jurisdiction of the 
Recreation and Park Department. 

The Department conducted a shadow analysis and determined that the Project would not shade any 
properties under the jurisdiction of, or designated for acquisition by, the Recreation and Park 
Department. 

V. Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program (Section 415). Planning Code Section 415 sets 
forth the requirements and procedures for the Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program. 
Under Planning Code Section 415.3, the· current percentage requirements apply to projects 
that consist of ten or more units, where the first application (EE or BP A) was. applied. for on 
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or after July 18, 2006. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 415.5, the Project must pay the 
Affordable Housing Fee ("Fee"). TIUs Fee is made payable to the Department of Building 

Inspection ("DBI") for use by the Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development 
for the purpose of increasing affordable housing citywide. 

The Project Sponsor has submitted a 'Affidavit of Compliance with the Inclusionary Affordable 

Housing Program: Planning Code Section 415,' to satisfy the requirements of the Inclusionary 

Affordable Housing Program through payment of the Fee, in an amount to be established by the 

Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development at a rate equivalent to an off-site 

requirement of 20%. The Project Sponsor has not selected an alternative to payment of the Fee and 

will comply with Section 415 through payment of the Fee. 

W. Street Trees (Sections 138.1and428). Section 138.1 requires.the installation of street trees in 
the case of the construction of a new building. One 24-inch box tree is required for every 20 
feet of property frontage along each street or alley, with any remaining fraction of ten feet or 
more of frontage requiring an additional tree. The species and locations of trees installed in 
the public right-of-way shall be subject to approval by the Department of Public Works 
(DPW). The requirements of Section 138.1 may be waived or modified by the Zoning 
Administrator, pursuant to Section 428, where DPW cannot grant approval due to practical 
difficulties. 

The Project includes a total of approximately 290 feet of street frontage along the Howard and Steuart 

Street frontages, which means that fifteen street trees are required. According to the Department of 

Public Works, only ten of the required fifteen street trees can feasibly be installed. When a pre-existing 

site constraint prevents the installation of a street tree, the Sponsor can pay an in-lieu fee. Conditions 

of appio.val have to been added to require the Project to plant ten (10) street trees and pay an in-lieu fee 

for the remaining five (5) trees, thereby complying with Section 138.1 and 428. 

As required for all street trees required within the C-3 Zoning Districts, the trees would have a 

· minimum 2 inch caliper, measured at breast height; branch a minimum of 80 inches above sidewalk 

grade; be planted in a sidewalk ~pening at least 16 square feet and have a minimum soil depth of 3 feet 

6 inches; and include street tree basins edged with decorative treatment, such as pavers or cobbles. 

X. Public Art (Section 429). In the case of construction of a new building or addition of floor 
area in excess of 25,000 sf to an existing building in a C-3 District, Section 429· requires a 
project to include works of art costing an amount equal to one percent of the construction 
cost of the building. 

The Project would comply with this Section by dedicating one percent of the Project's construction 

cost to works of art. The public art concept and location will be subsequently presented to the Planning 

Commission at an informational presentation. 

7. Exceptions Request Pursuant to Planning Code Section 309. The Planning Commission has 
considered the following exceptions to the Planning Code, makes the following findings and 
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grants each exception to the entire Project (including that portion located within the Rincon Point 
South Beach Redevelopment Plan Area) as further described below: 

a. Section 134: Rear Yard. Section 134(a)(1) of the Planning Code requires a rear yard equal 
to 25 percent of the lot depth to be provided at the first level containing a dwelling unit, 
and at every subsequent level. Per Section 134(d), exceptions to the rear yard 
requirements may be granted provided that the building location and configuration 
assure adequate light and air to the residential units and the open space provided. 

The Project would not meet the Code's rear year requirement, and requests an exception in order 
to provide a rear yard of 15 feet in depth which is less than 25% of the lot. Section 134(d) allows 
for an exception to the rear yard requirement pursuant to the Section 309 Downtown Project 
Authorization process so long as the "building location and configuration assure adequate light 
and air to windows within the residential units and to the usable open space provided." The 
proposed rear yard is adequate to allow significant glazing per the Building Code on the south side 
of the lot. Further, the adjacent property to the south is currently an at-grade parking lot with a 
highly irregular shape, limited access, and a small footprint. It is unlikely that this parcel could be 
developed and particularly unlikely that a tall building could be constructed given access, setback, 
and Building Code requirements. The next lot immediately south contains open space for the 
relatively recently constructed Gap Corporation Headquarters, which is unlikely to be redeveloped 
in the foreseeable future. Finally, the proposed Project sits on a corner lot, making the typical 
pattern of mid-block rear yards inappropriate at this site. Therefore, it is appropriate to grant an 
exception from the rear yard requirements of Planning Code Section 134. Rear yard exceptions 
are commonly granted and appropriate in downtown locations given the lot configurations and 

.__,_1 urban design considerations informing the architecture of downtown buildings. 

b. Section 148: Ground-Level Wind Currents. In C-3 Districts, buildings and additions to 
existing buildings shall be shaped, or other wind-baffling measures shall be adopted, so 
that the developments will not cause ground"level wind currents to exceed more than 10 
percent of the time year round, between 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., the comfort level of 11 
miles per hour equivalent wind speed in areas of substantial pedestrian use and seven 
miles per hour equivalent wind speed in public seating areas ... 

When preexisting ambient wind speeds exceed the comfort level, or when a proposed 
building or addition may cause ambient wind speeds to exceed the comfort level, the 
building shall be designed to reduce the ambient wind speeds to meet the requirements. 
An exception may be granted, in accordance with the provisions of Section 309, allowing 
the building or addition to add to the amount 0£ time that the comfort level is exceeded 
by the least practical amount if (1) it can be shown that a building or addition cannot be 
shaped and other wind-baffling measures cannot be adopted to meet the foregoing 
requirements without creating an unattractive and ungainly building form and without 
unduly restricting the development potential of the building site in question, and (2) it is 
concluded that, because of the limited amount by which the comfort leveL is exceeded, 
the limited location in which the comfort level is exceeded, or the limited time during 

. which the comfort level is exceeded, the addition is insubstantial. 
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Section 309(a)(2) permits exceptions from the Section 148 ground-level wind current 
requirements. No exception shall be granted and no building or addition shall be 
permitted that causes equivalent wind speeds to reach or exceed the hazard level of 26 
miles per hour for a single hour of the year. 

Independent consultants analyzed ground-level wind currents in the vicinity of the Project Site. A 

wind tunnel analysis, the results of which are included in a technical memorandum prepared by 

RWDI Consulting Engineers & Scientists, was conducted using a scale model of the Project Site 

and its immediate vicinity. 

Comfort Criterion 

Based on existing conditions, 14 of the 58 sidewalk locations tested currently exceed the pedestrian 

comfort level of 11 mph, with wind speeds ranging from 12 to 17 mph. 

With the Project, three comfort exceedances. would be eliminated, two would remain unchanged, 

eight would be decreased, and one would be increased, resulting. in a total of 11 comfort 

exceedances. The range of wind speeds with the Project would be similar to existing conditions, 

with wind speeds in sidewalk pedestrian areas ranging from 5 mph to 16 mph. With 

implementation of the Project, there would be localized changes throughout the Project vicinity; 

however, the overall wind conditions would remain substantially the same and slightly reduced. 

In the aggregate, the average wind speed across all test points would not changi; substantially, and 

would in fact be reduced by 1 mph. 

Because the Project would not eliminate the 11 existing exceedan~es, an exception is required 

under Planning Code Section 309. An exception is justified under the circumstances, because the 

changes in wind speed and frequency due to the Project are slight, unlikely to be noticeable, and 

would ·remain substantially the same, with slight decreases from the existing conditions. The 

Project could not be designed in a manner that would affect wind conditions substantially enough 

to eliminate all 11 of the existing comfort" exceedances, without unduly restricting the site's 

development potential. 

Hazard Criterion 

The Wind Study indicated that all test points currently meet the wind hazard criterion, and that 

the Project would not cause wind speeds to reach or exceed the hazard level. Therefore, the Project 

would comply with the hazard criterion of Section 148. 

c. Section 263.9: Upper Tower Extension. Section 263.9 allows an addition 10 percent of the 
heights shown on the Zoning Map in S Districts· as an extension of the upper tower 
subject to the volume reduction requirements of the Code. The additional height may be 
allowed if determined that the upper tower volume is distributed in a way that will add 
to the sense of slenderness of the building and to the visual interest of the termination of 
the building~ and that the added height will improve the appearance of the sky-line when 
viewed from a distance, and will not adversely affect light and air to adjacent properties, 
and will not add significant shadows to public open spaces. 
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The subject property is located within the 200-S height and bulk district, which allows a height of 
up to 220 feet with the 10% upper tower height extension. Based on the 14,295 sq. ft. average 
floor plate size in the lower tower (floors 7 through 14), a 26 percent upper floor volume reduction 
requirement applies to the upper tower. Because the 20-foot upper tower ext~nsion is not reduced 
by the volume reduction requirements set forth in the Planning Code, an exception is required 
under Planning Code Section 309. · 

. The upper tower extension increases the roof height of the Project from 200 to 220 feet. The 10% 

increase improves the overall proportion, sense of slenderness, and visual interest of the Project, in 
comparison with massing studies of a 200' tall structure. The sense of slenderness is strongly· 
enhanced by increasing height of the upper tower portion of the.Project from 40 out of 200 feet, or 
20% of the height, to 60 out of 220 feet, or 27% of the height. Further, the allowable 20' height of 
architectural screening elements is combined with the upper tower, for a total of 80 feet between 
the top of the lower tower and the top of the parapet. Additionally, the proposed design tower 
extension allows for bulk. reduction in the lower tower portion of the structure, as well as a 
podium approximately 67'-2" in height, which is significantly closer to the lieight of podiums of 
adjacent structures and more consistent with the surrounding neighborhood character. The 
podium height of a 200' structure that does not seek an upper tower extension would be 
approximately 100', half of the building's overall height, resulting in a much bulkier building. 

The upper tower extension plus the allowable mechanical screen elements allow a unique 
composition of five similarly detailed volumes to be stacked with a series of setbacks on each side of 
the building. This composition balances the definition of a strong base,. middle, and top with a 
consistent reading of materiality, form, and detail, unifying the building into a single whole but 
with a complex, nuanced form. The inherent h~rizontality of each of the five volumes of the 
proposed form is balanced by a series of deep vertical balcony recesses, significantly reducing th~ 
mass of each portion of the building. 

The upper tower extension would not significantly affei:t light and air to adjacent structures 
because the requested exception applies solely to the portion of the building above 160 feet, where 
the upper tower bulk controls are applicable, and there is only one immediately adjacent structure. 
Adding bulk to the upper portion of the building rather than locating this mass at the lower and 
middle of the tower will better preserve views, light, and air from more floors of the neighboring 
buildings than would massing of the proposed building without the requested exception. . Were 
the top 5 floors reduced by the amount required to meet the volume reduction of 26%, the 
reduction would primarily be taken at the. deeper east side of the building to allow usable and 
consif~tent unit depths. The reduction in width as seen from the only directly adjacent building 
would be a difference of about 10 feet in a face of about 110 feet in width. This surface is 
approximately 30 feet from the upper floors of the adjacent building to the northeast, a direction 
from which direct light does not come except very early in summer morni~gs. 

As noted in the DEIR, the Project creates no new shadows on open spapes under the jurisdfction of 
the Recreation and Park Department and subject to Section 295. The Project does contribute to the 
"significant and unavoidable" impact to other publicly accessible spaces created by other already
approved and under-construction towers within the Transbay District plan, notably 181 Fremont 
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Street and the Transbay Tower, but the difference betwr:;en a 200 foot tall and 220 foot tall 
building of similar overall volume is minor. Additionally, the last 20' of the structure to screen 

mechanical appurtenances will be designed with tranwarent, bird-safe glass, reducing the shadow 

impact of the structure's terminus. 

d. Bulle Limits (Section 270). Section 270 establishes bulk controls by district. In the "S" 
Bulk District, the following bulk controls apply to the lower tower: a maximum length of 
160 feet, a maximum diagonal dimension of 190 feet, and a maximum floor size of 20,000 
sq. ft. The upper tower bulk controls are as follows: a maximum length of 130 feet, a 
maximum diagonal dimension of 160 feet, a maximum floor size of 17,000 sq. ft., and a 
maximum ~verage floor size of 12,000 sq. ft. The lower tower controls apply above the 
base height (1.25 times the widest abutting street o:i: 50 feet whichever is greater). The 
upper tower controls apply above a point that varies with the height of the building, as 
defined in Chart B of Section 270. A volume reduction requirement also applies to the 
upper tower where the floor size of the lower tower exceeds 5,000 sq. ft. Exceptions to 
the Section 270 bulk limits are permitted by Section 309(a)(12). 

The Project property fronts on Howard Street, which measures 82.5 feet in width. Therefore,· the 

base height limit is approximately 103 feet. The base of the building meets this requirement as it 

terminates at a height of 67'-2 "feet at the seventfl. level of the building. The lower tower controls 

apply between 103 feet and 160 feet .based on the Project's roof height of 220 feet, and the upper 
tower controls apply above 160 feet. Based on the 14,295 sq. ft. average floor plate size in the 

lower tower (floors 7 through 14), a 26 percent upper floor volume reduction requirement applies 

to the upper tower. 

The Project's lower tower is less bulky than permitted by the Planning Code. The floors in the 

lower tower have a maximum length of approximately 132 feet (a maximum length of 160 feet is 

permitted), and a maximum diagonal dimension of approximately 177'8" (a maximum diagonal of 
190 feet is permitted). The floor plates in the lower tower average 14,295 sq. ft. with a maximum 

of 15,505 sq. ft, which is substantially less than the 17,000 sq. ft. average floor size, and the 20,000 

sq. ft. maximum floor size allowed by the Planning Code. 

!fie floors in the Project's upper tower are smaller than permitted by the Planning Code in some 

respects. Specifically, the floQrs have a maximum length of approximately 128 feet (130 feet is 
permitted), a maximum floor plate size of approximately 14,011 sq. ft. (a maximum of 17,000 sq. 

ft. is permitted. 

However, the average floor plate size is 12,787 sq. ft which is slightly larger than the maximum 

average of 12,000 sq.ft.permitted. The average diagonal of the upper tower is 161'6", which very 

slightly exceeds the maximum average diagonal requirement of 160 feet. In addition, the average 

of the upper tower floors is. only 10 percent smaller than the lower tower, which is less than the 26 

percent required reduction. Both of these exceptions are warra1!ted given that the Project overall 

is significantly less bulky than permitted by· the Planning Code with regard to maximum and 

average permitted floor. plates. The sum of the total building area of the tower floors in the 

proposed Project is only 191,078 'square feet, whereas a building with floors strictly complying 

with ali the bulk limits including the 26% reduction would contain 208,000 square feet. 
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Per Section 272, exceptions to bulk limits in C-3 Districts may be granted provided at 
least one of five listed criteria is met. The Project meets the following criteria: 

SAfl fRANClSCll 

i. Achievement of a distinctly better design, in both a public and a private sense, 
than would be possible with strict adherence to the bulk limits, avoiding an 
unnecessary prescription of building form while carrying out the intent of the 
bulk limits and the principles and policies of the Master Plan; 

The Project would be consistent with the intent of the bulk limits and policies of the 
General Plan. As the building rises, its floor plates gradually reduce in size with a 
variation from 17,754 square feet in the podium to 15,505 square feet in the lower tower 
and 14,011 square feet in the upper tower. Intermediate floors of as little as 10,497 square 
feet create notable relief in the overall tower form. 

The requested exceptions for the upper tower are minor in nature and would be 
compatible with the prevailing scale of development in the vicinity, which are typically 
significantly larger than the proposed Project. 

ii. The added bulk does not significantly affect light and air to adjacent buildings; 

The Project's added bulk would not significantly affect light and air to adjacent 
structures, because the requested exception applies solely to the portion of the tower above 
160 feet an4. th~re is only one immediately adjacent structure. Adding bulk to the upper 
portion of the building rather than locating this mass at the lower and middle of the tower 
will better preserve views, !ight, and air from more floors of the neighboring buildings 
than would massing of the proposed building without the requested exception. Were the 
top 5 floors reduced by the amount required to meet the volume reduction of 26%, the 
reduction would primarily be taken at the deeper east side of the building to allow usable 
and consistent unit depths. _The reduction in width as seen from the only directly 
adjacent building would be a difference of about 10 feet in a face of about 110 feet in 
width. This surface is approximately 30 feet from the upper floors of the adjacent building 
to the northeast, a direction from which direct light does not come except very early in 
summer mornings. 

iii. If appropriate to the massing of the building, the appearance of bulk in the 
building, structure or development is reduced to the extent feasible by means of 
at least one and preferably a combination of the following factors, so as to 
produce the impression of an aggregate of parts rather than a single building 
mass: 

1. Major variations in the. planes of wall surfaces, in either depth or 
direction, that significantly alter the mass, · 

2. Significant differences in the heights of various portions of the building, 
structure or development that divide the mass into distinct elements, 
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3. Differences in materials, colors or scales of the facades that produce 
separate major elements, 

4. Compensation for those portions of the building, structure or 
development that. may exceed the bulk limits by corresponding 
reduction of other portions below the maximum bulk permitted, and 

5. In cases where two or more buildings, structures or towers are contained 
within a single development, a wide separation between such buildings, 
structures or towers; 

The Project employs three of the suggested strategiis to create a coherent and elegant 
overall form that relates strongly to the surroundings and the principles of the Planning 
Code and General Plan. There are significant variations in the planes of all tower wall 
surfaces, with recessed horizontal floors at every fourth floor, and four major setbacks, 
one on each side of the building. These setbacks are at three different heights to create a 
more dynamic form. 

The recessed intermediate floors have a substantially different material expression, with. 

increased glazing allowed by the deep overhangs above, and the possibility of expressing 
the building's otherwise recessed structure. 

Finally, the small mas~ of the lower tower relative to the S district bulk limits 
compensates for the slightly increased mass above, which is very close to code 

requirements except for the volume reduction required by Chart C in section 270. 
Applying this volume reduction of 26% for only the top 5 floors of the building as 
specified by Chart B would result in an awkward mass with a too-large lower tower and a 
too-small upper tower, inconsistent with the relative proportio.ns of neighboring 
buildings or the intent of the Code. 

8. General Plan Compliance. The Project is, on balance, consistent with the following Objectives 
• • • t 

and Policies of the General Plan: 

HOUSING ELEMENT 

Objectives and Policies 

OBJECTIVE 1: 

IDENTIFY AND MAKE AVAILABLE FOR DEVELOPMENT ADEQUATE SITES TO MEET THE 

CITY'S HOUSING NEEDS, ESPECIALLY PERMANENTLY AFFORDABLE HOUSING. 

Policyl.8 
Promote mixed use development, and include ·housing, particularly permanently affordable 
housing, in new commercial, institutional or other single use development projects. 
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The Project supports this Policy. The proposed Project would construct a significant amount of new 
housing units within an existing urban environment that is in need of more access to housing. The Project 
proposes to demolish the existing above-grade parking garage and construct a residential buil~ing that 
contains 133 market rate units and approximately 5,824 gsf of retail use. The Property is an ideal site for 
new housing due to its central, downtown location, and proximity to public transportation. The current 
de'l!elopment of this location, with the above-grade parking garage, represents an under-utilized site within 
the downtown core. By developing and maintaining space dedicated to retail use and restaurant use within 
the building, the Project will continue the pattern of active ground floor retail along the Steuart and 
Howard Street frontages. The Project also includes the fee payment for 20% of the total number of units to 
satisfy the Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program of Planning Code Section 415. 

Policy 1.10 
Support new housing projects, especially affordable housing, where households can easily rely 
on public transportation, walking and bicycling for the majority of daily trips. 

The Project supports this Policy. It is anticipated that because of the central downtown location of the 
Project, most residents would either walk, bike, or use public transportation for daily travel. The Project is 
two blocks from Market Street, a major rail and bus-transit corridor that provides convenient access from 
the Property to neighborhoods throughout the City, the East Bay, and the Peninsula. It is also two blocks 
from the Embarcadero BART and MUNI stations, and is within one block of at least 10 MUNI bus lines. 
The Project is also a short walk from the new Transbay Terminal currently under construction. In 
addition, the placement of parking in stacker configurations will discourage frequent use of vehicles for 
shorter trips. 

OBJECTIVE 5: 
ENSURE THAT ALL RESIDENTS HA VE EQUAL ACCESS TO AVAILABLE UNITS. 

Policy5.4 
Provide a range of unit types for all segm~nts of need, and work to move residents between unit 

types as their needs change. 

The Project supports this Policy. The Project would create 133 dwelling un,its, of which 36 are one-bedroom 
units, 71 are two-bedroom units, 23 are three-bedroom units, and three are four-bedroom units. The Project 
provides a range of unit types to serve a variety of needs, and will provide money to the City's affordable 
housing fund to support the creation of affordable units elsewhere in the City. 

OBJECTIVE 7: 

SECURE FUNDING AND RESOURCES FOR PERMANENTLY AFFORDABLE HOUSING, 
INCLUDING INNOVATIVE PROGRAMS THAT ARE NOT SOLELY RELIANT ON 

TRADITIONAL MECHANISMS OR CAPITAL. 

In compliance with this policy, the Project would help secure funding for permanently affordable housing 
by paying a 20% in-lieu fee in accordance with the City's Affordable Inclusionary Housing Ordinance, 
thereby enhancing the City's ·affordable housing. 
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SUPPORT AND RESPECT THE DIVERSE AND DISTRINT CHARACTER OF SAN 
FRANCISCO'S NEIGHBORHOODS. 

Policy11.1 
Promote the construction and rehabilitation of well-designed housing that emphasizes beauty, 

flexibility, and innovative design, and respects existing neighborhood character. 

Policy11.2 
Ensure implementation of accepted design standards in project approvals 

Policy11.3 
Ensure growth is accommodated without substantially and adversely impacting existing 
residential neighborhood character. 

Policy11.4 
Continue to utilize zoning districts which conform to a generalized residential land use and 
density plan and the General Plan. 

Policy11.6 
Foster a sense of community through architectural design, using features that promote 
comm.unity interaction. 

Policy11.7 
Respect San Francisco's historic fabric, by preserving landmark buildings and ensuring 
consistency with historic districts. 

The Project supports these Policies. The Project would create 133 dwelling units in the immediate vicinity 
of existing residential and office buildings, and complies with the existing zoning in terms of land use, 
height, and density. Although there are no historic resources immediately adjacent to the site, the Project 

respects the City's historic fabric by replacing an existing above-grade parking garage with a residential 
high-rise tower that is more consistent and compatible with. the .surroundi~g high-rise residential and 
·commercial architecture (including the Rincon Towers). This new development will greatly enhance the 
character of the existing neighborhood. The current development of this location, with the above-grade 
parking garage represents an under-utilized site within the downtown core. By developing and 
maintaining space dedicated to retail use and restaurant use within the building, the Project will continue 
the pattern of active ground floor retail along the Steuart and Howard· Street frontages. The Project would 
also visually enhance the immediate neighborhood and the surrounding Downtown area by removing the 
existing eight-story parking garage and replacing it with a beautifully designed residential building. In 

addition, the replacement of 550 above-grade parking spaces with 100 below-grade spaces will bring the site 
into greater conformity with current Planning Code and urban design principles. Finally, the Project 
design is intended to meet, and the Project Sponsor intends to seek, a LEED Platinum certification from the 

U.S. Green Building Council. 
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MODERATION OF MAJOR NEW OEVELOPMENT TO COMPLEMENT THE CITY 
PATTERN, THE RESORUCES TO BE_ CONSERVED, AND THE NEIGHOBRHOOD 
ENVIRONMENT. 

Policy3.1 
Promote harmony in the visual relationships and transitions between new and older buildings. 

Policy 3.2 

Avoid extreme contrasts in color, shape and other characteristics which will cause new buildings 
to stand out in excess of their public importance. 

Policy3.6 
Relate the bulk of buildings to the prevailing scale of development to avoid an overwhelming or · 
dominating appearance in new construction. 

The Project uses an innovative design to relate to ·existing development in the neighborhood, which is 
characterized by commercial office buildings and residential high-rise buildings. It would replace the 
existing above-grade parking garage with a residential high-rise tower that is more consistent and 
compatible with the surrounding high-rise residential and commercial architecture (including the Rincon 
Towers), and does so within the context of the land use and development controls of the Planning Code and 
the surrounding development. The building's mass is significantly reduced by multiple setbacks, recesses, 
and changes in far;ade detailing, resulting in a character that relates well to the scale of neighboring 
buildings. 

COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY ELEMENT 

Objectives and Policies 

OBJECTIVE 1: 
MANAGE ECONOMIC GROWTII AND CHANGE TO ENSURE ENHANCEMENT OF THE 
TOTAL CITY LIVING AND WORKING ENVIRONMENT. 

Policy 1.1 
Encourage development which provides substantial net benefits and minimizes undesirable 
consequences. Discourage development that has substantial undesirable consequences that 
cannot be mitigated. 

Policy1.2 
Assure that all commercial and industrial uses meet minimum, reasonable performance 
standards. 
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Locate commercial and industrial activities according to a generalized commercial and industrial 

land use plan. 

The Project would add approximately 5,824 sq. ft. of new commercial space - divided between two tenant 

spaces - that is intended to serve residents in the building and surrounding neighborhood. Retail is 

encouraged and principally permitted on the ground floor of buildings in the Downtown Office Special 

Development District, and is thus consistent with activities in the commercial land use plan. 

TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT 

Objectives and Policies 

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

Policyl.2: 
Ensure the safety and comfort of pedestrians throughout the city. 

A primary objective of the proposed Project is to create a pedestrian-oriented environment at the Project 
Site that encourages walki.ng as a principal means of transportation. Proposed improvements to the 
sidewalks would improve pedestrian safety, including the construction of generous sidewalks and other· 
traffic calming measures to reduce vehicu}ar speed. The Project would redesign the streetscapes 
throughout the site in an aesthetically pleasing, . unified manner, featuring the placement of public 
amenities such as seating for comfort, bicycle racks,· light fixtures and street trees to enhance the pedestrian 
experience. 

Policyl.3: 
Give priority to public transit and other alternatives to· the private automobile as the means of 
meeting San Francisco's transportation needs particularly those of commuters. 

Policyl.6: 
Ensure choices among modes of travel and accommodate each mode when and where it is most 
appropriate. 

The Profect would promote Objective 1 and its associated policies by providing for an amount of parking 
which is sufficient to meet fhe needs of the future residents so as to not overburden the surro~nding 
neighborhood parki.ng. However, the parki.ng that is being provided is not expected to generate substantial 
traffic that would adversely impact pedestrian, transit, or bicycle movement. Given the proximity of the 
Prof ect site to the employment opportunities and retail services of the Downtown Core, it is expected that 

residents will opt to prioritize walking, bicycle travel, or transit use over private automobile travel. In 
addition, the placement of parking in stacker configurations will discourage frequent use of vehicles for 
shorter trips and increase the use of public transit. Thus, the Project would provide a merely sufficient 
rather than excessive amount of parking in order to accommodate the parking needs of the future residents 
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of the Project and the neighborhood, while still supporting and encouraging walking, bicycle travel and 
public transit use. 

OBJECTIVE 2: 

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

Policy2.1: 
Use rapid transit and other transportation improvements in the city and region as the catalyst for 
desirable development, and coordinate new facilities' with public and private development. 

The Project would promote Objective 2 and its associated policies by constructing a residential building 
with ground floor retail in the Downtown Corridor, which is the most transit rich area of the City. .The 
Project would provide only 0.75 parking spaces per dwelling, and will not provide any parking for the 
proposed retail uses, and all of these parking spaces would be located underground, and thus would be less 
intrusive from an urban design standpoint. 

OBJECTIVE 11: 

ESTABLISH PUBLIC TRANSIT AS THE PRIMARY MODE OF TRANSPORTATION IN SAN 
FRANCISCO AND AS A MEANS THROUGH WHICH TO GUIDE FUTURE DEVELOPMENT 
AND IMPROVE REGIONAL MOBILITY AND AIR QUALITY. 

Policy 11.3: 
Encourage development that efficiently coordinates land use with transit service, requiring that 
developers address transit concerns as well as mitigate traffic problems. 

The Project is located within a neighborhood rich with public transportation and the people 
occupying the building are expected to rely heavily on public transit, bicycling, or walking for the 
majority of their daily trips . . The project includes bicycle parking for 123 bicycles (108 Class 1, 15 
Class 2). Within a few blocks of the Project Site, there is an abundance of local and regional 
transit lines, including MUNI bus lines, MUNI Metro rail lines, BART, and SAMTrans. 
Additionally such transit lines also provide access to AC Transit (Transbay Terminal) and 
Cal Train. 

TRANSIT CENTER DISTRICT PLAN 

Objectives and Policies 

OBJECTIVE 2.9 

PROVIDE BUILDING ARTICULATION ABOVE A BUILDING BASE ELEMENT TO DEFINE . 

THE STREET REALM AT A COMFORTABLE HEIGHT OF NOT MORE THAN 1.25 TIMES THE 

WIDTH OF THE STREET. 

Policy2.11 

Ensure that buildings taller than 150 feet in height establish a distinct base element to define the 
street realm at a comfortable height of not more than 1.25 times the width of the street 
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The project provides a base approximately 70' feet in height, not even 1 times the width of Howard Street, 

which is approximately 82' in width. The proposed base helps define the street realm at a comfortable 

height, generally consistent with the base or podium heights of surrounding buildings. 

OBJECTIVE 2.13 

ENACT URBAN DESIGN CONTROLS TO ENSURE TIIAT TIIE GROUND-LEVEL INTERFACE 
OF BUILDINGS rs ACTIVE AND ENGAGING FOR. PEDESTRIANS, IN ADDIDON TO 
PROVIDING ADEQUATE SUPPORTING RETAIL AND PUBLIC SERVICES FOR THE 
DISTRICT. 

Policy2.21 

Require transparency of ground-level facades (containing non-residential uses) that face public 
spaces. Guidelines for ground floors include: at least sixty percent of the portion of the fac;ade 
between 3 and 12' above grade shall be comprised of clear, non-reflective windows that allow 
views of indoor space. 

The Project provides ground floor retail along Howard and Steuart Streets, creating a more active and 

engaging environment for pedestrians, in addition to providing supporting retail and public services for the 

District. The ground floors will be comprised of clear, non-reflective windows that allow views of indoor 

space. 

OBJECTIVE 4.16 

CREATE A PARKING PLAN TIIAT ENCOURAGES TIIE USE OF PUBLIC TRANSIT AND 
OTHER MODES OF TRANSPORTATION 1HAT ARE ALTERNATIVES TO SINGLE
OCCUP ANT VEHICLES. 

The Project meets provides off-street parking at a ratio of .75:1. The parking will be provided.in stackers, 

less convenient than conventional parking stalls, thus encouraging the use of other modes of transportation 

where the distant ·to be traveled is nearby. Additionally, two car share spaces will be provided, providing 

another alternative to single-occupant vehicles for residents. 

DOWNTOWN AREA PLAN 

Objectives and Policies 

OBJECTIVE 1: 
MANAGE ECONOMIC GROWTH AND CHANGE TO ENSURE ENHANCEMENT OF THE 
TOTAL CITY LIVING AND WORKING ENVIRONMENT. 

Policyl.1 
Encourage development which produces substantial net benefits and minimizes undesirable 

consequences. Discourage development which has substantial undesirable consequences which 
cannot be mitigated. 
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The Project would bring additional housing into a neighborhood that is well served by public transit on the 
edge of Downtown. The Project would not displace any housing because the existing structure at 75 
Howard Street is an above-grade parking garage. The Project would improve the existing character of the 
neighborhood by removing the above-grade parking structure. The proposed retail space, which includes a 
restaurant and cafe, is consistent and compatible with the existing retail uses in the neighborhood and is 
also consistent with the pedestrian-friendly uses in the immediate neighborhood and the downtown core. 

The Project therefore creates substantial net benefits for the City with minimal undesirable consequences. 

OBJECTIVE 7: 
EXP AND THE SUPPLY OF HOUSING IN AND ADJACENT TO DOWNTOWN. 

Policy 7.1.1 

Promote t):l.e inclusion of housing in downtown commercial developments. 

Policy7.2 
Facilitate conversion of underused industrial and commercial areas to residential use. 

The Project would demolish an above-grade parking structure and construct a 220-foot tall, 20-story-over
basement, 133-unit residential building within easy commuting distance of downtown jobs. 

The Project would also include approximately 5,824 sq. ft. of ground floor commercial space, with tenant 
spaces on both Howard and Steuart Streets; these spaces would provide services to the immediate 
neighborhood, and would create pedestrian-oriented, active uses on Howard and Steuart Streets. 

OBJECTIVE 16: 
CREATE AND MAINTAIN ATTRACTIVE, INTERESTING URBAN STREETSCAPES. 

Policy16.4 

Use designs and materials and include amenities at the ground floor to create pedestrian interest. 

The Project would promote Objective 16 by including a ground floor retail use which would pro·mote 
pedestrian traffic in the vicinity. The Project would landscape the sidewalk area surrounding the Project 
Site, include bike racks, and could provide limited .sidewalk seating. This space would increase the 
usefulness of the vicinity surrounding the Project Site to pedestrians and serve to calm the speed of traffic 
on the street. 

9. Planning Code Section 101.l(b) establishes eight priority-planning policies and requires review 
of permits for consistency with said policies. On balance, the Project complies with said policies 
in that: 

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

SAN fRAllClSGll 
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The Project would not displace existing neighborhood-serving retail uses because no retail uses 

currently exist at the Project Site. In addition to 133 residential units, the Project would include 

approximately 5,824 sq. ft. of retail space in two separate commercial spaces. The Project would have a 

positive effect on existing neighborhood-serving retail uses because it. would bring additional residents 

to the neighborhood, thus increasing the customer base of existing neighborhood-serving retail. 

Moreover, the Project f»ould not displace any existing neighborhood-serving retail uses. Instead, th~ 
Project would enhance neighborhood-serving retail by adding approximately 5,824 square feet of new 

retail space, which could strengthen nearby neighborhood retail uses by attracting pedestrians and 

passersby and broadening the consumer base and demand for existing neighborhood-serving retail 

services. The addition of this new space would also complement the pedestrian-friendly Downtown 

core and would continue the pattern of active ground floor retail along the Steuart and Howard Street 

frontages. 

B. That existing housing and neighborhood character be conserved and protected i.,n order to 

preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods. 

The Project ·would not negatively affect the existing housing and neighborhood character. The Project 

would not displace any housing because the existing structure at 75 Howard Street is an above-grade 

parking garage. T11e Project would improve the .existing character of the neighborhood by removing 

the above-grade parking structure. The proposed retail space, which includes a restaurant and cafe, is 

consistent and compatible with the existing retail uses in the neighborhood and is also· consistent with 

the pedestrian-friendly uses in the immediate neighborhood and the downtown core. 

C. That the City's supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced, 

There is currently no housing on the site; therefore, no affordable housing will be lost as part of this 

Project. The Project would enhance the City's supply of affordable housing uy complying with the 

affordable housing requirements of Planning Code Section 415. 

D. Th;i.t commuter traffic not impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or 

neighborhood parking. 

The Project would not impede MUNI transit service or overburden local streets or parking. The 

Project is at a location well-served by transit as it is located in a major transit corridor and would 

promote rather than impede the use of MUNI transit service. Future residents and employees of the 

Project could access both the existing MUNI rail and bus services and the BART system. The Project 

also provides a sufficient amount of off-street parking for future residents so that neighborhood parking 

will not be overburdened by the addition of new residents. 

E. That a diverse e<;:onornic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service sectors 

from displacement due to commercial office development, and that future opportunities for 

resident employment and ownership in these sectors be enhanced. 

SAN ffil\MCISCO 
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The Project would not negatively affect the industrial and service sectors because it is largely 
residential in nature and would not displace any existing industrial uses. The Project would also be 
consistent with the character of existing development in the neighborhood, which is characterized by 
commercial office buildings and. residential high-rise buildings. 

F, That the City achieves the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss of 
life in an earthquake. 

The Project will be consistent with the City's goal to achieve the greatest possible preparedness to 
protect against injury and loss of life in an earthquake. The building will be constructe~ in complia'!-ce 
with all current building codes to ensure a high level of seismic safety. 

G. That landmarks and historic bµildings be preserved. 

The Planning Department has determined that the 75 Howard Street parking garage, a 550-space 
concrete parking structure built in 1976, is not considered a landmark or historic resource. The 

· Project Site is not adjacent to any historic districts or any identified historic resource, and the Project 
would not have an indirect impact on historic resources by altering the existing visual setting of these 
resources. 

H. That our parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected from 
development. 

The Project would not cast any new shadows on parks under the jurisdiction of the San Francisco 
Parks and Recreation Department. The Project's shadow impacts to existing open·spaces have been. 
analyzed, and the Project will cast additional shadows on Rincon Park, which is not under the 
jurisdiction of the San Francisco Parks and Recreation Department. However, much of the shadows 
generated by the Project will be primarily subsumed by the shadow impacts of existing buildings. 
Furthermore, the access to $Unlight at Rincon Park will remain approximately 90% with the 
development of the Project, which is greater than most parks within the Downtown area. 

10. Rincon Point - South Beach Redevelopment Plan Compliance. A small portion of the subject 
property, Block 3741, Lot 35, approximately 337 square feet of the entire project site (the "Subject 
Property"), falls within the Rincon Point - South Beach Redevelopment Plan Area and subject to 
the Rincon Point - South Beach Redevelopment Plan and the Design for Development 
(collectively, the "Redevelopment Requirements"). The 337 square-foot portion is part of a larger 
Block 3741, Lot 35 parcel that contains the GAP headquarters office building, as is referred to as 
the "GAP Property''. The City's Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) as the 
succes~or agency to the former Redevelopment Agency administers the Redevelopment 
Requirements. 

A. Background I Initial Findings. The Redevelopment Requirements provide specific standards 
for development but incorporate other local land use regul!ltions to the extent that those 
regulations do not conflict with Redevelopment Requirements. Design for Development, § V 
at page 11 ("All new development shall meet the requirements of the General Plan, the City 

29 

205 



Motion 19450 
September 3, 2015 

CASE NO. 2011.1122~CUA 
75 Howard St. 

Planning Code and all other applicable codes, including changes or amendments thereto as 
may be made subsequent to the adoption of the Redevelopment Plan, except· to the extent 
that changes and amendments conflict with the express provisions of the Redevelopment 

Plan and this Design for Development."). 

This GAP Property is identified in the Redevelopment Plan as being within the Rincon Point 
Sub-Area and designated on Map 1: Land Use Plan as Office (with an alternate for residential 
development). The GAP Property was developed by the GAP for its office headquarters in 
accordance with the Redevelopment Requirements and a Disposition and Development 
Agreement by and between the Redevelopment Agency and the GAP, The development of 
the GAP office building left the Subject Property as an undev~loped_remnant containing only 
a fence and some landscaping. The Subject Property is also physically separated from the 
remainder of the.GAP Property by an easement and driveway serving the surface parking lot 
of a property con:unonly known as 201 Spear Street and an access driveway to the GAP 
Headquarters underground garage. The Project Sponsor is proposing to purchase the Subject -
Property from the GAP and to merge it into the. 75 Howard Street parcel (Block 37 41, Lot 31) 
(the "75 Howard Street Parcel"). The merger of the Subject Property with the 75 Howard 

Street Parcel will permit a squaring off of the 75 Howard Street Parcel. 

Pursuant to a Delegation Agreement by and between OCH and the San .Francisco Planning 

Department, OCH has delegated to the Planning Department the responsibility for 
administering the Redevelopment Requirements to the extent applicable to those portions of 
the 75 Howard Project that are located on the Subject Property. These finding constitute the 

~etermination of consistency between the 75 Howard Project and the Redevelopment Project. 

The Commission finds that the Redevelopment Requirements applicable to the Subject 

Property were intended to govern the GAP headquarters building and were not intended to 
apply to the development of a separate project that is located mostly outside of the 
Redevelopment Project Area. For that reason, assuming the Subject Property is merged with 
the 75 .Howard Street Parcel, the strict application of the Redevelopment Requirements to the 

portion of the 75 Howard Project that is located on the Subject Property is not appropriate. 
Instead, so long as the proposed new development meets the requirements of the General 
Plan, the City Planning Code and all other applicable codes, then the portion of the 75 
Howard Project located on the Subject Property will not be considered to be in conflict with 
the express provisions of the Redevelopment Requirements. 

Without limiting th~ foregoing, Section VII of the Redevelopment Plan also provide's that the 
Agency (or in this case, the Planning Department, acting pursuant to the Delegation 
Agreement) may in its discretion permit minor variances from the land use controls of the 
Plan and Design for Development in the event of unusual and special conditions, provided 
such modifications would result in substantial compliance with the intent of the land use 

provisions .. 

B. Redevelopment Improvements: Only a small number of improvements of the 75 Howard 
Project are located on the Subject Property. Thos~ improvements (as shown on the current 
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plans in Exhibit B) are: (i) the below grade parking garage; _(ii) on floors 1 through 7, a small 
corner of the proposed building and some landscaping and streetscape; and (iii) on floors 8 
through .11, the very edge of the building corner (collectively, the "Redevelopment 
Improvements"). There are no improvements proposed on the Subject Property from floor 12 
and above. 

C. Consistency Findings. For the reasons discussed in Section A above, so long as the proposed 
new development meets the requirements of the General Plan, the CiJ:i Planning Code and 
all other applicable codes, then the portion of the 75 Howard Project located on the Subject 
Property will not be considered to be in conflict with the express provisions of the 
Redevelopment Requirements. Nevertheless, applying the Redevelopment Requirements to 

the Redevelopment Improvements, the following consistency findings for the 
Redevelopment Improvements are made: 

1) Land Use and Density: Per the Land Use Plan attached to the Redevelopment Plan, the 
GAP Property is zoned for Office. However, housing with a density range of 150 to 300 
units per acre may be developed as an alternate use. Such housing may include ground 
floor retail commercial uses. 

The 75 Howard Project in its entirety would comply with these requirements since it 

includes 133 residential units (which equal approximately 277 units per acre) with 
ground floor retail space. Therefore, the Redevelopment Improvements, which contain a 
fraction of the 75 Howard Property, therefore also complies. 

2) Height and B1:1lk: 
a) MAXIMUM HEIGHT. The Redevelopment Requirements provide for a maximum. 

height of 240 for the Subject Property. 

The Redevelopment Improvements consist of floors 1-11, which rise to a height of 

appr'oximat~ly 111 feet. As such, the Redevelopment Improvements comply with the 

maximum height restrictions of the Redevelopment Requirements. 

b) BASE AND TOWER HEIGHT AND BULK: The Design for Development (see Section 
III(A)(6)) sets forth height and. bulk standards for the GAP Property. These 
requirements are as follows: 

i) BASE: The. maximum height of the base shall not exceed 90 feet. 

The base of the 75 Howard Project building meets this requirement as it terminates at a 

height of 67'-2" feet at the seventh level of the building: Therefore, the Redevelopment 

Improvements comply with this provision. 

ii) LOWER TOWER: The maximum height of the lower tower must not exceed 165 
feet. The maximum plan dimension must not exceed 185 feet in length and 243 
feet in diagonal dimension. The maximum floor are~ must not exceed 28,000 
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square feet and the maximum average floor area must not exceed 26,600 square 
feet. 
Only those portions of the lower tower up to the 11th floor, at a height of 111 feet fall 

within the Gap Property, which is consistent with the Design for Development. 

Bulk requirements for the zOwer tower apply between 103 feet and 160 feet based on the 

75 Howard Project's roof height of220 feet. The 75 Howard Project's lower tower is less 

bulky than permitted by the· Redevelopment Requirements. The floors in the lower tower 

hav~ a maximum length of approximately 132 feet (a maximum length of 185 feet is 

permitted), and a maximum diagonal dimension of approximately 177'8" (a maximum 

diagonal of243 feet is permitted). The floor plates in the lower tower average 14,295 sq. 

ft. with a maximum of 15,505 sq. ft., which is substantially less than the 26,600 sq. ft. 
average floor size, and the 28,000 sq. ft. maximum floor size allowed by the 

Redevelopment Requirements. Therefore, the Redevelopment Improvements comply with 

this provision. 

iii) UPPER TOWER: The maximum height shall not exceed 240 feet. The maximum 

plan dimen8ion shall not exceed 165 feet hi length and 215 feet in diagonal 
dimension. The maximum floor are shall not exceed 21,000 square feet and the 
maximum average floor are shall not exceed 20,500 square feet. · 

The upper tower restr_ictions do not apply to the Redevelopment Improvements, since the 

Redevelopment Improvements do not include any portion of the upper tower. 

c) The minimum required volume reduction between the average floor area of the 

lower and upper tm~er shall be 15% . 

. As noted above, the upper tower restrictions do not apply to the Redevelopment 

Improvements, since the Redevelopment Improvements do not include any portion of the 

upper tower. 

3) Parking and Loading: The Design for Pevelopment permits one (1) parking space for 
each dwelling unit. Other parking requirements applying to the GAP Property are not 
applicable as no non-residential parking is proposed for the 75 Howard Project. The 
Design for Development also requires off street loading of 2 spaces for 200,000-500,000 

sq. ft 

The 75 Howard Project, in its entirety, is providing less than one space per unit, therefore the 

Redevelopment Improvements, which comprise afraction of the 75 Howard Project, comply with 

these requirements. Furthermore, the Project provides 2 ~ff-street loading spaces total, which 

meets the above requirement. 

4) Open Space: 50 square feet minimum of open space is required for each dwelling unit. 

The Redevelopment Improvements comply with this requirement, with 84 units within the 

Subject Property featuring private open spaces of at least 50 square feet, and the remaining 49 
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units sharing a common open space of 2,950 square feet (greater than the required 50 times 49 or 
2,450 square feet) on the second level of the building. 

11. The Project is consistent with and would promo~e the general and specific purposes of the Code 
provided under Section 101.l(b) in that, as designed, the Project would contribute to the character 
and stability of the neighborhood and would constitute a beneficial development. 

12. The Comrni.ssion hereby finds that approval of the Downtown Project Authorization and Request 
for Exceptions w~uld promote the health, safety and welfare of the City. 
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That based upon the Record, the submissions by the Applicant, the staff of the Department and other 

interested parties, the oral testimony presented to this Commission at the public hearings, and all other 

written materials submitted by all parties, ·the Commission hereby APPROVES Downtown Project 

Authorization Application No. 2011.1122X\TCUA subject to the following conditions attached hereto as 

"EXHIBIT A" in general conformance with plans on file, dated July 13, 2015. and stamped "EXHIBIT B", 

which is incorporated herein by reference as though fully set forth and includes that portion of the Project 

described on the plans attached hereto as Exhibit B that is located within the Rincon Point South Beach 

Redevelopment Plan Area . 

. The Planning Commission has reviewed and considered the FEIR and the record as a whole and finds 
that there is no substantial evidence that the Project would hav~ a significant effect on the environment 

· with the adoption of the mitigation measures contained in the MMRP to avoid potentially significant 

environmental effects associated with the Project, and hereby adopts the FEIR. 

The Planning Commission hereby adopts the FEIR and the MMRP, attached to the CEQA Findings 

Motion No. 19449 as Exhibit 1. All required improvement and mitigation measures identified in the FEIR 

and contained in the MMRP are included as conditions of approval. 

APPEAL AND EFFECTIVE DATE OF MOTION: Any aggrieved person may appeal this Section 309 

Determination of Compliance and Request for Exceptions to the Board of Appeals within fifteen (15) 

days after the date of this Motion. The effective date of this Motion shall be the date of this Motion if 

not appealed OR the date of the decision of the Board of Appeals if appealed to the Board of Appeals. 

For further information, please contact the Board of Appeals in person at 1650 Mission Street, Room 

304, San Francisco, CA 94103, or call (41,5) 575-6880. 

Protest of Fee or Exac~on: You m;:i.y protest any fee or exaction subject to Government Code Section 

66000 that is imposed as a condition of approval by following the procedures set forth in Government 
Code Section 66020. ·Tue protest must satisfy the requirements of Government Code Section 66020(a) and 

must be filed within 90 days of the date of the first approval or conditional approval of the development 

referencing the challenged fee or exaction. For purposes of Goverriment Code Section 66020, the date of 

imposition of the fee shall be the date of the efilliest discretionary approval by the City of the subject 

development. 

If the City has not previously given Notice of an earlier discretionary approval of the project, the 
Planning Commission's adoption of this Motion constitutes conditional approval of the development and 

the City hereby gives NOTICE that the 90-day protest-period under Government Code Section 66020 has 

begun. If the City has already given Notice that the 90-day approval :Period has begun for the subject 

development, then this document does not re-commence the 90-day approval period. 

I hereby certify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Motion on September 3, 2015. 

Jonas P. Ionin 
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AYES: Antonini, Fong, Hillis, Johnson, Richards 

NAYS: Wu 

ABSENT: Moore (recused) 

ADOPTED: September 3, 2015 

SAN FRANCISCO 
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This authorization is for a Downtown Project Authorization and Request for Exceptions relating to a · 

Project that would demolish an existing above grade parking garage and construct a new, 20-story-over

basement, approximately 220-foot tall, 284,300 gsf building containing approximately 5,824 gsf of ground 
floor commercial space, and 133 dwelling-units located at 75 Howard Street, Assessor's Block 3741, Lot 31 
and a portion_ of Block 3741, Lot 35, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 309, 134, 148, 263.9, 270 and 272 
within the C-3-0(SD) Zoning District and a 200-S Height and Bulk District; in general conformance with 
plans, dated July 13, 2015, and stamped "EXHIBIT B" included in the docket for Case No. 

2011.1122XVCUA and subject to conditions of approval reviewed and approved by the Commission on 
September 3, 2015 under Motion No. 19450. This authorization and the conditions contained herein run 
with the prop~rty and not with a particular Project Sponsor, business, or operator. 

RECORDATION OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 

Prior to the issuance of· the building permit or commencement of use for the Project the Zoning 

Administrator shall approve and order the r~cordation of a Notice in the Official Records of the Recorder 
of the City and County of San Francisco for the subject property. This Notice shall state that the project is 
subject to the conditions of approval contained herein and reviewed and approved by the Planning 
Commission on September 3, 2015 under Motion No. 19450. 

PRINTING OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL ON PLANS 

The conditions of approval under the 'Exhibit A' of this Planning Commission Motion No. 19450 shall be 
reproduced on the Index Sheet of construction plans submitted with the Site or Building permit 
application for the Project. The Index Sheet of the construction plans shall reference to the Downtown 
Project Authorization and any subsequent amendments or modifications. 

SEVE.RABILITY 

The Project shall comply with all applicable City codes and requirements. If any clause, sentence, section 
or any part of these conditions of approval is for any reason held to be invalid, such invalidity shall not 
affect or impair other remaining-clauses, sentences, or sections of these conditions. This decision conveys 

no right to construct, or to receive a building permit. "Project Sponsor" shall include any subsequent 
responsible party. 

CHANGES AND MODIFICATIONS 

Changes to the approved plans may be approved administratively by the Zoning Administrator. 
Significant changes and modifications of conditions shall require Pianning Commission approval of a 
new Downtown Projec_t Authorization. · 

't 
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Conditions of Approval, Compliance, Monitoring, and Reporting 

PERFORMANCE 

1. Validity. The authorization and right vested by virtue of this action is valid for three (3) years 
from the effective date of the Motion. The Department of Building Inspection shall have issued a 
Building Permit or Site Permit to construct the Project and/or commence the approved use within 

this three-year period. . 
For information about compliance, contact Cod~ Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 

www.sfplanning.org 

2. Expiration and Renewal. Should a Building or Site Permit be sought after the three (3) year 
period has lapsed, the Project Sponsor must seek a renewal of this Authorization by filing an 
application for an amendment to the original Authorization or a new application for 
Authorization. Should the Project Sponsor decline to so file, and decline to withdraw the permit 
application, the Commission shall conduct a public hearing in order to consider the revocation of 
the Authorization. Should the Commission not revoke the Authorization following the closure of 
the public hearing, the Commission shall determine the extension of time for the continued 
validity of the Authorization. · 

For information about compliance, contact Code f,nforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 

www.sf..planning.org 

3. Diligent pursuit. Once a Site or Building Perinit has been issued, construction must commence 
within the timeframe required by the Department of Building Inspection and be continued 

diligently to completion. Failure to do so shall be grounds for the Commission to consider 
revoking the approval if more than thr~e (3) years have passed since this Authorization was 
approved. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 

www4-planning.org 

4. Extension. All time limits in· the preceding three paragraphs shall, at the Project Sponsor's 

request, be extended by the Zoning Administrator where implementation of the Project is 
delayed by a public agency, an appeal or a legal challenge and only by the length of time for 
which such public agency, appeal or challenge has caused delay. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 

www.~f.-planning.org 

5. Conformity with Current Law. No application for Building Permit, Site Permit, or other 
entitlement shall be approved unless it complies with all applicable provisions of City Codes in 
effect at the time of such approval. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 

unvw.~f-planning.org 

6. Additional Project Authorization. The Project Sponsor must obtain a Variance from Section 140, 
as 39 of the 133 dwelling-units do not meet the Planning Code requirements for exposure, and 
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Section 145.1, as the proposed driveway does not meet the Code requirements for width of 
parking and loading access, and must satisfy all the conditions thereof. The Project Sponsor must 
also obtain a Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 155.1 and 303, 
to allow accessory off-parking in excess of principally permitted amounts. The conditions set 
forth below are additional conditions required in connection with the Project. If these conditions 

overlap with any other requirement imposed on the Project, the more restrictive or protective 
condition or requirement, as determined by the Zoning Administrator, shall apply. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 

www.sf-planning.org. 

7. Transferable Development Rights. Pursuant to Section 128, the Project Sponsor shall purchase 

the required number of units of Transferrable Development Rights (TDR) and secure a Notice of 
Use of TDR prior to the issu.ance of an architectural addendum for all development which 
exceeds the base FAR of 6.0 to 1, up to a maximum FAR of 9.0to1. The net addition of gross floor 
area subject to the requirement shall be determined based on drawings submitted with the 

Building Permit Application. 
For information about compliance, contact the Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.sf

planning.org 

8. Transit Center District Mello-Roos Comm.unity Facility District. Pursuant to Section 424.8, the 

Project Sponsor shall participate in the Transit Center District Mello-Roos Community Facility 
District for the development, as it exceeds an FAR of 9.0 to 1. The fee shall be determined based 
on drawings submitted with the Building Permit Application. 
For information about compliance, contact the Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.sf

planning.org 

9. Improvement and Mitigation Measures. Improvement and Mitigation measures described in 
the MMRP attached as Exhibit 1 to the CEQA Findings Motion associated with the Subject 
Project are necessary to avoid potential significant impacts of the Project and have been agreed to 
by the Project Sponsor. Their implementation is ~condition of Project approval. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 

www.sf-planning.org. 

DESIGN 

10: Final Materials. The Project Sponsor shall continue to work with Planning Department on the 
building design. Final materials, glazing, color, texture, landscaping (including ·roof deck 
landscaping), and detailing shall be subject to Department staff review and approval. The 

architectural addenda shall be reviewed and approved by the Planning Department prior to 
issuance. 
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 

zirUJw.sfplanning.org 

11. Street Trees. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 138.1, the Project Sponsor shall submit a site 

plan· to the Planning Department prior to Planning approval of the Site Permit application 
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indicating that street trees, at a ratio of one street tree of an approved species for every 20 feet of 
street frontage along public or private streets bounding the Project, with any remaining fraction 
of 10 feet or more of frontage requiring an extra tree, shall be provided. The street trees shall be 

evenly spaced along the street frontage except where proposed driveways .or other street 
obstructions do not permit The exact location, size and species of tree shall be as approved by 

the Department of Public Works (DPW). In any case in which DPW cannot grant approval for 
installation of a tree in the public right-of-way, on the basis of inadequate sidewalk width, 
.interference with utilities or other reasons regarding the public welfare, and where installation of 
such tree on the lot itself is also impractical, the requirements of this Section 428 may be modified 
or waived by the Zoning Administrator to the extent necessary. The Project currently shows the 
installation of ten of the fifteen required street trees, with an.in-lieu fee requirement appficable 
for five street trees. The Project shall install the ten (10) street trees and pay the in-lieu fee for the 
five (5) trees as set forth in Condition Number 23 below, unless the installation of the 10 trees 
proves infeasible, in which case the Project shall pay an in-lieu fee for any of the 10 trees not so 

installed. 

Also, as required for all street trees within the C-3 Zoning Districts, new street trees shall have a 
minimum 2 inch caliper, measured at breast height; branch a minimum of 80 inches above 

sidewalk grade; be planted in a sidewalk opening at least 16 square feet, have a minimum soil . 
depth of 3 feet 6 inches; and include street tree basins edged with decorative treatment, such as 

pavers or cobbles. 
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, ·Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 

www.sfplannin~.org 

12. Streetscape Elements. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 138.1, the Project Sponsor shall 
continue to work with Planning Department staff, in consultation with other City agencies, to 
refine the design and programming of the required Streetscape features so that it generally meets 
the standards of the Better Streets and Downtown Plans, as well as all applicable City standards. 
This includes, but is not limited to the use of the standard downtown paving pattern (dark grey 
concrete silicate carbonate, 3' scoring), and pedestrian-oriented street lighting. The Project 
Sponsor shall complete final design of all required street improvements, including procurement 
of relevant City permits, prior to issuance of the architectural addenda, ·and shall complete 
construction of all required street improvements prior to issuance of first temporary certificate of 

occupancy. 

Additionally, should the adjacent parcel to the east, currently under Department of Public Works 
jurisdiction be developed as a park I open space by the Project Sponsor, the Project Sponsor shall 
improve and maintain said park I open space. 

For information about compliance, contact. the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 

www.sf-planning.org 

13. Garbage, composting and recycling storage. Space for the collection and storage of garbage, 
composting, and recycling shall be provided within enclosed areas on the property and clearly 
labeled and illustrated on the Site Permit plans. Space for the collection and storage of recyclable 
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and compostable materials that meets the size, location, accessibility and other standards 
specified by the San Francisco Recycling Program shall be provided at the ground level of the 

buildings. 
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 

www4-planni'ng.org 

14. Rooftop Mechanical Equipment. Pursuant to Planning Code 141, the Project Sponsor shall 
submit a roof plan and full building elevations to the Planning Department prior to Planning 
approval of the architectural addendum to the Site Permit application: Rooftop mechanical 
equipment, if any is proposed as part of the Project, is required to be screened so as not to be 
visible from any point at or below the roof level of the subject building. 

In C-3 Districts, additional building volume used to enclose or screen from view the features 
listed under Planning Code Sections 260 (b)(l)(A) and (B) may not exceed 20 feet in height and 
may not exceed a total volume, including the volume of the features being enclosed, equal to % of 
the horizontal area of all upper tower roof areas of the building measured before the addition of 
any exempt features times 20. 
For information about compliance, ·contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 

www.~f.-planning.org 

15. Lighting Plan. The Project Sponsor shall submit an exterior lighting plan to the Planning 

Department prior to Planning Department approval of the architectural addendum to the site 
permit application. 
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558~6378, 

www.sfplanning.org 

16. Transformer Vault. The location of individual project PG&E Transformer Vault installations has 
significant effects to San Francisco streetscapes when improperly located. However, they may 
not have any impact if they are installed in preferred locations. Therefore, the Planning 
Department .recommends the following preference schedule in locating new transformer vaults, ' 

in order of most to least desirable: 
a. On-site, in a basement area accessed via a garage or other access point without use of 

separate doors on a ground floor fa<;ade facing a public right-of-way; 
b. On-site, in a driveway, underground; 
c. On-site, above ground, screened from view, other than a ground floor fac;ade facing a 

public right-of-way; 
d. Public right-of-way, underground, under sidewalks with a minimum width of 12 feet, 

avoiding effects on streetscape elements, such as street trees; and based on Better Streets 

Plan guidelines;. 
e. Public right-of-way, underground; and based on Better Streets Plan guidelines; 
f. Public righ~-of-yvay, above ground, screened from view; and based on B~tter Streets Plan 

guidelines; 
g. On-site, in a ground floor fac;ade (the least desirable location). 
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h. Unless otherwise specified by the Planning Department, Department of Public Work's 
Bureau of Street Use and Mapping (DPW BSM) should use this preference schedule for 
all new transformer vault installation requests. 

· For information about compliance, contact Bureau of Street Use and Mapping, Department of Public 

Works at 415-554--5810, http://sfdpw.org 

17. Overhead Wiring. The Property owner Will allow MUNI to install eyebolts in the building 
adjacent to its electric streetcar line to support its overhead wire system if requested by MUNI or 
MTA. 
For information about compliance, contact San Francisco Municipal Railway (Muni), San Francisco 

Municipal Transit Agency (SFMTA), at 415-701-4500, www.sfm.ta.org 

PARKING AND TRAFFIC 

18. Parking Maximum. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 151.1, the Project shall provide no more 
than one parking space per two dwelling units as of right. In addition, the Project may provide 
up to three parking spaces per four dwelling units. as a conditional use. With 133 dwelling units 
proposed, there· is a maximum of 67 off-street parking spaces allowed as-of-right, and an 
additional 33 off-street parking spaces permitted With a Conditional Use authorization. With 100 
off-street parking spaces total included, the Project Sponsor must also obtaht a Conditional Use 
Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sectioll$155.l and 303, to allow accessory off-parking 
in excess of principally permitted amounts. 
For information about compl.iance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, · 

www.sf-planning.org 

19. Off-street Loading. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 152.1, the Project shall provide two 
serVice vehicle off-street loading spaces in-lieu of the standard one required off-street loading 
space. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 

www.sf-planning.org · 

20. Car Share. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 166, no less than one car share space shall be 
made available, at no cost, to a certified car share organization for the purposes of providing car 
share services for its service subscribers. 

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 

www.sf-planning.org 

21. )3icycle Parking (Mixed-Use: New Commercial/Major Renovation and Residential). Pursuant 
to Planning Code Sections 155.1, 155.4, and 155.5, the _Project shall provide no fewer than 123 
bicycle parking spaces (108 Class 1 spaces for the residential portion of the Project and 15 Class 2 
spaces .- seven for residential and eight for commercial). 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 

www.sf-planning.org · 
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22. Managing Traffic During Co;nstruction. The Project Sponsor and construction contractor(s) 
shall coordinate with the Traffic Engineering and Transit Divisions of the San Francisco 

Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA), the Police Departinent, the Fire Department, the 
Planning Department, and other construction contractor(s) for_ any concurrent nearby Projects to 
manage traffic congestion and pedestrian circulation effects during construction of the Project. 

For information about compliance, ~ontact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 

www.sf-planning.org 

PROVISIONS 

23. Street Tree In-Lieu Fee. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 428, the Project Sponsor shall pay an 
in-lieu fee for five (5)" street trees that are required under Planning Code Section 138.1, but that 
according to the Department of Public Works, cannot be planted. The in-lieu fee shall be paid 
prior to the issuance of the first construction document. 
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415:.558-6378, 

www.~f-planning.org 

24. Transit Impact Development Fee. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 411, the Project Sponsor 
shall pay the Transit Impact Development Fee (TIDF) for the new retail space based on drawings 
submitted with the Building Permit Application. The fee shall be paid prior to the issuance of the 

first construction document. 
For informatwn about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 

www.sf-planning.org 

25. Transit Center District Open Space Fee. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 424.6, the Project 

Sponsor shall pay the Transit Center District Open Space Fee for the new residential space based 
on drawings submitted with the Building Permit Application. The fee shall be paid prior to the 
issuance of the first construction: document. 
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-637_8, 

www.s.f-planning.org 

26. Transit Center District Transportation and. Street Improvement Fee. Pursuant to Planning. 
Code Section 424.6, the Project Sponsor shall pay the Transit Center District Transportation and 
Street Improvement Fee for the new residential space based on drawings submitted with the 

Building Permit Application. The fee shall be paid prior to the issuance of the first construction 
document. 
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-~58-6378, 

www.s.f-planning.org 

27. Art - Residential Projects. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 429, the Project Sponsor must 
provide on-site ar~wurk, pay into the Public Artworks Fund, or fulfill the requirement with any 
combination of on-site artwork or fee payment as long as it equals one percent of the hard 

construction costs fo! the Project as determined by the f?irector of the Department of Building 
Inspection. The Project Sponsor shall provide to the Director necessary information to make the 
determination of construction cost hereunder. Payment into the Public Artworks Fund is due 
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prior to issuance of the first construction document. If the Project Sponsor elects to provide the 
artwork on-site, the Conditions set forth in Conditions Numbers 28-30 below shall govern. 

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Depart;ment at 415-558-6378, 

www.sf-planning.org 

28. Art Plaques. Pursuant to Plarurlng Code Section 429(b), the Project Sponsor shall provide a 
plaque or cornerstone identifying the architect, the artwork creator and the Project completion 
date in a publicly conspicuous location on the Project Site. The design and content of the plaque 
shall be approved by Department staff prior to its installation. 
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 

www.sf-planning.org 

29. Art - Concept Development. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 429, the Project Sponsor and 
the Project artist shall consult with the Planning Department during design development 
regarding the height, size, and final type of the art. The ~al art concept shall be submitted for 
review for consistency with this Motion by, and shall be satisfactory to, the Director of the 
Planning Department in consultation with the Commission. The Project Sponsor and the Director 

shall report to the Commission on the prog~ess of the development and design of the art concept I 

prior to the approval of the first building or site permit application. 
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 

www.sf-planning.org 

30. Art - Installation. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 429, prior to issuance of any certificate of 
occupancy, the Project Sponsor shall install the public art generally as described in this Motion 
and make it available to the public. If the Zoning Administrator concludes that it is not feasible to 
install the work(s) of art within the time herein specified and the Project Sponsor provides 
ad.equate assurances that such works will be installed in a timely manner, the Zoning 
Administrator may extend .the time for installation for a period of not more than twelve (12) 
months. For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-

6378, www.4-planning.org 

Affordable Units 

31. Requirement. Pursuant to Plarurlng Code 415.5, the Project Sponsor must pay an Affordable 
Housing Fee at a rate equivalent to the applicable percentage of the number of units in an off-site 
project needed to satisfy the Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program Requirement for the 
principal project. The app).icable percentage for this Project is twenty percent (20%). 
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 

www.sf-planning.org or the Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development at 415-701-5500, 

www.sf-moh.org. 

32. Other Conditions. The Project is subject to the requirements of the Inclusionary Affordable 
Housing Program under Sectio~ 415 et seq. of the Plarurlng Code and the terms of the City and 
County of San Francisco Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program Monitoring and Procedures 
Manual ("Procedures Manual"). The Procedures Manual, as amended from time to time, is 
incorporated herein by reference, as published and adopted by the Planning Commission, and as 
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required by Planning Code Section 415. TerrnS used in these conditions. of approval and not 
otherwise defined shall have the meanings set forth in the Procedures Manual. A copy of the 

Procedures Manual can be obtq.ined at the Mayor's Office of Housing and Community 
Development ("MOHCD") at 1 South Van Ness Avenue or on the Planning Department or 
Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development's websites, including on the internet at: 

http://sf-planning.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=4451 

As provided in the Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program, the applicable Procedures Manual 
is the manual in effect at the time the subject units are made available for sale or rent. 
For information· about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558:..6378, 

www.sf-planning.org or the Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development at 415-701-5500, 

www.sf-moh.org. 

a. The Project Sponsor must pay the Fee in full sum to the Development Fee Collection Unit 
at the DBI for use by MOH CD prior to the issuance of the first construction document. 

b. Prior to the issuance 0£ the first construction permit by the DBI for the .Project, the Project 
Sponsor shall record a Notice of Special Restriction on the property that records a copy of 

this. approval. The Project Sponsor shall promptly provide a copy of the recorded Notice 
of Special Restriction to.the Department and to MOHCD or its successor. 

c. If the Project Sponsor fails to comply with the Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program 
requirement, the Director of DBI shall deny any and all site or building permits or 
certificates of occupancy for the Project until the Planning Department notifies the 
Director of compliance. A Project Sponsor's failure to comply with the requirements of 
Planning Code Sections 415 et seq. shall constitute cause for the City to record a lien 
against the Project and pursue any and all other remedies at law. 

MONITORING 

33. Revocation due to Violation of C01,1ditions. Should implementation of this Project result in 

complaints from interested property owners, residents, or commercial lessees which are not 
resolved by the Project Sponsor and found to be in violation of the Planning Code and/or the 
specific conditions of approval for the Project as set forth.in Exhibit A of this Motion, the Zoning 
Administrator shall refer such complaints to the Commission, after which it may hold a public 
hearing on the matter to consider revocation of this authorization. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 

www.~f-planning.01:$ 

34. Enforcement. Violation of any of the Planning Department conditions of approval contained in 
·this Motion or of any other provisions of Planning Code applicable to this Project shall be subject 
to the enforcement procedures and administrative penalties set forth under Planning Code 
Section 176 or Section 176.1. The Planning Department may also refer the violation complaints to 

other city departments and agencies for appropriate enforcement action under their jurisdiction. · 
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For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 

www.sf-planning.org. 

OPERATION 

35. Community Liaison. Prior to issuance of a building permit to construct the Project and 
implement the approved use, the Project Sponsor shall appoint a community liaison to deal with 
the issues of concern to owners and occupants of nearby properties. The Project Sponsor shall 

provide the Zoning Administrator with written notice of the name,. business address, and 
telephone number of the community liaison. Should the contact information change, the Zoniri.g 
Administrator shall be made aware of such change. The cori:ununity liaison shall report to the 
Zoning Administrator what issues, if any, are of concern to the community and what issues have 
not been resolved by the Project Sponsor. 
For information a~out compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 

www.sf-planning.org 

36. Sidewalk Maintenance. The Project Sponsor shall maintain the main entrance to the building 
and all sidewalks abutting the subject property in a clean and sanitary condition in compliance 
with the Department of Public Works Streets arid Sidewalk Maintenance Standards. 
For information about compliance, contact Bureau of Street Use and Mapping, Department of Public 
Works, 415-695-2017, httv:l/~fdpw.org 
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IRl Affordable Housing (Sec. 415) IRl First Source Hiring {Admin. Code) 

IRl Transit Impact Dev't Fee (Sec. 411) IRl StreetTree (Sec. 138.1; 428) 

D Downtown Park Fee (Sec. 412) IRl Public Art (Sec. 429) 

Planning Commission Motion 19451 

Date: 
Case No.: 
Project Address: 
Zoning: 

Block/Lot: 
Project Sponsor: 

Staff Contact: 

HEARING DATE: SEPTEMBER 3, 2015 

August 24, 2015 
2014.1122XVCUA 
75 Howard Street 
C-3-0 (SD) (Downtown Office, Special Development) 
200-S Height and Bulk District 

3741/31; 3741/35 (Parcel 3) 
Maree L: Sanchez - (212) 237-3129 
RDF 75 Howard LP 
1633 Broadway, Suite 1801 

NewYork,NY10019 
msanchez@paramount-group.com 

Tina Chang - (415) 575-9197 
Tina.Chang@sfgov.org 

ADOPTING FINDINGS AUTHORIZING A CONDITIONAL USE AUTHORIZATION PURSUANT 
TO PLANNING CODE SECTIONS 303 AND 151.1 TO ALLOW ACCESSORY OFF-STREET 
PARKING EXCEEDING PRINCIPALLY PERMITrED AMOUNTS, IN CONNECTION WITH A 
PROPOSAL TO CONSTRUCT A 20-STORY-OVER-BASEMENT, APPROXIMATELY 220-FOOT. 
TALL BUILDING WITH UP TO 133 DWELLING UNITS WITH APPROXIMATELY 5,824 :SQ. FT. OF 
GROUND FLOOR COMM,ERCIAL SPACE, AT 75 HOWARD STREET WITHIN THE C-3-0(SD) 
(DOWNTOWN OFFICE, SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT) DISTRICT AND THE 200-S HEIGHT AND 
BULK DISTRICT, AND ADOPTING FINDINGS UNDER THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL 

QUALITY ACT. 

PREAMBLE 

Environmental Review 

On March 28, 2013, Jim Abrams of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP on behalf of RDF 75 Howard LP 
(hereinafter "Project Sponsor") filed an application with the Plamtlng Department (hereinafter 

"Department") for Environmental Review, to allow the demolition of an existing above grade parking 
garage and the construction of a new, approximately 31-story-over-basement, approximately 350-foot tall, 

222 



Motion 19451 
September 3, 2015 

CASE NO. 2011.1122.XVCUA 
75 Howard St. 

432,253 gsf building containing approximately 5,685 gsf of ground floor commercial space, with 186 
dwelling-units (the "Original Project'') at 75 Howard. Street (hereinafter "Project Site"). 

The Department determined that an Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter "EIR") was required and 
provided public notice of that determination by publication in a newspaper of general circulation on July 
31, 2013. 

On July 31, 2013, the Department published a Draft EIR for public review (Case No. 2001.1122E). The 
Draft EIR was available for public comment until September 16, 2013. On September 12, 2013, the 

. Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting to solicit 
comments regarding the Draft EIR. 

On July 8, 2015, the Department published a Comments ·and Responses document, responding to 
com.ments made regarding the Draft EIR prepared for the Project. Together, the Comments and 
Responses document and the DEIR comprise the Final EIR ("FEIR"). 

On September 3, 2015, the Commission reviewed and considered the FEIR and found that the conten~s of 
said report and the procedures through which the FEIR was prepared, publicized, and reviewed 
complied with CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and Chapter 31. 

The Commission found the FEIR was adequate, accurate and objective, reflected the independent analysis 
and judgment of the Department and the Commission, and. that the summary of comments anq responses 
contained no significant revisions to the DEIR, and certified the FEIR for the Project in compliance with 
CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 31. 

· . Original Project Applications 

On December 6, 2013, Jim Abrams of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP on behalf of Project· Sponsor filed an 
application with the Planning Department (hereinafter "Department") for Compliance with Planning 
Code Section 309 for the Original Project, with exceptions for Streetwall Base requirements (Section 
132.1), Off-Street Parking requirements (Section 151.1), Rear Ye~ requirements (Section 134), and Bulk 
requirements (Sections 270 and 272) within the C-3-0(SD) (Downtown Office, Special Development) and 
200-S Height and Bulk District, to allow the demolition of the existing above grade parking garage and 
the construction of the Original Project at the Project Site. 

On December 6, 2013, Jim Abrams of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP, on behalf of Project Sponsor also 
filed an application with the Department for Height and Bulk Recla~sificatiqn for the Original Project to 
allow the Project Site to be reclassified from the 200-S Height and Bulk District, to .the 350-S Height and 

Bulk District. 

On December 6, 2013, Jim Abrams of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP, on behalf of Project Sponsor also 
filed an application with the Department for General Plan Referral for th~ Original Project to allow 
certain impr'ovements on the land located on Assessor's Block 3742/Lot 12 and the portion of the Steuart 
Street right-of-way south of Howard Street (the "Open Space Improvement Site"). 
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On December 6, 2013, Jim Abrams of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP, also filed an application for the 
Original Project for certain variances from .the Planning Code, including dwelling unit exposure 
(Planning Code Section 140) and curb cut width (Planning Code Sections 145.1). 

On December 6, 2013, Jim Abrams of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP, also filed an application for the 
Original Project for the initiation of a General Plan Amendment to amend the General Plan Urban Design 
Element Height Map (Map 4) and the Downton Element Height Map (Map 5) to permit the height of the 

Original Project. 

Reduced Height Proiect Applications 

On August 13, 2014, Jim Abrams of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP on behalf·of Project Sponsor filed an 
amendment of application with the Department for Compliance with Planning Code Section 309 to allow 
the demolition of an existing above grade parking garage and the construction of a new, approximately 
26-story-over-basement, apprqximately 292-foot tall building containing approximately 409,150 gsf, with 
approximately 4,250 gsf of ground floor commercial space and 159 dwelling-units (the "Reduced Height 
Project") at the Project Site, with exceptions for .streetwall Base requirements (Section 132.1), Off-Street 
Parking requirements (Section 151.1), .Rear Yard requirements (Section 134), and Bulk requirements 
(Sections 270 and 272). 

On August 13, 2014, Jim Abrams of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP, on behalf of Project Sponsor-also filed 
with the Department an amendment of application for Height and Bulk Reclassification for the Reduced 
Height Project to allow the Project Site to be reclassified from the 200-S Height and Bulk District, to the 
300-S Height and Bulk District. 

On August 13, 2014, Jim Abrams of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP, also filed an amended application for 
the Reduced Height Project for certain variances froin the Planning Code, including dwelling unit 
exposure (Planning Code Section 140) and curb cut width (Planning Code Sections 145.1). · 

On August 13, 2014, Jim Abrams of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP, also filed an amended application for 
the Reduced Height Project for the initiation of a General Plan Amendment to amend the General Plan 

·Urban Design Element Height Map (Map 4) and the Downtown Element Height Map (Map 5) to permit 
the height of the Reduced Height Project. 

Unlike the Original Project, the Reduced Height Project did not include the proposed impro.vements to 
the Open Space Improvement Site, and as such on August 13, 2014, the Project Sponsor rescinded, the 
application for General Plan Referral filed for the Original Project. 

Code Compliant Project Applications/Current Project 

On April 30, 2015, Sara Ghalandari of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP on behalf of Project Sponsor filed ail 

amended application with the Department for Compliance with Planning Code Section 309 with 
exceptions for Rear Year requirements (Section 134), requirements for the reduction of Ground-Level 
Wind CutrentS (Section 148) and Bulk :i;equirements (Sections 263.9, 270 and 272) within the C-3-0(SD) 
(Downtown Office, Special Development) and 200-S Height and Bulk District, to allow the demolition of . . 
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an existing above grade parking garage and the construction of a new, 20-story-over-basement, 
approximately 220-foot tall, 284,300 gsf building containing approximately 5,824 gsf of ground floor retail 

sp·ace, with 133 dwelling-units (the "Code Compliant Project", also referred to herein as the "Project") at 

the Project Site. 

On April 30, 2015, Sara Ghalandari of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP on behalf of Project Sponsor also 

filed an amended application for the Project for certain variances from the Planning Code. The following 
variances are part of the Project: dwelling unit exposure (Planning Code Section 140) and curb cut width 

(Planning Code Sections 145.1). 

On May 11, 2015, Sara Ghalandari of Gibson;. Dunn & Crutcher, LLP, on behalf Project Sponsor also filed 
an application for Conditional Use Authorization (CUA) to permit residential accessory off-street parking 
in excess of the principally permitted amounts (Section 155.1). 

Unlike the Original Project or the Reduced Height Project, the Project complies with the underlying 
Height and Bulk District and zoning constraints, subject to certain exceptions discussed herein, and does 
not require a Height and Bulk Reclassification or a General Plan Amendment. As such, on June 4, 2015, 
the Project Sponsor rescinded the applications for General Plan Amendment and Height and Bulk 

Reclassification filed for the Original Project and the Reduced Height Project 

The Planning Department, Jonas P. Ionin, is the custodian of records; all pertinent documents are located 
in the File for Case No. 2011.1122:XVCUA, at 1650 Mission Street, Fourth Floor, San Francisco, California. 

Planning Department staff prepared a.Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting program (MMRP) which 
material was made available to the public and this Commission for this Commission's review, 
consideration and action. The MMRP is attached as Exhibit 1 to the CEQA Findings Motion for Case 

2011.1122E. 

On July 7, 2015, the Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) Commission of the City 
and County of San Francisco, commonly known as the "Successor Agency" to the former San Francisco 
Redevelopment Agency (SFRDA), approved and agreed to enter into a delegatfon agreement with the 
Department (the "Delegation Agreement") regarding that portion of the Project Site consisting of a small, 
unimproved triangular portion of real property within Block 3741/Lot 35, commonly referred to as 
"Parcel 3" (the "Unimproved Triangle"), which is a part of, and subject to, the Rincon Point South Beach 
Redevelopment Plan Area (the "Redevelopment Plan"). On September 3rd, the Planning Commission 
accepted delegation from OCII. Per the Delegation Agreement, the Department will review and 
determine consistency and compliance with the Red\!velopment Plan as to that portion of the Project that 
is within the Redevelopment Plan Area. 

The Department has reviewed the plans for the proposed Project attached hereto as Exhibit B and has 
determined that the portion of the proposed building that is within the Redevelopment Plan Area is 
consistent with the Redevelopment Plan. It further determined that the portion of the building that falls 
within the Unimproved Triangle consists only of the below-grade garage, and a small corner of the 
building and streetscape and landscaping on floors 1 through 7, and the very edge of the building corner 
on floors 8 through 11 and nothing on floors 12 or above (the "Improvements Within the Redevelopment 
Area"). Pursuant to the Delegation Agreement, the Planning Department approved the design of portion 
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of the Project within the Redevelopment Plan Area. The Project requires a Section 309 Authorization 
from the Planning Commission (the "Commission'') as to those portions of the building exclusively 
within the jurisdiction of the City of San Francisco (the "City") since almost the entire building is within 
exclusive City jurisdiction. The staff recommends that the Planning Commission confirm the 
Department's approval of the design of the Improvements Within the Redevelopment Area pursuant to 
this Section 309 Authorization by approving the entirety of the design for the proposed building as 
shown on the plans attached as Exhibit B to the Section 309 Review motion. 

On September 3, 2015, the Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing, originally calendared 

for July 23rd at a regularly scheduled meeting on Case No. 2011.1122XVCUA. 

The Commission has heard and considered the testimony presented to it at the public hearing and has 

further considered written; materials and oral testimony presented on behalf of the applicant, Department 

staff, and other interested parties. 

MOVED, that the Commission hereby approves the conditional use authorization to allow accessory off

street parking in excess of principally permitted amounts requested in Application No.2011.1122XVCUA 
subject to the conditions contained in "EXHIBIT A" of this motion, based on the following findings: 

FINDINGS 
Havhi.g reviewed the materials identified in the recitals c,tbove, and having heard all testimony and 

arguments, this Commission finds, concludes, and determines as follows: 

1. The above recitals are accurate and constitute findings of this Commission. 

2. Site Description and Present Use. The Project Site consists of a lot developed with an 8-story above 

grade parking garage (the "Parking Garage Lot") and includes what has been referred to as "the 

Unimproved Triangle" (3741/35, Parcel 3), that is within the Rincon Point South Beach Redevelopment Plan 

Area The Project-Sponsor intends to merge the Unimproved Triangle with the Parking Garage Lot through 

a lot line adjustment. The subject property is located at the intersection of Howard and Steuart Streets, on a 

block bounded by Folsom and Spear Streets in the Financial District. The subject property is located within 
the boundaries of the Transit Center District Plan Area and is located at the eastern edge of the District Plan 

Area. The subject property is 20,931 sq. ft. in size with approximately 156 feet of frontage on Howard Street 
and 134 feet of frontage on Steuart Street. The subject property is currently used as an eight-story, above 

grade parking garage with approximately 550 parking spaces. 

3. Surrounding Properties and Neighborhood. The subject property is located at the intersection 

_of Howard and Steuart Streets, on a block bounded by Folsom and Spear Streets in the Financial 

District. The subject property is located within the C-3-0(SD) (Downtown Office, Special 

Development) District and 200~S Height and Bulk District. The current development of this 

location, with the above-grade parking garage, represents an under-utilized site within the 

downtown core. Office and residential uses predominate, though some tourist and retail uses are 

present. The buildings to the north, south and west of the subject property are taller than the 

proposed Project. 
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4. Project Description. The Project Sponsor proposes to demolish the existing above-grade parking 
garage, merge the two lots, and construct a new 20-story-over-garage, 284,300 gsf, 133-urrit 
residential building with 5,824. sq. ft. of ground floor retail space; 100 off-street parking spaces, 

and 123 bicycle parking spaces (108 Class 1; 15 Class 2). The residential units would consist of 36 
one bedroom units (27%), 71 two bedroom units (53%), 23 three bedroom units (17%), and 3 four 
bedroom units (2%). Commercial space would be located on both the Howard and Steuart Street 
frontages. The Project ii.Iso includes fitness room, laundry, lobby, circulation and supportive 
service spaces designed to serve the intended family population. The Project includes exceptions 
pursuant to Planning Code Section 309, a Conditional Use Authorization, and two Variances. 
The 309 exceptions include an exception to Reduction of Ground-Level Wind Currents in C-3 
Districts under Planning Code Section 148, Rear Yard requirements under Planning Code Section 
134, and Height and Bulk requirements under Planning Code Sections 263.9, 270 and 272. The 
Project is receiving a Conditional Use Authorization for accessory off-street parking in excess of 
the principally permitted amounts. The Variance is for street frontage and exposure 

requirements. 

5. Public· Comment. On earlier iterations of the Project (the Original Project and the Reduced 
Height Alternative), the Department received comments from the neighboring community 
expressing opposition to the proposed height increase of the Original Project and the Recjuced 
Height Alternative. Concerned parties also expressed concerns about the Project's shadow 
impacts on neighboring Rincon Park. The Sponsor has addressed mmy concerns in the current 
design by reducing the height and total area, resulting in a Code compliant building that 

complies with the underlying Height and Bulk District and zoning constraints, subject to certain 
exceptions discussed in the Section 309 Motion. The Department has also received inquiries from 
members of the public regarding the Project in its current form, as well as one letter of support. 

6. Planning Code Compliance: The Planning Code Compliance Findings set forth in Motion No. 
19450, Case No. 2011.1122,XVCUA (Downtown Project Authorization, pursuant to Pl~g Code 
Section 309) apply to this Motion and are incorporated herein as though fully set forth. The 
Commission finds that the Project is consistent with the relevant provisions of the Planning Code 
as set forth in Motion No. 19451 and fu the following manner: 

a. Floor Area Ratio (Section 124). The floor area ratio (FAR) limit as defined by Planning Code 
Section 124 for the C-3-0(SD) Distrid is 6.0 to 1. Under Sections 123 and 128 of th~ Planning 
Code, the FAR can be increased to 9.0 to 1 with the purchase of transferable development 
rights ("TDR"), and may exceed 9.0 to 1 without FAR limitations through participation in the 
Transit Center District Mello-Roos Community Facilities District, pursuant to Section 424.8. 

The Project Site has a lot area of approximately 20,931 square feet. Therefore, up to 125,586 square feet 
of Gross Floor Area ("GFA") is allowed under the basic FAR limit, and up to 188,379 square feet of 
GFA is permitted with the purchase of TDR. As shown in the conceptual plans for the Project, the 
building would include 284,300 square feet of GF A. Conditions of approval are included to require the 
Project Sponsor to purchase TDR for the increment of development between 6.0 to 1 FAR and 9.0 to 1 
FAR, and to participate in the Transit Center District Mello-Roos Community Facilities District as the 
project exceeds an FAR of 9.0to1. Therefore the Project complies with Section 124. 
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b. Parking (Section 151.1). Planning Code Section 151.l allows up to one car for each two 
-dwelling units as-of-right, and up to three cars for each four dwelling units as a conditional 
use. For non-residential uses, the Code does not provide a total number of permitted spaces, 

but instead limits parking to an area equivalent to 3.5% of the total gross floor areq of such 
uses. 

The Project contains 133 dwelling units. Per Planning Code Section 151.1, 67 parking spaces are 

principally permitted (133/2 = 66.5), and an additional 33 parking spaces are conditionally permitted 

(133/.75 = 99.75 - 66.5 = 33.25). The Project proposes, as permitted ·by Planning Code Section 151.1, a 

total of 100 parked cars to serve the residential uses and thus complies with this. requirement.· In 

addition, the Project includes two (2) car share spaces, in accordance with Section 166, neither of which 

count against the permitted parking calculations. The Project will not provide any parking spaces for 

the commercial uses proposed, although, under Section 151.1, it could provide parking spaces equal to 
3 .5% of the gross floor area of the ~on-residential uses of the Project to serve the· commercial uses, which 

space would accommodate another 2 to 3 spaces. However, the Project would require Conditional Use 

authorization for the 33 conditionally permitted parking spaces to serve the residential uses. Thus, the 

total number of spaces sought in this Conditional Use authorization is 33, but because the Project is not 

availing itself of the 2 to 3 spaces othe~ise principally permitted under Section 151.1 to serve the 

commercial uses, as a practical matter, the Project is proposing only 30 to 31 non-principally permitted 

spaces. 

c. Density (Section 210.2). Planning Code Sections 210.2 establishes no density limit in the C-3 

Districts. Density is regulated by the permitted height and bulk, and required setbacks, 
exposure, and open space of each development lot. 

The Project contains 133 dwelling units, which is allowed in the C-3-0(SD) District. The elimination 

of density controls in the C-3 Districts was recently approved through Ordinance No. 22-15 (Board File 

No. 141253); previously, density was principally permitted at a ratio of 1 unit per 125 sf of lot area and 

conditionally permitted above that amount. 

d. Use (Section 210.2). The Project Site is located in a Downtown Office Special Development 

(C- 3- O(SD)) District wherein residential and commercial uses are per~tted. 

The residential and retail uses of the proposed Project at the density proposed would be 

consistent with the permitted Downtown Office Special Development uses, pursuant to 

Planning Code Section 210.2. 

7. Planning Code Section 303 establishes criteria for the Planning Commission to consider when 
reviewing applications for Conditional Use authorization. On balance, the project complies with 

the criteria of Section 303, in that: 

a. The proposed use or feature, at the size and intensity contemplated and at the proposed 
·location, will provide a development that is necessary or desirable for, and compatible with, 

the neighborhood or the community. · 
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This Conditional Use authorization for parking in excess of principally permitted amounts would be 
desirable for .and compatible with the neighborhood for several reasons. The. Project's underground 
parking will be used principally for car storage and will be stored in mechanical stackers making it less 
likely that residents will use on a daily_ basis. The location of the Project in the transit-rich downtown 
core also ensures that cars are not Wcely to be used for commuting since the residences will be within 
walking distance and convenient transit options to jobs and services. However, the provision of the 
parking storage option to residents would support the economic viability of the Project by permitting 
the Project Sponsor to provide adequate on-site parking for the residents of the development. This 
provision of adequate access to parking is consistent with the amount of parking provided in similar 
high-rise mixed-use residential/retail properties in the area and adjacent Downtown area that provide 
similar access to off-street parking supporting both residential and commercial use . . 

The Project is desirable because it would replace the existing 550 space, 8 story above-grade parking 
garage with a residential high-rise tower that is more consistent and compatible with the surrounding 
high-rise residential and commercial architecture (including the Rincon Towers). This new development 
will greatly enhance the character of the existing neighborhood. The current development of this 
location, with the above-grade parking garage represents an under-utilized site within the downtown 
core. By developing and maintaining space dedicated to retail use and restaurant use within the 
building, the Project· will continue the pattern of active ground floor retail along the Steuart and 
Howard Street frontages.. The Project would also visually enhance the immediate neighborhood and the 
surrounding Downtown area by removing the existing eight-story parking garage and replacing it with 
a beautifully designed residential building. In ·addition, the replacement of 550 above-grade parking 
spaces with 100 below-grade spaces will bring the site into greater conformity with current Planning 
Code and urban design principles.· 

Parking in excess of principally permitted amounts would be compatible with the existing zoning of the 
Project, as well as the character of !he neighborhood, because, unlike many Downtown par~ing facilities, 
including the existing garage on the Project site, it would be located entirely underground. This would 
allow the ground floor of the building to be occupied by active uses. The amount of parking being 
requested, in and of itself, would not degrade the overall urban design quality or quality of streetscape 
improvements of the Project. All parking and loading would be accessed by a single service entrance 
from Howard Street. 

b. The use or feature as proposed will not be detrimental to the health, safety, convenience,· or 

general welfare of persons residing or working in the vicinity, or injurious to property 
improvements, or potential development in the vicinity, with respect to aspects including, but 
not limited to the following: 

(i) The nature of the proposed· site, including its size and shape, and the proposed size, 
shape, and arrangement of structures. 

The 100 parking spaces proposed by the Project Sponsor would be located underground and 
accessed via mechanical stackers, thus increasing the above-ground space that may be used for 
residential purposes, and further allowing the Project to provide an active pedestrian ground floor 
which would minimize conflicts with pedestrians in the surrounding area. The proposed size, 
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shape ·and arrangement of the Project is consistent with the existing site-layout and the character 

of the surrounding neighborhood. The proposed Project would Wcely promote, as opposed to 

impede, development pote.ntial in the vicinity by increasing the housing supply and customer base 

with the ground floor retail, and creating an attractive residential tower with neighborhood

serving ground floor retail which would continue the pattern of active ground floor retail along 

the Steuart and Howard Street frontages. 

(ii) The accessibility and traffic patterns for persons and vehicles, the type and volume of 
such,. traffic, and the adequacy of proposed off-street parking and loading and of 

proposed alternatives to off-street parking, including provisions of car-share parking 
spaces, as defined in Section 166. 

In general, the Project would provide a sufficient but not excessive amount of'off-street parking. 

The Project would provide 100 off-street parking spaces in an underground garage, which exceeds 

the number of spaces permitted as of right and therefore is the subject of this Conditional Use 

authorization. In addition, the Project includes two (2) car share spaces, in accordance with 

Section 166, neither of which count against the permitted parking calculations, and which exceeds 

the Code requirement of one car share space for the Project. The parking that is being provided is 

not expected to generate substantial traffic that would adversely impact pedestrian, transit, or 

bicycle movement. Given the proximity of the Project Site to the employment opportunities and 

retail services of the Downtown Core, it is expected that residents will opt to prioritize walking, 

bicycle travel, or transit use over private automobile travel. In addition, the placement of parking 

in stacker configurations will discourage frequent use of vehicles for shorter trips. However, the 

amount of parking proposed by the Project would support the economic viability of the Project and 

ensure that the neighborhood parking will not be overburdened by the addition of new residents. 

Thu_s, the Project would provide a merely sufficient rather than excessive amount of parking in 

order to accommodate the parking needs of the future residents. of the Project and the 

neighborhood, while still supporting and encouraging walking, bicycle travel and public transit 

use. 

(iii) The safeguards afforded to yrevent noxious or offensive emissions such as noise, gfare, 
dust, and odor. 

The parking in excess of principally permitted amounts would not result in noxious or offensive 

emissions such as noise, glare, dust, or odor. The new residential tower and ground floor retail 

space would generate noise similar to that generated by nearby existing·residential and other uses. 

Any . restaurant or retail uses will be properly vented and trash will be disposed of in a,n 

appropriate manner.' Because all of the Project's parking is below grade, it will have no effect on 

glare or other visual qualities .above grade. The above-grade portion of the Project will be designed 

to comply with City standards for material properties like reflectiveness and color. 

(iv) Treatment given, as appropriate, to such aspect~ as landscaping, screening, open spaces, 
parking and loading areas, service areas, lighting, and signs. 

All parking for the Project is located within a subterranean garage and would not be visible from 

the public right-of-way. The amount of parking being·requested, in and of itself, would not 
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degrade the overall urban design quality or quality of streetscape improvements of the Project. All 
parking and loading would be accessed by a single service entrance from Howard Street. 

In order to create more pedestrian interest in the surround~ng vicinity and therefore calm traffic 
along the street, the Project would landscape a portion of the sidewalk and provide neighborhood
serving ground-floor retail uses. To complement the ground floor retail use, the Project would, i:i 
conjunction w{th the Department of Public Works, install new pedestrian amenities, including 
street trees and sidewalk landscaping, new surface' materials in select areas to ii#roduce color and 
.texture and new lighting. Plant species would be climate-adapted and selected for form, color, 
fragrance and to support native wildlife, while being compatible with the narrow proportions of 
the.site and the characteristics·of water conservation, low-maintenance, high durability and .san 
Francisco'~ Better Street Scape Plan guidelines. 

c. Such use or feature as proposed will comply with the applicable provisions of this Code and 
will not adversely affect the General Plan. 

The parking proposed for the Project which is the subject of this Conditional Use Authorization 
complies with the applicable sections of the Code. The residential and retail uses contemplated 

·for the Project are permitted within the C-3-0(SD) Dist:ict. The Project complies with use 
and density requirements. The Project Site is well~served by transit and commercial services, 
allowing residents to commute, shop, and reach amenities by walking, transit, and bicycling. 
The Project conforms with multiple goals and policies of the General Plan, as described in 
further detail in Item #8. 

8. Planning Code Section 151.1 establishes criteria for the Commission to consider when reviewing 
any request for accessory parking' in excess of what is permitted by right. On balance, the Project 
complies with.the criteria of Section 151.1, in that: · 

a. For projects with 50 units or.more, all residential accessory parking in excess of 0.5 parking 
spaces for each dwelling unit shall be stored and accessed by mechanical stackers or lifts, 
valet, or other space-efficient means that allows more space above-ground for housing, 
maximizes space efficiency and discourages use of vehicles for commuting or daily errands. 
The Planning Commission may authorize the request for additional parking notwithstanding 
that the project sponsor cannot fully satisfy this requirement provided that the project sponsor 
demonstrates hardship or practical infeasibility (such as for retrofit of existing buildings) in 
the use of space-efficient parking given the configuration of the parking floors within the 
building and the number of independently accessible spaces above 0.5 spaces per unit is de 
minimus and subsequent valet operation or other form of parking space management could 
not significantly increase the capacity of th.e parking space above the maximums in Table 
151.1. 

All parking spaces at the Project are provided in mechanical stackers. As such, the Project complies with 
this requirement. 

10 

231 



Motion 19451 
September 3, 2015 

CASE NO. 2011.1122XVCUA 
75 Howard St. 

b. Vehicle movement on or around the project site associated with the excess accessory parking 
does not unduly impact pedestrian spaces or movement, transit service, bicycle movement, or 
the overall traffic movement in the district. 

The parking that is being provided is not expected to generate substantial traffic that would 
adversely impact pedestrian, transit, or bicycle movement. Given the proximity of the Project 
Site to the employment opportunities and retail services of the Downtown Core, it is expected 
that residents will opt to prioritize walking, bicycle travel, or transit use over private 
automobile travel. In addition, the provision of all the parking in stacker configurations will 
discourage frequent use of vehicles for shorter trips. 

c. Accommodating excess accessory parking does not degrade the overall urban design quality 
of the project proposal. 

All parking for the Project is located within a subterranean garage and would not be visible 
from the public right-of-way. Thus, the ground floor will be occupied by active uses, as 
anticipated by the Code. The amount of parking being requested, in and of itself, would not 
degrade the overall urban design quality or quality of streetscape improvements of the Project. 
All parking and loading would be accessed by a single service entrance from Howard Street. 

d. Excess accessory parking does not diminish the quality and viability of existing or planned 
streetscape enhancements. 

All parking for the Project is located within a subterranean garage and would not be visible 
from the public right-of-way. Thus, the ground floor will be occupied by active uses, as 
anticipated by the Code. The amount of parking being requested, in and of itself, would not 
degrade the overall urban design quality or quality of streets cape improvements of the Project. 
All parking and loading would be accessed by a single service entrance from Howard Street. 

e. All parking meets the active use and architectural screening requirements in Section 145.l and 
the project sponsor is not requesting any exceptions or variances requiring such treatments 
elsewhere in the Code. 

All parking for the Project will meet the active use and architectural screening requirements in 
Section 145.1 and the Project Sponsor is not requesting any exceptions or variances requiring 
such treatments elsewhere in the Code. · 

f. In granting approval for such accessory parking above that permitted by right, the 
Commission may require the property owner to pay the annual membership fee to a certified 
car-share organization, as defined in Section 166(b)(2), for any resident of the project who so 
requests and who otherwise qualifies for such membership, provided that such requirement 
shall be limited to OIJ.e membership per dwelling unit, when the following findings are made · 
by the Commission: 

(i) That the project encourages additional private-automobile use, thereby creating localized 
transport'ation impacts for the neighborhood. 
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(ii) That these localized transportation impacts may be lessened for the neighborhood by the 
provision of car-share memberships to residents. 

The Project includes the construction of residential condominiums. Owners of each 
· condominium may purchase a car share membership if they choose to do so. The Project 
includes two (2) car share spaces in the below-grade garage, one more than required by Code, 
the cost of construction of which is an additional cost borne by the Project Sponsor. 

9. General Plan Conformity. The Project would affirmatively promote the following objectives and 

policies of the General Plan: 

HOUSING ELEMENT 
Objectives and Policies 

OBJECTIVE 1: 
IDENTIFY AND MAKE AVAILABLE FOR DEVELOPMENT ADEQUATE SITES TO MEET THE 

CITY'S HOUSING NEEDS, ESPECIALLY PERMANENTLY AFFORDABLE HOUSING. 

Policy 1;8 
Promote mixed use development, and include housing, particularly permanently affordable 
housing, in new commercial, institutional or other single use development projects. 

The Project supports this Policy. The proposed Project would construct a significant amount of new 
housing units within an existing urban environment that is in need of more access to housing. The Project 
proposes to demolish the existing above-grade parking garage and construct a residential building that 
contains 133 market rate units and approximately 5,824 gsf of retail use. 

The Property is an ·ideal site for new housing due· to its central, downtown location,· and proximity to 
public transportation. The current development of this location, with the apove-grade ·parking garage, 
represents an under-utilized site within the downtown core. By developing and maintaining space 
dedicated to retail use and restaurant use within the building, the Project. will continue the pattern of 
active ground floor r~tail along the Steuart and Howard Street frontages. The Project also includes the fee 
payment for 20% of the total number of units to satisfy the Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program of 
Planning Code Section 415. 

Policyl.10 
Support new housing projects, especially affordable housing, where households can easily rely 
on public transportation, walking and bicycling for the majority of daily trips. 

The Project supports this Policy. It is anticipated that because of the central downtown location of the 
Project, most residents would either walk, bike, or use public transportation for da_ily travel. The Project is 
two blocks from Market Street, a major rail and bus-transit corridor that provides convenient access from 
the Property to neighborhoods throughout the City, the East Bay, and the Peninsula. It is also two blocks 
from the Embarcadero BART and MUNI stations, and is within one block of at least 10 MUNI bus lines. 
The Project is also a short walk from the new Transbay Terminal currently under construction. In 
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· addition, the placement of parking in stacker configurations will discourage frequent use of vehicles for 

shorter trips. 

OBJECTIVE 5: 
ENSURE THAT ALL RESIDENTS HA VE EQUAL ACCESS TO AVAILABLE UNITS. 

Policy 5.4 
Provide a range of unit types for all segments of need, and work to move residents between unit 

types as their needs change. 

The Project supports this Policy. The Project would create 133 dwelling units, of which 36 are one-bedroom 

units, 71 are two-begroom units, 23 are three-bedroom units, and three are four-bedroom units. The Project 

provides a range of unit types to serve a variety of needs, and will provide money to the City's affordable 

housing fund to support the creation of affordable units elsewhere in the City. 

OBJECTIVE 7: 
SECURE FUNDING AND RESOURCES FOR PERMANENTLY AFFORDABLE HOUSING, 
INCLUJ?ING INNOVATIVE. PROGRAMS THAT ARE NOT SOLELY RELIANT ON 
TRADITIONAL MECHANISMS OR CAPITAL. 

In compliance with this policy, the Project would help secure funding for permanently affordable housing 

by paying a 20% in-lieu fee in accordance with the City's Affordable Inclusionary Housing Ordinance, . 

thereby enhancing the City's affordable housing. 

OBJECTIVE 11: 
SUPPORT AND RESPECT THE DIVERSE AND DI~JTRINT CHARACTER OF SAN 
FRANCISCO'S NEIGHBORHOODS. 

Policyll.1 
Promote the construction and rehabilitation of well-designed housing that emphasizes beauty, 
flexibility, and innovative design, and respects existing neighborhood ch~acter. 

Policy11.2 
Ensure implementation of accepted design standards in project approvals 

Policyll.3 
Ensure growth is accommodated without substantially and ad".ersely impacting existing 
residential neighborhood character. 

Policyll.4 
Continue to utilize zoning districts which conform .to a generalized residential land use and 

density plan and the General Plan. 

Policyll.6 
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Foster a sense of community through architectural design, using features that promote 
community interaction. 

Policy 11.7 
Respect San Francisco's historic fabric, by preserving landmark bi.rildings and ensuring 
consistency with historic districts. 

The Project supports this Policy. The Project would create 133 dwelling units in the immediate vicinity of 
existing residential and 'office buildings, and complies with the existing zoning in terms of land use, height, 
and density. Although there are no historic resources immediately adjacent to the site, the Project respects 
the City's historic fabric by replacing an existing above-grade parking garage with a residential high-rise 
tower that is more consistent and compatible with the surrounding high-rise residential and commercial 
architecture (including the Rincon Towers) .. This new development will greatly enhance the character of 
the existing neighborhood. The current development of this location; with the above-grade parking garage 
represents an under-utilized site within the downtown core. By developing and maintaining space 
dedicated to retail use and restaurant use within the building, the Project will continue the pattern of 
active ground floor retail along the Steuart and Howard Street frontages. The Project would also visually 
enhance the immediate neighborhood and the surrounding Downtown area by removing the existing eight
story parking garage and replacing it with ti beautifully designed residential building. In addition, the 
replacement of 550 above-grade parking spaces with 100 below-grade spaces will bring the site into greater 
conformity ~ith current Planning Code and urban design principles. Finally, the Project design is 
intended to meet, and the Project Sponsor intends to seek, a LEED Platinum certification from the U.S. 
Green Building Council. 

URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT 
Objectives and Policies 

OBJECTIVE 3: 
MODERATION OF MAJOR NEW DEVELOPMENT TO COMPLEMENT THE CITY 
PATTERN, THE RESORUCES TO BE CONSERVED, AND THE NEIGHOBRHOOD 
ENVIRONMENT. 

Policy3.1 
Promote harmony in the visual relationships and transitions between new and older buildings. 

Policy3.2 
A void extreme contrasts in color, shape and other characteristics which will cause new buildings 

to stand. out in excess of their public importance. 

Policy3.6 
Relate the bulk of buildings to the prevailing scale of development to avoid an overwhelming or 
dominating appearance in new construction. 
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The Project uses an innovative design to relate to existing development in the neighborhood, which is 

characterized by commercial office buildings and residential high-rise buildings. It would replace the 

existing above-grade parking garage with a residential high-rise tower that is more consistent and 

compatible with the surrounding high-rise residential and commerCial architecture (including the Rincon 

Towers), and does so within the context of the land use and development controls of the Planning Code and 

the surrounding development. The building's mass is significantly reduced by multiple setbacks, recesses, 

and changes in fai;ade detailing, resulting in a character that relates well to the scale of neighboring 

buildings. 

COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY ELEMENT 
Objectives and Policies 

OBJECTIVE 1: 

MANAGE ECONOMIC GROWTH AND CHANGE TO ENSURE ENHANCEMENT OF 1HE 
TOTAL CITY LIVING AND WORKING ENVIRONMENT. 

Policyl.1: 
Encourage development which provides substantial net benefits and minimizes undesirable 
consequences. Discourage development that has substantial undesirable consequences that 

. ·cannot be mitigated. 

Policyl.2: 
Assure that all commercial and industrial uses meet minimum, reasonable performance 
standards. 

Policy 1.3: 
Locate commercial and industrial activities according to a generalized commercial and industrial 
land use plan. 

The Project would add approximat~ly 5,824 sq. ft. of new commercial space - divided between two 

tenant spaces - that is intended to serve residents in the building and surrounding neighborhood. 

Retail is encouraged and principally permitted on the ground floor of buildings in the Downtown 

Office Specjal Development District, and is thus consistent with activities in the commercial land 
· use plan. 

TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT 
Objectives and Policies 

OBJECTIVE 2: 

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

Policy2.1: 
Use rapid transit and other transportation improvements in the city and region as the catalyst for 
desirable development, and coordinate new facilities with public and private development. 
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The Project would promote Objective 2 and its associated policies by constructing a residential building 
with ground floor retail in the Downtown Corridor, which is the most transit rich area of the City. The 
Project would provide only 0.75 parking spaces per dwelling, and will not provide any parking for the 
proposed retail uses, and all of these parking spaces would be located underground, and thus would be less 
intrusive from an urban design standpoint. 

OBJECTIVE 11: 
ESTABLISH PUBLIC TRANSIT AS THE PRIMARY MODE OF TRANSPORTATION IN 
SAN FRANCISCO AND AS A MEANS THROUGH WHICH TO GUIDE FUTURE 
DEVELOPMENT AND IMPROVE REGIONAL MOBILITY AND AIR QUALITY. 

Policy 11.3: 
Encourage development that efficiently coordinates land use with transit service, requiring that 
developers address transit concerns as well as mitigate traffic problems. 

The Project is located within a neighborhood rich with public transportation and the people 
occupying the building are expected to rely heavily on public transit, bicycling, or walking for the 
majority of their daily trips. The project includes bicycle parking for 123 bicycles (108 Class 1, 15 
Class 2). Within a few blocks of the Project Site, there is an abundance of local and regional 
transit lines, including MUNI bus lines, MUNI Metro rail lines, BART, and SAMTrans. 
Additionally such transit lines also provide access to AC Transit (Transbay Terminal) and 
CalTrain. · · 

TRANSIT CENTER DISTRICT PLAN 
Objectives and Policies 

OBJECTIVE 2.9 
PROVIDE; BUILDING ARTICULATION ABOVE A BUILDING BASE ELEMENT TO DEFINE 

THE STREET REALM AT A COMFORTABLE HEIGHT OF NOT MORE THAN 1.25 TIMES THE 

WIDTH OF THE STREET. 

Policy2.11 
Ensure that buildings taller than 150 feet in height establish a distinct base element to define the 
street realm at a comfortable height of not more than 1.25 times the width of the street 

The project provides a base approximately 70' feet in height, not even 1 times the width of Howard Street, 
which is approximately 82' in width. The proposed base helps define the street realm at a comfortable 
height, generally consistent with the base or podium heights of surrounding buildings. 

OBJECTIVE 2.13 
ENACT URBAN DESIGN CONTROLS TO ENSURE THAT THE GROUND-LEVEL INTERFACE 

OF BUILDINGS IS ACTIVE AND ENGAGING FOR PEDESTRIANS, IN ADDITION TO 

PROVIDING ADEQUATE SUPPORTING RETAIL AND PUBLIC SERVICES FOR THE 

DISTRICT. 
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'Require ira.nSparency of ground-level facades (containing non-residential uses) that face public 

spaces. Guidelines for ground floors include: at least sixty percent of the portion of the fa\'.ade 
between 3 and 12' above grade shall be comprised of clear, non-reflective windows that allow 
views of indoor space. 

The Project provides ground floor retail along Howard and Steuart Streets, creating a more active and 
engaging environment for pedestrians, in addition to providing supporting retail and public services for the 
District. The ground floors will be comprised of clear, non-reflective windows that allow views of indoor 
space. 

OBJECTIVE 4.16 
CREATE A PARKING PLAN THAT ENCOURAGES THE USE OF PUBLIC TRANSIT AND 
OTHER MODES OF TRANSPORTATION 1HAT ARE ALTERNATIVES TO SINGLE
OCCUP ANT VEHICLES. 

The Project meets provides off-street parking at a ratio of .75:1. The parking will be provided in stackers, 
less convenient than conventional parking stalls, thus encouraging the use of other modes of transportation 
where the distant to be traveled is nearby. Additionally, two car share spaces will be provided, providing 
another alternative to single-occupant vehicles for residents. 

DOWNTOWN AREA PLAN 
Objectives and Policies 

OBJECTIVE 1: 
MANAGE ECONOMIC GROWTH AND CHANGE TO ENSURE ENHANCEMENT OF THE 
TOTAL CITY LIVING AND WORKING ENVffiONMENT. 

Policyl.1 
Encourage development. which produces substantial net benefits and minimizes undesirable 
consequences. Discourage development which has substantial undesirable consequences which 
cannot be mitigated. 

The Project would bring additional housing into a neighborhood that is well served by public transit on the 
edge of Downtown. The Project would not displace any housing because the existing structure at 75 
Howard Street is an above-grade parking garage. The Project would improve the existing character of the 
neighborhood by removing the above-grade parking structure. The proposed retail space, which includes a 
restaurant and cafi, is consistent and compatible with the existing retail uses in the neighborhood and is 
also consistent with the pedestrian-friendly uses in the immediate neighborhood and the downtown core. 

The Project therefore creates substantial net benefits for the City wi.th minimal undesirable consequences. 

OBJECTIVE 7: 
EXP AND THE SUPPLY OF HOUSING IN AND ADJACENT TO DOWNTOWN. 
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Promote the inclusion of housing in downtown commercial developments. 

Policy 7.2 

Facilitate conversion of underused industrial and commercial areas to residential use. 

The Project would demolish an above-grade parking structure and construct a 220-foot tall, 20-story-over
basement, 133-unit residential building within easy commuting distance of downtown jobs. 

The Project would also include approximately 5,824 sq. ft. of ground floor commercial space, with tenant 
spaces on both Howard and Steuart Streets; these spaces would provide services to the immediate 
neighborhood, and would create pedestrian - oriented, active uses on Howard and Steuart Streets. 

10. Planning Code Section 101.l(b) establishes eight priority-planning policies and requires review 
of permits for consistency with said policies. On balance, the project complies with said policies 

in that: 

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

The Project would not displace existing neighborhood-serving retail uses because no retail 
uses currently exist at the Project Site. In addition to 133 residential units, the Project would 
include approximately 5,824 sq. ft. of retail· space in two separate commercial spaces. The 
Project would have a positive effect on existing neighborhood-serving retail uses because it 
would bring additional residents to the neighborhood, thus increasing the customer base of 
existing neighborhood-serving retail. Moreover, the Project would not displace any existing 
neighborhood-serving retail uses. Instead, the Project would enhance neighborhood-serving 

· retail by adding approximately 5,824 square feet of new retai1 space, which could strengthen 
nearby neighborhood retail uses by attracting pedestrians and passersby and broadening the 
consumer base {lnd deman.d for existing neighborhood-serving retail services. The addition of 
this new _space would also complement the pedestrian-friendly downtown core and would 
continue the pattern of active ground floor retail along the Steuart and Howard Street 
frontages. 

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

The Project would not negatively affect the existing housing and neighborhood character. The Project 
would not displace any housing because the existing structure at 75 Howard Street is an above-grade 
parking garage. The Project would improve the existing character of the neighborhood by removing 
the above-grade parking structure. The proposed retail space, which includes a restaurant and cafe, is 
consistent and compatible with the existing retail uses in the neighborhood and is also consistent with 
the pedestrian-friendly uses in the immediate neighborhood and the downtown core. 

C. That the City's supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced. 
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There is currently no housing on the site; therefore, no affordable housing will be lost as part 

of this Project.· The Project would enhance the City's supply of affordable housing by 
complying with the ·affordable housing requirements of Planning Code Section 415. 

D. That commuter traffic not impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or 
neighborhood parking. 

The Project would not impede MUNI transit service or overburden local streets or parking. 

The Project is at a location well-served by transit as it is located in a major transit corridor 

and would promote rather than impede the use of MUNI transit service. Future residents 

and employees of the Project could access both the existing Ml/NI rail and bus services and 

the BART system. The Project also provides a sufficient amount of off-street parking for 

future residents so that neighbor~ood parking will not be overburdened by the addition of new 

residents. 

E. That a diverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service sectors 
from displacement due to commercial office development, and that future opportunities for 

resident employment and ownership in these sectors be enhanced. 

The Project would not negatively affect the industrial and service sectors because it is largely 

residential in nature and would not displace any existing industrial uses. The Project would also be 

consistent with .the character of existing development in the neighborhood, which is characterized vy 
commercial office buildings and residential high-rise buildings. 

F. That the City achieves the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss of 
·life in an earthquake. 

The Project will be consistent with the City's goal to achieve the greatest possible 

preparedness to protect against injury and loss of life in an earthquake. The building will be 

constructed in compliance with all current building codes to ensure a high level of seismic 
safety. · 

G. That landmarks and historic buildings be preserved. 

The Planning Department has determined that the 75 Howard Street parking garage, a 550-

space concrete parking structure built in 1976, is not considered a landmark or historic 

resource. The Project Site is not adjacent to any historic districts or any identified historic 

resource, and the Project wouid not have an indirect impact on historic resources by altering 

the existing visual setting of these resources. 

H. That our parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected from 

development. 

The. Project would not cast any new shadows on parks under the jurisdiction of the San 

Francisco Parks and Recreation Department. The Project's· shadow impacts to existing open 

spaces have been analyzed, and the Project will cast additional shadows on Rincon Park, 
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which is not under the jurisdiction of the San Francisco Parks and Recreation Department. 
However, much of the shadows generated by the Project will be primarily subsumed by the 
shadow impacts of existing buildings.] Furthermore, the access to sunlight at Rincon Park 
will remain approximately 90% with the development of the Project, which is greater than 
most parks within the Downtown area. 

11. Rincon Point - South Beach Redevelopment Plan Compliance. A small portion of the subject 

property, Block 3741, Lot 35, approximately 337 square feet of th~ entire proje~t site (the "Subject 
Property"), falls within the Rincon Point - South Beach Redevelopment Plan Area and subject to 
the Rincon Point - South Beach .Redevelopment Plan and the Design for Development 

(collecti~ely, the "Redevelopment Requirements"). The 337 square-foot portion is part of a larger 
Block 3741, Lot 35 parcel that contains the GAP headquarters office building, as is referred to as 
the "GAP Property". The City's Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) as the 
successor agency to the · former Redevelopment Agency administers the Redevelopment 
Requirements. 

A. Background I Initial Findings. The Redevelopment Requirements provide specific 
standards for development but incorporate other local land use regulations to the extent that 
those regulations do not ·conflict with Redevelopment Requirements. Design for 
Development, § V at page 11 ("All new development shall meet the requirements of the 
General Plan, the City Planning Code and all other applicable codes, including changes .or 
amendments thereto as may be made· subsequent to the adoption of the Redev~lopmerit 
Plan, except to the extent that changes and amendments conflict with the express provisions 
of the Redevelopment Plan and this Design for Development."). 

This GAP Property is identified in the Redevelopment Plan as being within the Rincon Point 
Sub-Area and designated on Map 1: Land Use Plan as Office (with an alternate for 
residential development). The GAP Property was developed by the GAP for its office 
headquarters in accordance with the Redevelopment Requirements and a Disposition and 
Development Agreement by and between the Redevelopment Agency and the GAP. The 
development of the GAP office building left the Subject Property as an undeveloped 
rernn~t contai~g only a fence and some landscaping. The Subject Property is also 
physically separated from the remainder of the GAP Property by an easement and driveway 
serving the surface parking lot of a property commonly known as 201 Spear Street and an 
access driveway to the GAP Headquarters underground garage. The Project Sponsor is 
proposing to purchase the Subject Property from the GAP and to merge it_ into the 75 
Howard Street parcel (Block 3741, Lot 31) (the "75 Howard Street Parcel"). The merger of 
the Subject Property with the 75 Howard Street Parcel will permit a squaring off of the 75 
Howard Street Parcel. 

Pursuant to a Delegation Agreement by and between OCII and the San Francisco Planning 

Department, OCII has delegated to the Planning Department the responsibility for 
administering the Redevelopment Requirements to the extent applicable to those portions of 
the 75 Howard Project that are located on the Subject Property. These finding constitute the 
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determination of consistency between the 75 Howard Project and the Redevelopment 
Project. 

The Commission finds that the Redevelopment Requirements applicable to the Subject 

Property were intended to govern the GAP headquarters building and were not intended to 

apply to the development of a separate project that is located mostly outside of the 

Redevelopment Project Area. For that reason, assuming the Subject Property is merged with 

the 75 Howard Street Parcel, the strict application of the Redevelopment Requirements to 

the portion of the 75 Howard Project that is located on the Subject Property is not 

appropriate. Instead, so long as the proposed new development meets the requirements of 

the General Plan, the City Planning Code and all other applicable codes, then the portion of 
the 75 Howard Project located on the Subject Property will not be considered to be in 

conflict with the express provisions of the Redevelopment Requirements. 

Without limiting the foregoing, Section VII of the Redevelopment Plan also provides that 

the Agency (or in this case, the Planning Department, acting pursuant to the Delegation 

'Agreement) may in its discretion permit minor variances from the land use controls of the 

Plan and Design for Development in the event of unusual and special conditions, provided 
such modifications would result in substantial compliance with the intent of the land use 

provisions. 

B. Redevelopment Improvements: Only a small number of improvements of the 75 Howard 

Project are.located on the Subject Property. Those improvements (as shown on the current 

plans in Exhibit B) are: (i) the below grade parking garage; (ii) on floors 1 through 7, a small 
corner of the proposed building and some landscaping and streetscape; and (iii) on floors 8 

through 11, the very edge of the building corner (collectively, the "Redevelopment 

Improvements")." There are no improvements proposed on the Subject Property from floor 

12 and above. 

C. Consistency Findings: For the reasons discussed in Section A above, so long as the 

proposed new development meets' the requirements of the General Plan, the City Planning 

Code and all other applicable codes,. then the portion of the 75 Howard Project located on 
the Subject Property will not be considered to be in conflict with the express provisions of 

the. Redevelopment Requirements. Nevertheless, applying the Redevelopment 

Requirements to the Redevelopment Improvements, the following consistency findings for 

the Redevelopment Improvements are made: 

1) Land Use and Density: Per the Land Use Plan attached to the Redevelopment Plan, the 

GAP Property is zoned for Office. However, housing with a density· range of 150 to 300 

units per acre may be developed as an alternate use. Such housing may include grolln.d 
· floor retail commercial uses. 

The .75 Howard Project in its entirety would comply with these requirements since it 

includes 133 residential units (which equal approximately 277 units per acre) with 

ground floor retail sp~ce. Therefore, the Redevelopmen~ Improvements, which contain a 

fraction of the 75 Howard Property, therefore also complies. 
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2) Height and Bulk: 
a) ·~MUM HEIGHT. The Redevelopment Requirements provide for a maximum 

height of 240 for the Subject Property. 

The Redevelopment Improvements consist of floors 1-11, which rise to a height of 
approximately 111 feet. As such, the Redevelopment Improvements comply with the 
maximum height restrictions of the Redevelopment Requirements. 

b) BASE AND TOWER HEIGHT AND BULK: The Design for Development (see Section 
III(A)(6)) sets forth height and bulk standards for the GAP Property. These 

requirements are as follows 

i) BASE: The maximum height of the base shall not exceed 90 feet. 

The base of the 75 Howard Project bui1ding meets this requirement as it terminates at a 
height of 67'-2" feet at the seventh level of the building. Therefore,.the Redevelopment 
Improvements comply with this provision. 

ii) LOWER TOWER: The maximum height of the lower tower must not exceed 165 
feet. The maximum plan dimension must not exceed 185 feet in length and 243 
feet in diagonal dimension. The maximum floor area must not exceed 28,000 
square feet and the maximum average floor area must not exceed 26,600 square 
feet. 

Only those portions of the lower tower up to the 11th floor, at a height of 111 feet fall 
within the Gap Property, which is consistent with the Design for Development. 

Bulk requirements for the lower tower apply between 103 feet and 160 feet based on the 
75 Howard Project's roof height of220 feet. The 75 Howard Project's lower tower is less 
bulky than permitted by the Redevelopment Requirements. The floors in the lower tower 
have a maximum length of approximately 132 feet (a maximum length of 185 feet is 
permitted), and a maximum diagonal dimension of approximately 177'8" (a maximum 
diagonal of 243 feet is permitted). The floor plates in the lower tower average 14,295 sq. 
ft. with a maximum of 15,505 sq. ft., which is substantially ler;s than the 26,600 sq. ft. 
average floor size, and the 28,000 sq. ft. maximum floor size allowed by the 
Redevelopment Requirements. Therefore, the Redevelopment Improvements comply with 
this provision. 

iii) UPPER TOWER: The maximum height shall not exceed 240 feet. The maximum 
plan dimension shall not exceed 165 feet in length and 215 feet in diagonal 
dimension. The maximum floor are shall not exceed 21,000 square feet and the 
maximum average floor are shall not exceed 20,500 square feet. 

The upper tower restrictions do not apply to the Redevelopment Improvements, since the 
Redevelopment Improvements do not include any portion of the upfler tower. 

c) · The minimum required volume ~eduction between the average floor area of the 
lower and upper tower shall be 15%. 
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As noted above, the upper tower restrictions do not apply to the Redevelopment 

Improvements, since the Redevelopment Improvements do not include any portion of the 

upper tower. 

3) Parking and Loading: The Design for Development permits one (1) parking space for 
each dwelling unit. Other parking requirements applying to the GAP Property are not 

applicable as no non-residential parking is proposed for the 75 Howard Project. The 
Design for Development also requires off ·str~et loading of 2 spaces for 200,000-500,000 

sq. ft .. 

The 75 Howard Project, in its entirety, is providing less than one space per unit, therefore the 

Redevelopment Improvements, which comprise a fraction of the 75 Howard Project, comply with 

these requirements. Furthermore, the Project provides 2 off-street loading spaces total, which 

meets the above requirement. 

4) Open Space: 50 square feet minimum of open space is required for each dwelling unit. 

The Redevelopment Improvements. comply with this requirement, with 84 units within the 

Subjec_t Property featuring private open spaces of at least 50 square feet, and the remaining 49 

units sharing a common open space of2,950 square feet (greater than the required 50 times 49 or 

2,450 square feet) on the second level of the building. 

12. The Project is consistent with and would promote the general and s:pecific purposes of the Code 
provided under Section 101.l(b) in that, as designed, the Project would contribute to the character 
and stability of the neighborhood and would constitute a beneficial development. 

13. The Commission hereby finds that approval of the Determinatioh of Compliance with exceptions 
would promote the health, safety and welfare of the City. 
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Based upon the whole record, the submissions by the Project Sponsor, the staff of the Department, and 
other interested parties, the oral testimony presented to the Commission at the public hearing, and all 
other written materials submitted by all parties, in accordance with the standards specified in the Code, 
the Commission hereby APPROVES Conditional Use Application No. 2011.1122XVCUA, subject to the 
following conditions attached h~reto as "Exhibit A" in general conformance with plans on file, dated July 
13, 2015, and stamped "Exhibit B", which ·are incorporated herein by reference as though fully set forth. 

The Planning Commission has reviewed and considered the FEIR and the record as a whole and finds 
that there is no substantial evidence that the Project would have a significant effect on the environment 
with the adoption of the mitigation measures contained in the MMRP to avoid potentially significant 
enviro'nmental effects associated with the Project, and hereby adopts the FEIR. 

The Planning Commission hereby adopts the FEIR and the MMRP attached as Exhibit 1 and incorporated 
as part of the CEQA Findings Motion associated with this project. All required improvement and 
mitigation measures identified in the FEIR and contained in the MMRP are included as conditions of 

approval. 

APPEAL.AND EFFECTIVE DATE OF MOTION: Any aggrieved person may appeal this Conditional 
Use Authorization to the Board of Supervisors within thirty (30) days after the date of this Motion. 
The effective date of this Motion if not appealed (After the 30- day period has expired) OR the date of 

the decision of the Board of Supervisors if appealed td the. Board of Supervisors. For further 
information, please contact the Board of Supervisors at (415) 554- 5184, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. 
Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA 94102. 

Protest of Fee or Exaction: You may protest any fee or exaction subject to Government Code Section 
66000 that is imposed as a condition of approval by following the procedures set forth in Government 
Code Section 66020. The protest must satisfy the requirements of Government Code Section 66020(a) and 
must be filed within 90 days of the date of the first approval or conditional approval of the development 
referencing the challenged fee or exaction. For purposes of Government Code Section 66020, the date of 

imposition of the fee shall be the date of the earliest discretionary approval by the City of the subject 

development. 

If the City has not previously given Notice of an earlier· discretionary approval of the project, the 
Planning Commission's adoption of this Motion, Resolution, Discretionary Review Action or the Zoning 
Administrator's Variance Decision Letter constitutes the approval or conditional approval of the 
development and the City hereby gives NOTICE that the 90-day protest period under Government Code 
Section 66020 has begun. If the City has already given Notice that the 90-day approval period has begun 

for the subject development, then this document does not re-commence the 90-day approval period. 
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I hereby certify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Motion on September 3, 2015. 

Jonas P. Ionin 
Commission Secretary 

AYES: Antonini, Fong, Hillis, Johnson, Richards 

NAYS: Wu 

ABSENT: Moore (recused) 

ADOPTED: September 3, 2015 
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This authorization is to grant a Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 
and 151.1 to allow accessory off-street parking ·in excess of principally permitted amounts, in connection 
with a proposal to construct a new, 20-story-over-basement, approximately 220-foot tall, 284,300 gsf 
building containing approximately 5,824 gsf of ground floor commercial space, with 133 dwelling-units 
and 100 off-street parking spaces, on a site that currently contains an above grade parking lot within the 
C-3-0(SD) Zoning District and the ·200-s Height and Bulk District, in general conformance with plans 
dated April 30, 2015, and stamped "EXHIBIT B" included in the docket for Case No. 2011.1122XVCUA 
and subject to conditions of approval reviewed and approved by the Commission on September 3, 2015 
under Motion No. 19451. This authorization and the conditions contained herein run with the property 
and not with a particular Project Sponsor, business, or operator. 

RECORDATION OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 

Prior to the issuance of the building permit or commencement of use for the Project the Zoning 

Administrator shall approve ~d order the recordation of a Notice in the Official Records of the Recorder 
of the City and County of San Francisco for the subject property. This Notice shall state that the project is 
subject to the conditions of approval contained herein and reviewed and approved by the Planning 
Commission on September 3, 2015, under Motion No 19451. 

PRINTING OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL ON PLANS 

The conditions of approval under the 'Exhibit A' of this Planning Commission Motion No. 19451 shall be 
reproduced on the Index Sheet of construction plans submitted with the Site or Building permit 
application for the Project. The Index Sheet of the construction plans shall reference to the Conditional 
Use authorization and any subsequent amendments or modifications. 

SEVERABILITY 

The Proje~t shall comply with all applicable City codes and requirements. If any clause, sentence, section 
or any part of these conditions of approval is for any reason held to be invalid, such invalidity shall not 
affect or impair other remaining clauses, sentences, or sections of these conditions. This decision conveys 
no right to construct, or to receive a building permit. "Project Sponsor'' shall include any subsequent 
responsible party. 

CHANGES AND MODIFICATIONS 

Changes to the approved plans may be approved administratively by the Zoning Administrator. 
Significant changes and modifications of conditions shall require Planning Commission approval of a 
new Conditional Use authorization. 
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Conditions of approval, Compliance, Monitoring, and Reporting 

PERFORMANCE 
1. Validity. The authorization and right vested by virtue of this action is valid for three (3) years 

from the effective date of the Motion. The Deparbnent of Building Inspection shall have issued a 

Building Permit or Site Permit to construct the Project and/ or commence the approved use 

within this three-year- period. . 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planni11;g Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf...planning.org 

2. Expiration and Renewal. Should a Building or Site Permit be sought after the three (3) year 
period has lapsed, the Project Sponsor must seek a. renewal of this Authorization by filing an 
application for an amendment to the original Authorization or a new application for 

Authorization. Should the Project Sponsor decline to so file, and decline to withdraw the permit 
application, the Commission shall conduct a public hearing in order to consider the revocation of 
the Authorization. Should the Commission not revoke the Authorization following the closure of 
the public hearing, the Commission shall determine the extension of time for the continued 
validity of the Authorization. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-planning.org · 

3. Diligent pursuit. Once a Site or Building Permit has been issued, construction must commence 

.within the timeframe required by the Deparbnent of Building Inspection and be continued 
diligently to completion. Failure to do so shall be grounds for the Commission to consider 
revoking the approval if more than three (3) years have passed since this Authoriza~on was 

approved. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-planning.org 

4. Extension. All time limits in the preceding three paragraphs shall, at the Project Sponsor's 
request, be extended by the Zoning Administrator where implementation of the Project is 
delayed· by a public agency, an appeal. or a legal challenge and only by the length of time .for 
which such public agency, appeal or challenge has caused delay. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf...planning.org · 

5. Conformity with Current Law. No application for Building Permit, Site Permit, or other 
entitlement shall be approved unless it complies with all applicable provisions of City Codes in 

effect at the time of such approval. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-planning.org 

6. Additional Project Authorization. The Project Sponsor must obtain a Variance from Section 140, 
as 39 of the 133 dwelling-units do not meet the Planning Code requirements for exposure, and 

Section 145.1, as the proposed driveway does not meet the Code requirements for width of 
parking and loading access, and must satisfy all the conditions thereof. The Project Sponsor must 
also obtain a Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 155.1 and 303, 

to allow accessory off-parking in excess of principally permitted amounts. The conditions set 
forth below are additional conditions required in connection with the Project If these conditions 
overlap with any other requirement imposed on the Project, the more restrictive or protective 
condition or requirement, as determined by the Zoning Administrator, shall apply. 
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For infonnation about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-planning.org. 

7. Transferable Development Rights. Pursuant to Section 128, the Project Sponsor shall purchase 
the required number of units of Transferrable Development Rights (TDR) and secure a Notice of 
Use of TDR prior to the issuance of an architectural addendum for all development which 
exceeds the base FAR of 6.0to1, up to a maximum FAR of 9.0to1. The.net addition of gross floor 
area subject to the requirement shall be determined based on drawings submitted with the 
Building Permit Application. 
For infonnation about .compliance, contact the Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.~f-
planning.org · 

8. Transit Center District Mello-Roos Community Facility District. Pursuant to .Section 424.8, the 
Project Sponsor shall participate in the Transit Center District Mello-Roos Community Facility 

Distri~t for the development, as it exceeds an FAR of 9.0 to 1. The fee shall be determined based 
on drawings submitted with the Building Permit Application. 
For infonnation about compliance, contact the Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.~f
planning.org 

9. Improvement and Mitigation Measures. Improvement and Mitigation measures described in 
the MMRP attached as Exhibit 1 of the CEQA Findings Motion associated with the Subject 
Project are necessary to avoid potential significant impacts of the Project and have been agreed to 
by the Project Sponsor. Their implementation is a condition of Project approval. 
For infonnation about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-planning.org. 

DESIGN 
10. Final Materials. The Project Sponsor shall continue to work with Planning Department on the 

building des~gn. Final materials, glazing, color, texture,. landscaping (including roof deck 
landscaping), and detailing shall be subject to Department staff review and approval. The 
architectural addenda shall be reviewed a..'1d approved by the Planning Department prior to 
issuance. 
For infonnation about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
·www.sf-planning.org ' 

11. Street Trees. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 138.1, the Project Sponsor shall submit a site 
plan to the Planning Department prior to Planning approval of the Site Permit application 
indicating that street trees, at a ratio of one street tree of an approved species for every 20 feet of 
street frontage along public or private streets bounding the Project, with any remaining fraction 
of 10 feet or more of frontage requiring an extra tree, shall be provided. The street trees. shall be 
evenly spaced along the street frontage except where proposed driveways or other street 
obstructions do not permit. The exact location, size and species of tree shall be as approved by 
the Department of Public Works (DPW). In any case in which DPW cannot grant approval for 
installation of a tree in the public. right-of-way, on the basis of inadequate sidewalk width, 
interference with utilities or other reasons regarding the public :welfare, and where installation of 
such tree on the lot itself is also impractical, the requirements. of this Section· 428 may be modified 

or waived by the Zoning Administrator to the extent necessary. The Project currently shows the 
installation of ten of the fifteen required street trees, with an in-lieu fee requirement applicable 
for five street trees. The Project shall install the ten. (10) street trees and pay the in-lieu fee for the 
five (5) trees as set forth in Condition Number 23 below, unless the installation of the 10 trees 
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proves infeasible, in which case the Project shall pay an in-lieu fee for any of the 10 trees not so 
installed. 

Also, as required for all strl?et trees within the C-3 Zoning Districts, new street trees shall have a 
minimum 2 inch caliper, measured at b.reast height; branch a minimum of 80 inches above 
sidewalk grade; be planted in a sidewalk opening at least 16 square feet, have a minimum soil 
depth of 3 feet 6 inches; and include street tree basins edged with decorative treatment, su~h as 
pavers or cobbles. · 

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.sf-planning.org 

12. Streetscape Elements. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 138.1, the Project Sponsor shall 
continue to work with Planning Department staff, in consultation with other City agencies, to 
r,efine the design and programming of the. required Streetscape features so that it generally meets 
the standards of the Better Streets and Downtown Plans, as well as all applicable City standards. 
This includes, b.ut is not limited to the use of the standard downtown paving pattern (dark grey 
concrete silicate carbonate, 3' scoring), and pedestrian-oriented street lighting. The Project 
Sponsor shall complete final design of all required street improvements, including procurement 
of relevant City permits, prior to issuance of the architectural addenda, and shall complete 
construction of all required street improvements prior to issuance of first temporary certificate of 
occupancy. 
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
Www.sf-planning.org 

13. Garbage, composting and recycling storage. Space for the collection and storage of garbage, 
composting, and recycling shall be provided within enclosed areas on the property and clearly 
labeled and illustrated on the Site Permit plans. Space for the collection and storage of recyclable 
and compostable materials that meets the size, location, accessibility and other standards 

specified by the San Francisco Recycling Program shall be provided at the ground level of the 
buildings. 
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.~f-planning.org 

14. Rooftop Mechanical Equipment. Pursuant to Planning Code 141, the Project Sponsor shall 
· submit a roof plan and full building elevations to ·the Planrung Department prior to Planning · 

approval of the architectural addendum to the Site Permit application. Rooftop mechanical 
equipment, if any is proposed as part of the Project, is required to be screened so as not to be 
visible from any point at or below the roof level of the subject building. 

In C-3 Districts, additional building volume used to enclose or screen from view the features 
listed under Planning Code Sections 260 (b)(l)(A) and (B) may not exceed 20 feet in height and 
may not exceed a total volume, including the-volume of the features being enclosed, equal to % of 
the horizontal area of all upper tower roof areas of the building measured before the addition of 
any exempt features times 20. 
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.~f..planning.org 
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15. Lighting Plan. The Project Sponsor shall submit an exterior lighting plan to the Planning 
Department prior to Planning Department approval of the architectural addendum to the site 

permit application. . 
For infonnation about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.sf--plannini.ori 

16. Transform.er Vault. The location of individual project PG&E Tran8former Vault installations has 
significant effects to San Francisco streetscapes when improperly located. However, they may 
not have any impact if they are installed in preferred locations. Therefore, the Planning 
Department recommends the following preference schedule in locating new transformer vaults, 
in order of most to least desirable: 

a. On-site, in a basement area accessed via a garage or other access point without use of 
separate doors on a ground floor fac;:ade facing a public right-of-way; 

b. On-site, in a driveway, underground; 
c. On-site, above ground, screened from view, other than a ground floor fac;:ade facing a 

public right-of-way; 
d. Public right-of-way, tL."'lderground, under sidewalks with a minimum width of 12 feet, 

avoiding effects on streetscape elements, such as street trees; and based on Better Streets 

Plan guidelines; 
e. Public right-of-way, underground; and based on Better Streets Plan guidelines; 
f. Public right-of-way, above ground, screened from view; and based on Better Streets Plan 

guidelines; 
g. On-site, in a ground floor fac;:ade (the least desirable location). 
h. Ucless otherwise specified by. the Planning Department, Department of Public Work's 

Bureau of Street Use and Mapping (DPW BSM) should use this preference schedule for 
all new transformer vault installation requests. 

For infonnation about compliance, contact Bureau of Street Use and Mapping, Department of Public 
Works at 415-554-5810, http://sfdpw.org 

17. Overhead Wiring. The Property owner will allow MUNI to install eyebolts in the building 
adjacent to its electric streetcar line to support its overhead wire system if requested by MUNI or 

MTA. 
For infonnation about compliance, contact San Francisco Municipal Railway (Muni), San Francisco 
Municipal Transit Agency (SFMTA), at 415-701-4500, www.s_fmta.ori 

PARKING AND TRAFFIC 
18. Parking Maximum. ·Pursuant to Planning Code Section 151.1, the Project shall provide no more 

than one parking space per two dwelling units as of right In addition, the Project may provide 
up to three parking spaces per four dwelling units as a conditional use. With 133 dwelling units 
proposed, there is a maximum of 67 off-street parking spaces allowed as-of-right, and an 
additional 33 off-street parking spaces permitted with a Conditional Use authorization. With 100 
off-street parking spaces total included, the Project Sponsor must also obtain a Conditional Use 
Authorization, pursuant to Planning CodE'. Sections 155.1 and 303, to allow accessory off-parking 
in excess of principally permitted amounts. 
For irifonnation about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-planning.org 
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19. Off-street Loading. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 152.1, the Project shall provide two 
service vehicle off-street loading spaces in-lieu of the standard one required off-street loading 

space. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-planning.org 

20. Car Share. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 166, no less than one car share space shall be 
made available, at no cost, to a certified car share organization for the purposes of providing car 

share services for its service subscribers. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-planning.org 

21. Bicycle Parking (Mixed-Use: New CommerciaJ/Major Renovation and Residential). Pursuant 

to Planning Code Sections 155.1, 155.4, and 155.5, the Project shall provide no fewer than 123 
bicycle parking spaces (108 Class 1 spaces for the residential portion of the Project and 15 Class 2 
spaces - seven for residential and eight for commercial). 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-planning.org · 

22. Managing Traffic During Construction. The Project Sponsor and construction contractor(s) 
shall coordinate with the Traffic Engineering and Transit Divisions of the San Francisco 

Municipal Transportation Agency (S~A), the Police Department, the Fire Department, the 
Planning Department, and other construction contractor(s) for any concurrent nearby Projects to 

manage traffic congestion and pedestrian circulation effects during construction of the Project 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-plannin:?.org 

. PROVISIONS 
23. Street Tree In-Lieu Fee. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 428, the Project Sponsor shall pay an 

in-lieu fee for five (5) street trees that are required under Planning Code Section 138.1, but that 
according to the Department of Public Works, cannot be planted. The in-lieu fee shall be paid 
prior to the issuance of the first construction document. 
F6r information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.sf-planning.org 

24. Transit Impact Development Fee: Pursuant to Planning Code Section 411, the Project Sponsor 
shall pay the Transit Impact Development Fee (TIDF) for the new retail space based on drawings 
submitted with the Building Permit Application. The fee shall be paid prior to the issuance of the 

first construction document. . 
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner~ Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.sf-planning.org · 

25. Transit Center District Open Space Fee. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 424.6, the Project 

Sponsor shall pay the Transit Center District Open Space Fee for the new residential space based 
on drawings submitted with the Building Permit Application. The fee shall be paid prior to the 
issuance of the first construction document. 
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner,.Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.sf-planning.org 

26. Transit Center District Transportation and Street Improvement Fee. Pursuant to Planning 
Code Section 424.6, the Project Sponsor shall pay the Transit Center District Transportation and 
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Street Improvement Fee for the new residential space based on drawings submitted with the 
Building Perrit Application. The fee shall be paid prior to the issuance of the first construction 

document 
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.sf.-planning.org 

27. Art - Residential Projects. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 429, the. Project Sponsor must 

provide on~site artwork, pay into the Public Artworks Fund, or fulfill the requirement with any 

combination of on-site artwork· or fee payment as long as it equals one 'percent of the hard 

construction costs for the Project as determineq by the Director of the Department of Building 
Inspection. The Project Sponsor shall provide to the Director necessary information to· make the · 

determination of construction cost hereunder. Payment into the Public Artworks Fund is ciue 

prior to issuance of the first construction document. If the Project Sponsor elects to provide the 
artwork on-site, the Conditions set forth in Conditions Numbers 28-30 below shall govern . 

. For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.sf-planning.org 

28. Art Plaques. Pursuant to Planning Code· Section 429(b), the Project Sponsor shall provide a 

plague or cornerstone identifying the architect, the artwork creator and the Project completion 

date in a publicly conspicuous location on the Project Site. The design and content of the plaque 
shall be approved by Department staff prior to its installation. 
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.sf-planning.org 

29. Art - Concept Development. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 429, the Project Sponsor and 

the Project artist shall consult with the Planning Department during design development 

regarding the height, size, and final type of the art The final art concept shall be submitted for 

review for consistency with this Motion by, and shall be satisfactory to, the Director of the 

Planning Department in consultation with the Commission. The Project Sponsor and the Director 

shall report to the Commission on the progress of the development and design of the art concept 
prior to the approval of the first building or site permit application. 
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.'sf-planning.org 

30. Art - Installation. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 429, prior to issuance of any certificate of 

occupancy, the Project Sponsor shall install the public art generally as described ~ this Motion 
and make it available fo the public. If the Zoning Administrator concludes that it is not feasible to 

install th~ work(s) of art within the time herein specified and the Project Sponsor provides 

adequate assurances that such works will be installed in a timely manner, the Zoning 
Administrator may extend the time for installation for a period of not more than twelve (12) 

months. For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-
6378, www.sf-planning.or~ 

AFFORDABLE UNITS 
31. Requirement. Pursuant to Plannjng Code 415.5, the Project Sponsor must pay an Affordable 

·Housing Fee at a rate equivalent to the applicable percentage of the number of up.its in an off-site 

project needed to satisfy the Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program Requirement for the 

principal project The applicable percentage for this Project is twenty percent (20% ). 
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For infonnation about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.sf-planning.org or the Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development at 415-701-5500, 
www.sf-moh.org. 

32. Other Conditions. The Project is subject to the requirements of the Inclusionary Affordable 
Housing Program under Section 415 et seq. of the Planning Code and the terms of the City and 

County of San Francisco Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program Monitoring and Procedures 
Manual ("Procedures Manual"). The Procedures Manual, as amended from time to time, is 

incorporated herein by reference, as published and adopted by the Planning Commission, and as 
required by Planning Code Section 415. Terms used in these conditions of approval and not 
otherwise defined shall have the meanings set forth in the Procedures Manual. A copy of the 
Procedures Manual can be . obtaini;d at the Mayor's Office of Housing and Community 
D~velopment ("MOHCD") at 1 South Van Ness Avenue or on the Planning Department or 
Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development's websites, including on the internet at 
http://sf-planning.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=4451 

As provided in the Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program, the applicable Procedures Manual 
is the manual in effect at the time the subject units are made available for sale or rent. 

For infonnation about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.sf-planning.org or the Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development at 415-701-5500, 
www.sf-moh.org. 

a. The Project Sponsor must pay the Fee in full sum to the Development Fee Collection Unit 
at the DBI for use by -MOH CD prior to the issuance of the first construction document. 

b. Prior to the issuance of the first construction permit by the DBI for the Project, the Project 
Sponsor shall record a Notice of Special Restriction on the property that rec.ords a copy of 

this approval. The Project Sponsor shall promptly provide a copy of the recorded Notice 
of Special Restriction to the Department and to MOHCD or its successor. 

c. If the Project Sponsor fails to comply with the Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program 
requirement, the Director of DBI shall deny any and all site or buildillg permits or · 
certificates of ·occupancy for the Project until the Planning Department notifies the 
Director of compliance. A Project Sponsor's failure to comply with the requirements of 
Planning Code Sections 415 et seq. shall constitute cause for the City to record a lien 
against the Project and pursue any and all other remedies at law. 

MONITORING 
33. Revocation due to Violation of Conditions. Should implementation of this Project result in 

complaints from interested property owners, residents, or commercial lessees which are not 
resolv.:;d by the Project Sponsor and found to be in violation of the Planning Code C\Ild/ or the 
specific conditions of approval for the Project c,i.s set forth in Exhibit A of this Motion, the Zoning 

Administrator shall refer such complaints to the Commission, after w:hich it may hold a public 
hearing on the matter to consider revocation of this authorization. 
For infonnation about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf--planning.org 
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34. Enforcement. Violation of any of the Planning Department conditions of approval contained in 
this Motion or of any other provisions of Planning Code applicable to this Project shall be subject 
to the enforcement procedures and administrative penalties set forth under Planning Code 
Section 176 or Section 176.1. The Planning Department may also refer the violation complaints to 

other city departments and agencies for appropriate enforcement action under their jurisdiction. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf--planning:org · 

OPERATION 
35. Community Liaison. Prior to issuance of a building permit to construct the. Project and 

implement the approved use, the Project Sponsor shall appoint a community liaison to deal with 
the issues of concern to owners and occupants of nearby properties. The Project Sponsor shall 
provide the Zoning Administrator with written notice of the name, business address, and 
telephone number of the community liaison. Should the contact information change~ the Zoning 
Administrator shall be made aware of such change. The community liaison shall report to the 
Zoning Administrator what issues, if any, are of concern to the community and what issues have 
not been resolved by the Project Sponsor. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-planning.org 

36. Sidewalk Maintenance. The Project Sponsor shall maintain the main entrance to the building 
and all sidewalks abutting the subject property in a clean and sanitary condition in compliance 
with the Department of Public Works Streets and Sidewalk Maintenance Standards. 
For information about compliance, contact Bureau of Street Use and Mapping, Department of Public 
Works, 415-695-2017, http://sfdpw.org 
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.EXffillIT i · , :.· 
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. . . . 'THE75BOWARDSTRE·ETPRCiJECT 
clud~sT ~rt f~~ Ado &d" Miti tin,; Wa5nres add lm rovement Measu.i-l!S ' 

'Mi;;~~iu:~ Aoo~TE; As CONDITIONS dF. A.PrilOv~ .. .. -~. . <·'. .. <:,. ~ ... 
,. 

data classes th~ resource js ·~ected 1o posse~} ind.how the expected ~ata clas~ . 
would addless.the appli.cable research questions. Do.ta recavecy, in gener;il, should be 
limifuihQ ·fhepor!iciiis.ofthi;.hlS!orical prop.rtY. tliat·co·util be odversely_affecled byt.'te · 
proposi<CI project; Destrni:iivi;'dati,i;eeo~ery !Jl•tbods .shill not b_e.applie<j. to [10iljims of· 
thearch~eolc5gii:al resourci:s ifnOnde.strnctiVe:methods are_practical.. · ·· ·· · 

. Thescripe'nfJlie),blU'. shiilriii~Iud~1he fu~owing elemeriti: .. 

__ ;r.~~i!1!:,;.~~:t~ · !)~~~ptlo~s.ofpiopas,¢ lfei4"~~g;e.; 
• · .. Cataloguing and.Laboratory.Ana/Jsis, DescclPt;on of si!leeted caiBloguiiig 

s~steJ.ii and _a'itiract ~lySi,S !'rriced.UJ:eS:. . . · ·. · 

• . ,iJisc.o/.dan.d De;,C~f<do;i foilcJ'., D!>Scrlptlqn of ~nd ,;.t\onafdor f!e[d Biid 
:P9st:field.discaid and deaCf'CSSion policie>... · · · · · :- . : . : 

-~. ..Jnt~',.preilve.J:'rogram. · Co~sideration of ~n .on·siieiofi:.siie publi~ iiite'1iretive 
:_ progiam dufing-1:1\e C!'"*"'·.?ft\1e archee~lilgical"d_atii nic5!vel)' l"ogi:_ani •. 

. : ;>~i:UruYi.f'~qsJ.e:S, Re\'<in'i\iic~~ed~ci,rlifme!isu~s.t~iirote'.ciihe .·. : · 
. ·.r~eoJOgicalresoµree ij-om yiuida!ism, Jocitmg; f!Ild non~mieiilfon)llly, 

•: ::;;~::~;:;':~~on.of pro~~ ;e~rt:fu~~~nddl~kiliu~on of . 

--<· ... • • • . 

· G_urci_tio11. Desci_ripti9n ofthe procedures and reconunendatfons.for ih.<>· · .. 
curatiiin ofiiiiy.~vered ilata h!';Vi)ig potent¥ resesrcli ii8lue, ideii\$.caliqn.. · 
:ofii11l?rojjriiite curation .. r.Cilitl~ imd a Sumlniuj or'tilli aceession (>O!iclesofo 
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· · EXHIBIT 1· 
. :-MtrmATio:N:MoN!rpru~G AND R:ErciRTINGJ'.ROGRAM: Foli 

; . : · · :· .THE'75HOWARDS.TREET'P.ROJECT: ... · .· 
dnciudeS::Texf rorAiloil'tedMitii?ationMeasi:ires:arid Iniptovement M"easures 

McCP-lb:. Interpr~tation_. 

.Based on a:teascinnble.preswnpti~n·1iint ~bm;rilog;citl: ~Ii~ ~ily' be.present~~ .. 
. tf\e projei;f:;.<ite, .andl0 lf)e extent iliat ih..t 1he potential ~ig$lcani:e ~f some J;ui:h · 
. :resourees i:!rprcmised on CalifomiaRegjster·ofHistoriC Resources· CritCiia i ~(Events), · 

2, .(Persojis), imd/or.3:(DeSigc1C.o.ns1ru.c.tion); the Jilllow.ing· !ll•ljSUre ~hall b~.ilnder.takeii · 
·. tO.?V6id:any potentially significanfadveTh'e efli:cffrom the·proposed J>IDJect-o.D. buried.: 
. or submerged !llst\>rical,-esdurees;. 

(In~ ~;oject s&onso(~shall i~~l~meni,.;, approved p;,,gn,mfo~1nfu,Pritatl6ii'~r.. 
. resaiirces: U,~ proje!'( spomior-sijaU1etiun.th~sezyice~·or.a qualified aroliaeological". 
".consultant haviitgexpeitise fo Cnlifomia urban histoiical and marine archaeology. The 
1 archaeqlagicnl i:onsu)ino,t)lli~i µ~v~.\op a fi:asibte; T<:Sou\J:<HP.eCi!W:p~graI11.for p~st-, 
. recovery ·µ,terpretnfion. :Qf.resourees;. '.fbe pa,r:ticuh•r.progr;mi f0r _mterpreii,ition. of".· 
• artifucts ihatiiiii enco1IDtcii:d Within fuc·v.rojcct site Will depend upon the resulis of the 
data .e&,v~ry p£ogiaffi.3*d.~li k the ·~ubjeci pfi;anti~u.;.i discuss\'o"n 1>~~n· ihe ·. · 
ERO; consuJtingarchae6l()gis~.'"1d fue.pritjecf Sp<iilsor. -Saeli ii program may·ihclu-de, 
!Jut ii [lot linPte.d.iO; .:ny of.ihe·r0110\Virig (as o·~tlined ln 'tl>~ AfW:rJ'): sur.t:ae<;:· · 
'i;o~ertiOratiqil O~_t~e-OHWni!(l~catjOn ofresq~ur~;,diSplay:cffresou_~~~a . . 
"'l~!'iate_d l)i-tiracts·,('!'hic)):1nay ~Iler .Ill! lD)d~rgiQtlnd vieyr.!p the P.ii~li.c); \li,spley of·, . 
inlerpretive·materials.siu:h . .lis _graphics;photoJiraph<, video, niodelS,.and.pqb!iC ii.rt; and 
'a<;a!lellµ~_.nij p0puler ~ubli~tion. ofthp.resulis <if the do.ta reeo.Vm'· ' .. 
'.Th~ arc)iaerilo~kar co,;.ultant'~ ~09' sli~ll be ~nductecl ~t ~e ~lrectio~ o{the ERd.·. 
:a~d . .in:c.?~ltat(oli \>ii.th Qtepf'ij<c>t.sp~0s.or; _A,11 pla,niMi;1.d.i;ctonimeil9~~otis f9r; • • 
iriterpretation hY. !bi: cansullBlJt 'shitll l)e.submitted fust and dire.ctly_.to !lie :f:RO Jo~ . 
. re\1oY( ilud ·eouiment an~ .ball ¥ CQvSi.~eri(d drafheJ>i!r\S_siibJ~ io •ij;Visiol_l Uirtil. ~nai . 
approval.l>y ihe ERO;. · · · · · · · · · · 

•· .•. ~: ••. _ l". .. ' : .. ;:· 

¥cC_f-ic:· Acc1den~lD}:5~pvezy · . . . . .... 

. The follo\\iilgmitigatlon:measure 15 reqmred'to avoidanipi;tentiitl ~Cfvets.-e!feit.Iiorr{ • 
the piopoSC!I projeetoi11Jcddentally·p;scoin:r~.buriod or~ul/1,i!ergedhistnrica),r:Cs<rurce~ · 

. as deffoed.iii CEQA Guideliaes Secfion !5664.S(a)(c} Theprojeci sponsor shiill; · · . . 
diStriliule the Plaiuiii)g Depaf\meirt =~~cologic8! °pisorin:o ~ AIERT" sh"!'t tii ·tiifpiojeCt 
priine contiac1ar,·to any·project sibcontra<:tnr (including demolition, exCIM!iion, grading, 
foundation; pile ilrivu;g; .ei.i.. lh:iilS);.or1.itil!tleS:fiini involveak solls diSturbing·ilctivities , 
,~ffi 'the Proi•!'i: site. P.[iii_[ ro: any .soils dfstUrpmg aciivitiesbelng uni:!enaken, each . : . 
·contrndor is respbnsiblC- fqr ensuriiigihnt the·"ALERT'' ·shoe! i~ circulate<\ to ail field .. : 
berSOnnel inclndini!. machine aoeruars; fie1d crew, one dtl\·els,:·suoe!visOrv oersOnne~ 

. . . 

R.e;po~~ility fpr 
· . Jmpfeinenf!ition: 

.Project s,;,;nsor i"m.i 
archat:Olog)cal .. 
corisultan~ in· 
·c0nsu!Uitlo.1i w1tb ERO.: . . . ,.· .. ~- , .· ·. . . .. 

. .. .. . . . 

· Ptiot tO ·issuince ~f fin;u 
cerfifi~e.~foc""1""1cy: · 

.. .. 

.. 

-P,.oject sP°Q.nsorto: _ .. 
·prep~ ·~ALERT" sheet ·P.rior to any son~: 
llhd provide sigiieil. ,, ·. · · ,~is.i~i~ing Oc)iv!iies~ . 

· Hffida.Vi( from project 
conira~!?r; .. . · ... _. 
"subcori.trac!or(s) mid . 
utilities. ·fiim(s} stBting 
.Iha; nil field po;i;aiine\. · 
~;e rec~~y~4 C.opieS_·Df 
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Areliaeplogical.ronsuliani 
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.:~~%.:J~ciW~'~;l~~'. 
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~pies ofth_e ~4ERf''• 

. . ..... P~ge Ji· 
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·complete upon . 
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."P~oVe.i ·· .. · .. 
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. C<insidered 
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.. . ....... .. .. . . . .. . :.EXHIBITl:. . . . . ... . 
: MJ'p;(;A,'l'lON_l\~ONITORING Al'l'J) REfOR,TING PRqGRAM FOR. 

, .· .. . . ~}$, Jl:O)~'M.ID:Sl'.R.!';ET,rRO.Jli;c;T: : , 
ilncludes.Ten fo.r Adooted l\1itil!afion ·ivreasure;rnnd Improvement Meai!ures 

. . :<. 
. .Re5p~.;:.iailit): tor · 
·· rm21§rilenra1!~n 

' monituring/clat. recovCI)• progrim(s) undertaken;' Jnfti{matiou lh;i\ maniut at risk any' '' '' ' 
. archaeological reiource shall be provided in asepiuati; TOIIioyiib!e insertwnnin.the fin'.!!. . Proj~!'t);ixin~r !UJd · . 
rePO'!'.:. ··.· . . . ar~ha!'(l!ogic;d : 

oon!ill)t#t.' . 
Gopi~ ~i~~ Dm!t FARR shaii be 'sent t6 th~ ERO Jar·riiviow and ap~;ovat ·On.;,; 
app[qy0d_\>:Y.u;., Ello •. copios ofthe~ii;RRsru!ll ~e.distribµtcd as fQllo".s: Califo(llJ't! 
Ai:cliaeplcigisal Sire ,S1,1rvey )'i;i[fu,vest Iiif6m1ati~il·Center <.m'IIC) shall n;t:.oive O'no · 

' (I)'cilpy, iin~ the.ERO Shall J:eCc.ive ~.copy 0:f tlie!ransrnp.1afofthc.!;'ARRto tbeNWIC .. 
The Envlronmenta!l'lanniagdiy!siaµ of the PWtning. Dep:,n:tment. sball~ivi> one: 
bound cnpy~ 01ie iiiibound copy nnd on{ unlocked, 11earchabJ~ PriF copy on CJ), Jhrei: 
copiesofthe.FAllR•af6ng.with'ccipies of any formal siteTeconlatio!donns (CA DP'K. 

· 523-·SCrieSfaDdiot ci0curi1Cnt3ficll fOr O.omiriafioq to the Naricirial Register ofH"""istOria
P.la~Califomia:Regmer ofHisiodcai Resources:. In insiances of }iigh p~blic interest 
oi.fotorpretive valn.<;:the ERO n)aj,require a.illfferentfinal 11'P.Ort;coJJ!ent,. fo1J,Qal;11JI~ 
disb:ib~tlnnih'\ll. tbii!,prcsented,abj1\-e. ::.. · 

M-C~·3: .. P·"!~oJJtolo_~ical.Jl~ol!rc~ Jl.toiiit~ri.n~ al).i).l\1iti~•tion frogl")lin.. 

;rh~ P.rojec!'~p~~;,.,~.~11.ic retain i!ie~ervtces or a quaiined Pii1eonto1aibt consultm1t,. 
.h8.vµig:bX~rllsb in.Califorriio: pateon:~µJog:f tq_.d~slgn nn.d jmple.ro:¢n~R Palc;ol!t9iogi~ 
Re5ouroesM0Iiitoririg,an1i'Mltigaffon Pro=·O'~)::'Ih.ePRM~ ~h•U iru:!itdo 

'!i'd~""ijptioji ol\vhen l\ffd ~vherc'conslro'c,tion monitoi:ing 'Would Ji<!' requir~d;' ' ' 
· emergency disi:O\~ery proceduies; iiamp)ing iind data reeovery procedur<>~·prociodun: . 
for the i>reP.ari!tion, identification, wialysii, and <:uration 'of fussll,spec!mens·3)1d .data, ' 
recqyered; 'preconstrucilon roo~d~tion procodu!Cs; arid procedures fur.rcporting'lhe 

.. ~C-'?~!1$?(.j:b~)no~t~~g.P,~&~~»: . ' ... _ ... '.''. .... , _..;·~ .. · · .· 
· The PR¥MP·sliall be consistent With 1he _Socil:fy for. V •rreb~ Palei>ntoliigy Sijijli:tard' -. 

ollidelln'CSro'ruie iltlii!iaffcin arooiiStmctii>ii-ielali:d iitlVt:rsC imP~cis til iialoonin1ogicat · · 
.. respurces filid.tlit:' requlromen!S of.the desigiiftred repoSi(ory for liDY fossils colleetcd: . 

., ·Daring oonmiu:ifon;· earth-inovlng actlvllfos slial!'bcmqnitqted by a qualifle<L; ': . 
' ' ' paleo!liol9gica'l,,,,;n..<uit3nt hav!rJ~ exP.rtisO in C,Slifoiniii pale.ontology~ ihe:~.\'1iere 

· these actlvilie.l'have.ihepotential tc> dislltrb previously Undisiurbed native 5'!dimentor" .· 
~diiiientary .rocks. ·.Moriitoriuineed'not be eoo!fi>cM in ~:Wbefe the gioiffid ti:U; ~· 
·P.m·iousfy disll!rOOJ. in areasof'artiltcia! fill, in. !Jrel!Sllllderlafu \iynoosedimeniary:ro~. ·. 
or iri ~. 'Yhe~."'~ Sf>diment vX:>uld be bilried, lmt <lthiin\~ uildi;ru!:)led. : · 

l'roJect sponsor and 
·me)uirological · 
oonsultan< ' ' 

'Piuj6ct ~pansor 'io 
·retain iipprobriarely · 
'qUalific<l . . ... 

pa\Oriniplog\citl 
consultant to pn;pare. 

. ~~":t: ... 
,:rcport1ng; \£.required. 
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.. . . ··EXHIBIT 1 · · 
.. :Mmq.l(Ji:ONMONTJ:ORlNG M'D.llEPO~.TING PROGiA.MFOR. 

Fil~ '.N6. :iiin.i1iia 
·1s Howard Street.Project 
' ·Motion No. :19449 

. Page21 

. · : :·' .. THE75JiOWARD.STJ,lEJi:TJ.'ROJECf . . 
ricli.tdes T~Xtfor Ji,.do ted Miti _:i.tfon ~eastn-es and Ini. rovenieiltMeasnies) ~ 

-..nmAfiUR.E&~o:Pi'En A.s co'N:D1Tl0Ns oil ..U.~rRovAL · 

J\1.-NO-la: N<iise Control MeBsures During Pile Driving.[TLl>.P EfR M~N0-2a]. 
A setofSite-,,Pecilic.noise:attenuaiion:meas~s shall be·c:Ompleied iinder tlie 
supervision oh gi:wlij]~d. acouS!ica)wnsullnnfo These atteirna(io'n meas?res shill\',. 
include as manv:ofihe following control strategies, and anj'othere'ffective strategies,· · 
a5 feasible: . . .\. · · . . '. . · . ' 
. ... The- projectspoilsor siiali feqilireihe-:ooo's.!Iuc~ori: confrai:ior to. c(OC! teni~rarr . 

· pfyiYoo~·noiSe barriers~alongth~·bolliiaanes of the project site tu sbiela:pi>tentia1 · 

. ~-t:~~j~~~:~~~;;::e!:~·~~tf~n:eo~~f1~·iIDp1~~nt"quiet" 
.. pil.e-drlvingte~(}logy {such.as piedtjlling ofp!les,'~nicpile drivers, end. tlieuff 
. . or'riicJriilian.b'ne pifo'driveiui'snoifeii·the'total.pile ilrivii:i{durntioilJ,'wbere . . 

,f~i!Sibie~· in CoPsiderati~n Or &e~~hni~ ·~d StiliCturll1.'f·eq~ireme~fs .ka J •• · . 

·. :,.'. ;,:d~~~°tt~~C;r:~h~ii ~u~~lli~-~~ctlon:~n~~ci.r_l~~~o~i~r the.· · 
. . .t.f(ediVCnesj; O(rio~· J).tieiillatj_on l:J:ieaS~~·6y tB}dng nl?lSC m~asuremen.t:; ~4 , . 

··.piC project spOi;iSPr ~~ay requi~ 1bat the ~~~~tru~p~:c?:~ti~~Q~ llin~~ Pi!e dd.v~g 
.. ~~~~i~·.fo,~~t ~*:th.~Je~~ ... d~~an~:!o ~~?~~.~~.ing'p~~~> . . . .. ... . .. 

111-NO-lb: Gencrnl con~tr'l!"!i<ill 'No~e «;:o!!lroL Mµsures ff.CllP. EIR J\:lcNQ-2!>1 
To ~Ure ·that project n~ise: frpm coOstructjOn ·o~".~iit?~ is Iilinimi~'ed 1_0 the ma.xi~um 
·~ictent funsiblO, fhe projectspoi:tsoi'shall undeita):e the,foPowi,ng~· · · ." . . 
: •-~-p~jec£ippiiso~~h~ ~qUiie .. tbe iieti~ral .. ix!~~C!o~_tO ~ine tluif~<itlij;~erit; 

·anp fiuckS.usCd for projecr cori·siruCtion.utilize ihc be;t nvailablc·noise_.control.. . 
· ';ec;fmiqiies ce.-g~. impi.Q.yed nf~mer5, ~'!iiii\m'eiitre~_i,.igii;use o.finiiik<i~ile'!Cfu, · 

aucts, en gin~. e:iicfosures.nnd· acous!ic;iilly-nttenuating •hielils .or sh_ipuds,._yiherever 
fea~ible)'. .' · ·:: .·· .: ._ · · · ' : .. · ,_. · . ,. ·.· ... , 

" 'The·pro]ect sptnisor.sbali reqilire tlie-genera! corlirilct~r:~o l.o~tt; sm~'"!."'Y}'0,"~; 
''sour:i:i:s{s'ui:h ns cOmpressors) iis Jjii fi:O"m adjiiciiiitor iu;mhy.·sensiti.ve tel:eptois ... 
·ns p.ossib1e, tO mu file S:m:l_tnoise sourC$, ~nd to co[isj!:uct liamerii around such '· . 
SOUr<;C!l'Md/or. the, CO~tiupti~ti site,.whJ9n ccmld. ~du,ce ep_n,S!i•cti~Ji. no~_)ly: as · . 

. much BS t'tvti i!BA, To'fiuther reduce·noise, the coniractoi sha1Uocate statiilnmy 
, '. .eqUiPmCnt in p~t ar~ ~r excajt~d ar~. :if ~asib_lC, . ·. . . · · . · 
,; Theproject:spo~i;' sl!lil! ri:qu~.t)ic 'gcn!'!"l tjintniC!or ti> Jise i!np~c\ tu_ols(6._g~,. 

jack hnromers, pa~ement breakers, aod rock drills) that me,hj:draulicaJI.r or.- · · . 
: electricaUy · awered "£erever possible 10 avoid iioise associated ·witli co'mpressed. 

l!rnject sponsor, 
crinstruciio~ . 

. ronlractox(s), ;ind . 

. qnnlified aooju;tjca( 
.'consul~t, 

1'rfur to receJ.vfug 
Y,uililillfl pennil; • 

·· lncorpomte f~sihle . 
pnicti.ces identifi~il iil.M" 

.. N'6.-18; imciert!le_- · 
SLiP.ervisfoi:i. ofa, . . 

; quallii~fi a00Ust1.cai 
;"cansul!ruit,..iiifo·ilie· -. 
OO~tlo~. CP:n~ct 
agreem~nf doCWneiits; . 

· C,on't.,il praptii:;ii sY,oµlii 
· .:. · ·oe iinpICmen~<t: · .. : ~ · 

"Project$ponsor_a:Oii,. 
.9QD~~fi0n. 
contractor(~~. 

· thioµg!iouf tli~ pile; 
4rMit~ a·liiatian .... 

~PiiOr.fu tli~ iss~~~ of··· 
the· building pernlit;. .. " 

' iilong withtru\ · ' · 
,.sub:Dii.ss.ion.of- . . 

amSa:uctioi:r doct~inents; . 
· · the project SpOrispr.sh.all 

. su:Omil !oilie .l:'l~g·:: 
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· ·:Pepsrtmeiit andDBl .ll . 
list ofn;i~aS-wes toy:· .. 
respond lo 'nild track· 
<9.mplai~k pe$Jning to 
construction noise .. · 

P.raje~t sp0nsor to· sabniit: 
. lo_ Pliihqing·D~P.~[lmen(. 
and.Departinentof: 
BUnding Ins.Jit;Cticin (D~l). 
ifoiiiimentiition of ·'· · · 
rompliill!ce of ii;ipi~nien.ted,. 
con.trill practices that shoyr 
coll~t!tfcti~n ~p.tract?,r . · 
•sreemeni ;vit!i specified 
p'rai;!Jces:. · · · · 

Consitlered.· 
_comple!C upon 
sU:bmitlalof· 
documei:i~tfori : . 
fueorporating'. . · 
identified: · · 

. ·prn.cticC?s'.:.:. 

, ¥.:Oject s~ori~~,1~ ,.;i,mi1. c9fui<fef!!<f .. 
. to Planiling Depaiiri]ent 00.J:I!ple~ uj>O!" · 
· iuid DBI construction a list. submittal of · 

~f~':~Z1i'i:r~(,pd ~ .. ·. '· ~=~~ .· .. 
pertmnlj;g to·in'oise{:· _1~nd'c00~rpfi.fioeind·ir~ ::p\.~~ii~~~ proVid~' . Piac~ces, · . 
docun:ieafs to Pl=ing 
Departmeot that ~~ow . 
construction contractor 
'ngreement wjth sP,,cifieil ' 
,practicei .. : 
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· · ·EXHIBIT I 

I'ife:No; ·201l .1122E. 
'75 Howlitd SiteetProji:cf· 

·Mcitioi\No.19449.:· . •. · .:P.S~n 

i\ftl'JGATIDN MoNn:QRiNG:~l\'D REPQRTlli,G.PROGRAi\:[F,o:R · 
· . · .. . . . TfIE '75 !fO\V ;\RD STREET PRO~CT : . . .. , . · 

tlni:!udcs'Text for Adooted Mi.tleation l'i1easures and ImiJrovem·ent Measures. 

. ~f-Nb..3t {;.ierlor,M~~b~nicifEquipl;;eni firoD1 TCDPEfuM~N(,)..J~] ·. . . . . . :;· ''· .: '···::· :.···· ······.·--.· ...... - .·. ·.· 
')i;e P.roject sp.onsaf spall rCqllite·thrit elfec~ o'f i)ie<;liaclcal.equfju~~i noise an: 
ailjacent.iind :rieorby·µoisecsei:isiiive us!'S be <:vaiunti:d· by n. quBli:tied ·w:ollsticni 
'consulfantfilid that oontrorofm~cnanicai noise, .Bl; s~ified bythe·iiccnistii:Bl 
co;,imltiint, ·be 'incoqM,rated iDio the.final p,.;,j~ deslin. of.new bui1cifug.·1o ~chieve 't!ie 
:-~~fmum f~~~C!!'?.~~-~ion~fb:a,ilding l!g~ii)mentiiaise~ cq1!5_is.t~nt 'Viii.Ii Build~ng 
· C.ode and Noise Ordin,an:cc requitc:meots and CEQA threshc>lds, soch as through the use 
of fylly_noi~inslll~t~ .en~J.os.~. aro~nd riloft?P-equiproef!t aO.d/or in~ipo~atic:m .a( 

, mechanictiLe'!uipme.nt.into:1ntennedfate building flo~i:(<).: ·.• · · · 

r.i;c-N~~n; tii~~i~m·~' tii~,·~;~~;i~~:No~~ c.~,~.;·llfos;...cs [l'coi' EiR ~c . 
C"l'.'10] .. · ., ...... .., .. ··.-.;-. - . ' .·: . . ·-.····· .... '.·. ... . .-.... ··: 

:n.,; proj~cit·sp~nsiii sfia:ii cedp~ '\\'itlia~ci\,ariicip;i~· in •llY Cfuo-spoo~owf 
;consi:nictitin nol~: ~nlip1jiropi'fo(the:tiinilitt 6:nterJJiS~ic:t°Plno.areu or other: 
,Ci\t"spons0red:ruen,Viiie jirog;:.Ili: ilevelopOil iore\!Uce pciii:ntiaf effei:ts of c:OnSi:rllciion. 
hOise io .. th.e.projcct \4cjnily.131em.,,;tS'o{such·.a program could'illc!udc nt:ruruiiunity 
liaisOn proSi;iiin ti>:l~foril{~;a;;;isand bwl!lfug ~cic,Pmis ofllp!:On1iiigi;011Siruciion 
:ni:tivjties;:"itaggenng Of-"onsiructiOn.scbedu!es'so 1hai partlciilarly noisy phases' of work 
. d6 not \l1'~tlaji a( n~lirby ,proJ~ci sites;. ii!id, p,;ti:ntia,lly, noise andfor )•jbration . . 
monlfofffig iiiirltig ·consmictiori.iicilvitl~s lbot ii~'antiCipated·io'bo 'partfouiar1y : 

.. cfu;ruptj~e.". . . . . . . . . . . '. . 

···-:;:· ... ~; -:-:-··· -:;·. 

... 

·JII~AQ~2 ·"..... • r_, __ , ""'- " -' [TCDJ'EIRM-AQ-5)· 

~; Con~trUf=1ionE~'1f:rsi01j~_}#nim~atio.t.J:.~la~. ~~!.~· is.~uanct? of a·~n~,C~9!1 
· ·pemiit;the project sponsor shllil submit a·:CpnsiruCtion Emissions MinimiznfionPlan 
· ·(Plaii) la the EnvlronnientefReviewbfficer ·(ERO) furnMew ailci aimrovnl bv aii 

· Respfiiisibility for 
· I.mplejjien(nti~~n. · Sch~dnlJO.• .. 

: .i\f~nit?rlngiR.epor!i.~g. 
· Actio.ns.11nd .. 

R.CSiion$ibiliti: .. 
. . . 

. Project spo'rn;or •nd ... 
· q_ualifii;d acoustfcal. · 
·colis~ltao\ · · 

. Pr.io, to'bui!d;)ig P;<IT!l[t Pi:Dl~,cfSi)iici$oi:sti~Jf: · · 
.-issoru;ice, a qualified, ~ubaiit·vei:ificatlnii td.tlie' 
.acoust1ca1 ~nsultarir . · · r1?Dlimii:D¥fuieni;;;,d 

· ·.shall.oonfltm.thitl.tho. DBlfromii qualified.· .· . 
. . ·':filial proj~ct dj:~igii· . neoustli:lif~ii:sultant ihai: 
· · · ~i:1µ¢"v~ tli~.m-ii.Xiniurii ·. : · re¢ornnleQd niens};l-es:.fo.: 

.Proj~c(spOilsor and. 
projed constructiofi ·. 

· font,,;~toi:(s) · 

. '. . 
. :·:··;-· 

... ::::: 

l;'ioject spiinsor nnd 
con.StrUction - · · 

· · ·coritractor{s) shall 
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. bible'reducticin of: . ri:duee noiSe. effectS from. 

. bjiild~tjg-Cqi1iprllent:nOiSe IDC~ti~r~t. Cg\iip~ent: 
1i> IDlniffiize effects of· riOise·haVe'hCeU ,. : · . 
the projx#lJ;·roAct'.~ . ijnpl~niiJrt~~,;ri11flhefinai-. 
mechopfoa1 equipment FciJecy ~·s~gqi 
QqfS~:fiiinc!i~eil!~d . :· 
nearijy_ noise-ScrisitiVC. 
·usCs..' .. . .... ·; ·.· 

·· ... :·:.·-·:··· 

~ria~.~:an~ !'.f~rrog· . Piojecfsponsor sh~il« 
· .'proje.ercoiisiru~lion :-P.articip,aie in an.Y Cjty' .. 

~~J;i\:~~1~~ C?ft~~·P.{o~Se~:· : spOnSored, co·nstr'aCtiriii. 
project,_and 0ngoing · ·n<ii;, ~ntroi°prog..n;,)f 
:diiririg ~u].)4irig. · · "heceseilli iiiia iinp1ement 

~J~~0lr~JMricti~rl . {;~~l:b~~;~:;.;t 
-~_ctiYitiCS7~ith1n·th~_. .... 
Transil Center District 
Plnn~8': ,.. . 

Pri0r1o the 
coinmCncemCnt .oT. . 
·constructlon aefivltles,· 

ProJe.t:t SpoliSrutCqntractor 
-:ra.~biµit'.a eonStruCtiari 
Emissicins".Miri.imizatfon 

Stat~s/Date' 
,· ... C~ni-pleteci 

· Comijd_er~d . 
-completiup'on .. ·: 
. ~ubmi!tal cir · 
.con:firinatifm "Jio'ai : 

. ~!lstii:al.:: ... 
. co~ulfant .ihat · 
~c~ti~havc ·. 
been incorporated. 
into theifoat 
projcc:t diisi~ 

. ,., . 

.ft!tfa~t,;on 
!;Ubmiiiilfof· · 

·· ~~~e~tii-fu tlie-

1t~·~,8n~:· 
.do~umentntion . 
.ilesig,~g-: 
con1plinnce'witb 

, .- .Cit)o;,.pciiiso"d.: 
construction . 

· .Coritrot'i>!ograiri . 

CoriSidc:r.a 
. compleic .;poa 
•ERotPlanning. 
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MITIGATioN MbmoruNt~1ii~oRTiNc PROGRA.M'FO:R:·. 
:. : ... · . '. 'i1l:E 7.,~:rrowA,im sTfilIBTl'RO,JECT ........... , 

<Includes·:rexffor Adonted Mitil!ation Measures and Imnrcivement.Measureir · 
...... :_.:.· 

· · iii,.· rran e>:ception)s gr;int<:d 'jjuµuant to A(l)(c)(ii), the projec(sjlonsoi: . 

•· ·.· ~":Lf;~ddo; ~~~~~~1:~.~~t; 1:g~jad:e9~ip~~nias~~~i~ed 

. ...., ...... , 

· ·T~ble 4;G.6.;. Off-Road Eq~ipoie~t Compli~nce Step~down 
· · : .• . s_cl;iedul"·: · .... , .. 

. . Cpmpliance; 
Atteroo!:\ve-. 

Engjii~ Emission., ~· .:Emissions· . 
· sfu~dard · · · cnnirot 

. 1. 

3· · ... ··. -.tier2" 
.... ,..,.~··· ·:- .7· ....... ~. ·;-::<" ..... 

... 

. ARB.Level 2''· 
· voJic~.· 
· ARB .bevel L · 

: \'D]':CS. 

·Alternative. : 
: F_ .. ~eJ.· .. >':• . .'· 

.. ., .. , ... ,: .... 
· ·I(ow·t9 use t.he.tahl.~ Jfti)e rectn.ireme~ts of(A)(l)(b): 

.cannot.be me~ then the project spo~or would ri.eed tn . .' 
mee~ Cd,;.p1i?""'' A!t~mmve i. ·Should the proj~t · 
s~oosor not be able to supply off-road eq_wpmen~ 

. 111eef!ng Compliance. e.!telllativi: I; \lien. c::omPliance 
· Aiteruatii{e'l'wo~dnee~}o·b.e.mei.. S.ho)'lld1he : 

: . : projectspohsor'notbe abl!liO.siipply·off,road . 
. ·.. · ~iiipm~nt mti:iing·cOmplian;:e P.Jternrta\;e,2, #ri: 

.. · .Comp)iani:e Altematfv~ ~ :"'°illd need fu li9 met;:'· 
.. :*Alternative fuel!i'arinotaVDE~S: · · 

. .. . "' .. 
: 2: .. Thi'li;oject spopsor.s.hBn re quill> tl)e jdfu.ig fuiie fo.t q~road '¥'d. 01r/ri.a4, . 

· · equipment be lim,ited to· no more· than ;,./o minuu:s; e>eceptos provided ).ct· . . . 
eiccep\ioiis t9 thc).pplic;abl~ State:.~lat(~ns ~gw:ili~g,·;dli':'g for9ff.mBd ~ 
·on-rniufequipmenL Legib.le and visible sigils shiill beposfed in multiple . · 
lii.riguages (Eugll~b, SP"llisli: Chinese) m·designated ctu.etilng J!l'e;is and.at tho" 

··•construction sire to;iemind 0perat0'rs. ofthctwo)ninute·idling limit: 

3., The proj~ sponsor slutll requirC' tb.at ~ns!I'uciio;, ~~erath:jl pfop~~ly ~~raip 
· ;aild tune eq~pmeht ~ accordan~. \lritb:manufacturer Specifications. . · · 

... :• 

· "}l~p.in~ibUity f!Jr' 
· Iinpfome'!fation 

.,· 

.. ·· .... 
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1;.,· 

. . . . . 
File.f.o. :iorr.ii'i:IB. 

·75 Howard SlrectP-rojec\ 
· . Motion:/fo. H449 .. 

. _l'iige2L 

. Monitoti11g/Repor#ng: ·sfuruslDate:' 
Compl<ited · · · · .. Ai;tions· and. 

·· . RespoitSibilitf · 

"· .. 
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.·:··. 

. . . . . . . . . . EXH»JIT 1. .. . . . ' .° . c· 
· MITIGATIONMONITO!UNG AND REPORTING PRQQR;(M:FoR 

.. ··:.· THE75.HOWARDSTREET:PROJECT, .. 
irnc1u<ieii'fe~t ror A.d&pted J\i:itiiiaiilili Measu'res a~ii :UU:pr~v~inent Measures 

M-AQ-4a: Bcit .. ~:vai\abl~ C9ntro! .Technology.ror·mcsel.Generators [ICDP'.EIR 
M.'·AQ'3J.. . . . . . . . . . 

All.di~I }ibni':iat6rs~~e engines tliiit (!)'mi:etTief' 4 Filiai.at: Tief '4,1i1ieriin 
. emission stand aids, or·(2) meetTleo2 emission siandatcis art ii .re equipped with a· 
CaJ!fi?i;ll~ ~ Le~:1. 3 Y.tirlfi~ .~r,~sel Emfs~ii:ins Control s.tr,aiegy tvrm::sf . 

. M-A~b: Air Fi1tratioµJ1;leasurcs [fCl)f E[JlMcAQ-2) 

·.Air Fil~tiOn d~d_TT~iil~1f~11: ifuquf~~o/!.i~fo.f.Se~~fiV~· La~~.ds~s. ·pn~r tc/~ceipt.Ot' 
cany buildIDgpernut, :tJie·iiroj~t sjioii:SOr shrill Submit a:ventilafioo'pfuri for'thc:'proposed .. 
buildfug(s). Th~ :ientilatioii pfari sfutli 'sbaw:th.atthobhiliiing\en)ilaifon'sys'tem ·.· ·. 

· · ·reffio,;~ at le'.St SO';Jier~ni ciftbi,.o,UiJlcior l'M~~ ~qni:e,ntration{from habitablb' areas 
· .'ana be d~silin.¢. bfiiii' enginei~F\:C.rtifi.ed,bf ;>.sH!lAE [the./u1ie(lC!ui so:cJtitY of • 
. Heatirig;Refrigerati,on and Air CondirlilJling Engineeri], wlio ·shall JJ.roi'i<!e. Ii Written · 

report documeriilng tbat"the'sy~~ ineetS the :so percent performance siiuid&d. . . . . 
identified in this ineasur<;°arld.!!ffetj 1h~ best available !ecbnolcigy"t0:minfmize outiloor 
t<i iQclOor trans!11issioti of aiqiollmion:' · · · · · · 

. )lesponsibiliiy· for · 
· }Jl1pleriientatio~ :· 

ProJeci sp()Iisoi 

Project Sp9nsor. 

· Mainteita~ee Pian.: Prior to re=pt"of riny'buiiding ~hni~ ihe pr:Oject:~ponsor shall· : ; 
~:::/;~Jan th~ e~ufes O;;~Oiog fuaititi:xilillci::ffitthe V!lhtila!tOJ!;OOd filt.fation' . L ' ·" 

. t -~.' vis~iiidir~ 'j/;;~y;;s'~~d ;.;,;;;~;:,,:: ,Tiui'proj~~ ,;po:nsor ~ha1i'a1Sii iiIB~~,lli~ '.: ): : 'tib.1~~t~~~ .... ~;: : " 
· ·· .. · diBcJo'suie 1D buyer.s (a'nd reriteiS) t!iattlio:'building is ·1<i:cate<rin ii!i areii.wiili: . . building in.nnnge!l)ent 

· · ". ex;istiog sources <>fair pollution and as sij~h, thebui!diiig.)ncludes. Oil airiiltration. · · . · 
. ~d-y.en.fil&:tio·n.sJsteµi 4eSighC~jo. remaye .. &Q pe~~t of o.ut.OO'Oi; iJartic~la:ie. re~~ntn.tiye: 

" " matter and shall inform:OCCUf!anls of the pro peruse oftbe.instaiJed air filtration .. · .... sjst~m~~-- ...... ·· ...... ··:..• ... ~ ...... ········ -· .- .. . .. ··, ;; ..... , .. : .. . ..... _:: . . 

•• i. 
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· Prl.o' to 11i\iciingjiennit -, 
: issiianC~ 

l'ri~~to re"ci:ivrn·g_.' 
: buildmg ·pe.nn!t, 

.... 
PrfOrttiinoV~ irr: ... 

. ~pti\iiiles' of pote)ltial · 
buyers or~ters.: ' 

.. . .... 
File'No, 201l.tI22E' ·· 

7$Hi>ward Street Project 

• .. ·: 

; : Monitoriilg/Repoirlng · · 
· · ,Adioµs and' ··. · 
·: .. :: ilesporisibilitY.· 

.: ~rojetitspciO,or ~hail. : · 
submit docmnentati0n ti> . 

· : th~ 1'i1llllliog Pepiirtnient· 
: verifying besi ~vailable,. . 
: control technology fur ali' 
.i~tiilled'dioSe). genef!ltoi:S. · 
":on tlie project sire:· . 

· · 'Motion.No.19449 
· ·· · · · Pagei7 

. · St.!!:P<male 
· ·· .<;:Qm.pr.;too 

Considered . : · 
complete u~on: 
;~rillital_of .. 
· ~OCUµl~QD to, 
:. the'Plannirig 
. Pep~e~t. 

: p roJect spociSor'~fi' . Co~idereir 
: ·Submifali. air~fi1tra·ti~ti and· · ~·'?n{pie~e:._cyl?:fl. .· . 

. : v~ntilaiiimplan,'.D.t: · · .P'ramrlng· .. · ' 
· · mairiienance plaii. fu.11i.c Departmenf" · 
.:rtiiniifugPepartment · ·revi<i\VMil · 

: :·: ~. : ;· ;" 
:i .... 

. appf9yru. b:\' t!ie .. 
_ eir:filfyation and. 

-~~~~i2~---
,Pl.'l'!:;''·. 

··· .. 
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· ... · .. . . . 
• FileNo. ioii:l"im. 

7~ Howard S1rl:e(~roject· · 
· · MotionNo,.19449 

. ' ' l'aie29' 

: ·.· ................. ·IDQI1Bl;T.l,.,.·: .... " ":"." ... . 
MITIGATlONMONITORlNG'AND REPORTING PROGRAMFOR . 

· .. ·. · .• ·;rfIE7sn6\vkRiiSri.IBETPllor.Ecr .. ·, .. 
. <focludes' T~>.-t for .(dopted.MiUO-atioiiM;,,.-sar.S'anci Jmoraveni~nt Meisures · · ... 

.. •'MEASURES ADbPTED AS. C6NiJIT10NS OF AP.PROV'AL: . 
::·"-' 

· upl[ghting nnd avoid up-Ugjtting of rooftop ?ntennae and other1al! egui~men!; 
,,. weiCa.icit anf a~i:<:iratiye .reatiikS; :... . · · '.. ·. · . ·· .. · . · . · . · · 

· . oJn~t,alling·!"olicin-seQsor.ijghting;: 

. ·Ci Utlii.ifrig,)Oinimuin:w.i!big~(tx~~ ta ~cliieve:r.q~ireil !igi1tlng le\.,,j~;·. 
: . . . .. . . . 

~C.du~ b1u1djng ~tilig fr';'!"fo!frlor sour~~s by: 

.a D~g·l~hts_;;. fubbi~ perlmeiercirculati~n iireas;a"nd atria; 

(,' Ta~ing ~ff all u~~~sarY ii~tfug by 11:00 P·!D· ihrougli sunrise.'e~~e'daliy 
darfug peiliinigration Ji<;,riods. (i:nid-Marcl) to early .J:urie and'lille- Augu.if 
:thr<>µ.&li.l.a!~ Oc16_~er);~ · · · · 

. . . . . 

· o UtniZing:uiinmsiic,,,OlliroiS (motion sensors, Photo-sensors, etC.) lo.shutoff 
'" l(ght.iin 1tu>evening'v.;he1i'na oneisp~nif . .... . . • : -:.' ... 

'Enci,uraglitg the~ q£Jo'Calizcd:taslc!ightjng to reduce tiie need for niore 
.. :;-- :"~~~J~,~~~;er~.e~Jl~ting;, · · ·· 

... 0 llched~ling nig1iil~ ma;_fltenance 1n co.nc!ude.~:f nioo p.in.; and, 

·:. 0, Edi.eating ~uil(\ing ~~enfs iiodoiJier:uS-eri;_ab<i.ut!he d~g~~ of~iF,11,pigb_ting 
. ·!<!birds .. 

:···:. .· 
: ies.ponsihllity for: .• 

)inplementation · 
·:Schedule 

.. .. 

• • Mli[liturlng!Reportiog' · 
Actions and,.; 

Responsibility· 

Status/Date 
.: Completed: · 

..:;:·. 

~~~~tl~~1?r~~~~~11~~~~~~~~~~~~~tWffiFeJ£~~1f~~~m~~~~~¥!~ 
::~~-~~~!:f~:zfil:d.o~ ~~~l~~g .~1.nrCO_~~~-.A:~~n~1:-:1e~~ -~·. ::·.) ::-. ::·· . ... ·. ',;,~::-
: Tho pro]ectsponsor~f any develoP.rnpnt projectin the TCDP area shall ensure1hht ·any .. :Project ,PonS<)r . Prior to any demolitlon, . rf necessary, rlie proj.ict : ,Considered.-
. bu~lding:P.Ianned far dc:rriolitio.n. or renovation· is ~Cxed for .h.aZai-dOus building . ~r CtinStrucU~ a~YitY~. ~pcin.sOr to.pro~ide" --~: · · .. ·· com~~-e~~ _upo·~ 
maferials iucIUdfug:i>cB.--conmfuing eleelrical equipment,fl~orescefit light ba'ilascs .nazordous ui~ierieJS surv~y s11biait1nf of 
<;Ontaiiiing'PCBs or Dl;:HP,,imdflnoi:isccnt.lighl !u~ cpnraining.niercucy. vapoci; iiiid abat~mc:hl results 1n 'the s],atem"'1t r.eslil~,, 
These.ina!etials shall be removed and pri:iporly disP.Osed or prior to .the st3r! of:. i>i.wiki; n'ei>ai:tmimt ind .· 
rle[\lolitjtifi..or .reririvntioiL O!d'light ballasts.that~ proposed'to be: removed iluimg . . '" sFb~jf, . . .. 
reno.\mtion Shall bocv21uatc:d for th.,.presence.of P(:Bs and in tbe case wberethe" .. · 

:p_resei>reofPCasin.ihe ligl).tbal)ast,cannotbe verifii:d,.tf\eyShall ~.~med.j:O. 
contain.PcBs,.ind.Iumdled und disposed ofos sueli. accordingtO spplicablo1:iws md, .. 
tegulatioiis:· An'v othe( iiazmfuus bu.ilding·materisls ideillifiOd either before 6~ diirfnE,-· · 

. demo\itlon or .renovation sliall be llhateil. ae~o;ding ID Feqeriil, State; nnd lopl.J .... ,,; 1!.ll~ . 
. regulatitiIJs .. 

.. .. 
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.EXHIBITt· 

File No::iiJt l.1.122E: 
75 How"!<l Street Project 

· Mo'tionNo. 19449 
. . . P~e·'.31 

,MtrrdA.rto:N MONITORING A.ND REPORTING: PROGRAM FOR 
~ . • : . ri.rE 75 HOWARD SI'R,EET)'R()JECT . .. . . . . 

(Includes Text fii . .,Adopted Mit)i;:afion Meaiure8 imd1nipi'ovement Mwilres · 
. : . . . . . . 

JhsponSibility°.for. ·. 
· · ·Im~l~~e~rnti~n:: 

... : 

A vehide.queue is .defin~1ras· one or more stopped vehicles.<iestl!ieq to the P.fOji:J:t: 
garage hio.ckhig atry podiori of the HojVard S~tsidewalk.or raiid'.o/BY for;,· .. ·. 
con.SeCutivepcri:od. of thrcC_ mlimtes or. loll'ge[ on a ·daily or .wCeklf. baSis, or fOr more: 
ilulii·lfy~£ercent'.of,!!JlY. 6Q:minute p~od •. queues could be ca~5ed by ~ncorut.rained 
p·arldng· qemand exe<;eding park;ing space or 1'alet/mechanic11l paiking system, 
·ciij;aciiY;·veh{cJes.wDii:inii,: far.safe'giips iri..higlivolumes ofpetlesirian.\iaflic~ car ot . 

~~~~~::~\~~ ;~.ptngg~a~e ~rlo•dini:; o;:a.co~~fion~rthefse 
A.substantial_pedestriwfcontl1ct.is d.elineif.!IB a criri!lliian. \"1le.r.; drivers·i!finl/ound. 
ruydtor outbound •!<liicies, frustrated by the Jack of saJl: gaps in ped.esirian ·µ-afiii:, 
t.ii1sal!:!fmefRethejr vehif:~e ~CI~~s".ilie s\de~vaJk \)'line ped~S 1111; pre.sc;rn ·ana . 
force-jleilesttjans to stop· or change direction to:avoi~ contact with the·vehi<ile,.and /:or· 
cpi\n;.ct )le!Wi;eti pe.d0$friiiljs 81\d. th('vt~icle wouJ.<l o~cur; · · · · c·. · · · · 

ifve'hicfe qucu~s o/sJb.fu;'.ti;J :.,,;~fl;~ ~ccu~, th~ o\\'lle~/e>pernto~ufthe.fuciiify shalf. 
ei'npfoy ab.nttmen\.meihoils as. needed to abatii.tlni guene and I or c0n!liei · . . 
Approprllite abaterii.e~t'ineihcios.wohld viuy depenilli;g:Oxi !he cru,;,~c1er4a·c.• anci: 
.causes·.Dfllie queu!<·:iiid eonflict. Sug'gestod:nbatenieii!mefuods ii>c!Ude Ji11t aiJ, not 
limifi<1Ho 'tlie ra11.<iw.ing; iclesiitn; or r~Cill!:Y1a i;nJii)ive:vemde ci<i)uiai,fon fili.J lor .· 
on·sifu que'ue:capacity; ·empjoyinenf of additional valet a(teadai)'tsilr imJl.roved 

. -ti£~i~~Afa~~&;J,:~;;;;e°ff;!1J~=!·=t~~l~±fei~igv~:ng 
Or ·residClitNislioI .sb:ut11es; .Parldng·aem~Od maaiigeID.e·n~:Strategies s1iCn.as tirfie-qf:-·· 

. . . ,d;iy'plljkmg·StirchargeS; and I or-liTI:iiilng·h~uisof access til'tlle proj~cfpiivew~Y 
.d'ii·riiif peiia~~.orp<:iiif pedesirian traf!!~:.' .. ' : . ·: ~- ':. .· . · :· ··· 

Ifthe]~lannkg ))hector, ·a~ his or her· designee,~ sUs~cts· !}laf vehlcfo .q':l~ues or a 
substa:iiti1!f eonflicf "'1ipii5ei'it, t[le ~Imln(og D0p8rtjne~l sfiaj\.ncitify II)'~ propfuty 
owner iii writii:J.ii' The owner/operatoi:sliall hire a qualified transjiortlitfon'corisultant: 
lo evalilate Ihe eon(!i)ions jil the site fof i)o. lessihan.s.,wa:.dii~c The, coJjsuliiui\ shall. 

·submit a report in 1he Department.documenting i;onditiops •. Upon n:viioW of.the. 
rep<iq. !Ii~ Deparmeni: sh.an detci:riiil)« ~v~e!h.er or not<¥i.~pes .lin~.( or. a ~~b~l"!lti~ 
·contlic'texisis, and shall notify the garage owner/opemtor.ofthe:.detemiination in 
'writiDg: · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 

if.ihe:bc]Jmtm~i deieimi~es thaf: queue; or asubsiwifiiiI .;Qnflict do exis( ~pOII' 
. iii;itificaiion, the)ilc1lity 0"'11•(/operati;>r sl:t•llbave .90 days :fr.o!Il Jhi;. 9.•te. o.ft.he~itteri · 

:M~nitori~g/R.eporting' 
,Action~ and . 

. .: · Responsibility . 

siatus!Da te 
.C~inplete!'\ . 

. .Ifthe.P!onningDirei;tor; 0r: .jlnp\e.ine;rtatfon of 
. !ilI tidier desiiii!ce, .any n~cessllij · .. 
siJ$pe~ tlj.aj:.ir.rec~g ·. ~ !l.bat~~~nt)ssu~S. 
qucue'is'pti:seot;.th«: . . 

::f!i~~!~~{· 
')he own°"'op~mtoi' slu!.11 · ·· 
·hire ·a· qualified. · · 
·lians?oibitlon con~~liant to: . : . . . 
eValuat'e the· co·iiditionS. Bt · 
fii,,-;;t,; for no less'tb!lll 7· 
dayS. ·Jfthel'ianillng ... :. 

· .. Depktnierii ru;ienbines.'tfuit · 
a recu.r.i'ing·quCue itoes· · 
.!!"iSi; tlie fucj[ii:y , . 
oWDCf/ope"nitdi·Shatl hriVe ·. · 

·<Jo' days from.\he.date"f 
. the wrltteA c}ete~tiiadon tO 
al/aie tli~ 4lleu.e, 

. , .. L..:d:::et,,eo;rnun:::-=•t:::io:::n:.:!o"':-:'oa=""L.::.o,,titc:•:.:.b:::•o:ieo:m::en=t:ome=;=as:::ure=s.~Tf::..:•::ft::e::.r::.9:..0.::.-d.::.aYc:'s:..:th:.:e:..D=epi::;artm==e:::n:.:·t'-. --'-''--:---':--:----'-.,..,.-'----'-_......;....-'--:--"-.._-~-~-~-_,..,:....c...,.,.._,-;-.--,.-,,~..J 

. ·::.; 
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. . · EXHIBIT"! . 
, l\lifrIGAT~ON .M.O!'ilTOJiING' ANp iiEP.okri:r{G i>R9GMM :Jl:QR. • . 

· F'rr"e '1\lfi •. ;i,l)ll:l'.121E' · 
· ;:s· Bihm~ Street Project 

Motion Nci •. 19449 
J'.age 3~ 

. · · THE 75 HOW ARD STREET PROJECT·.· . 
rrriil~de.. Text for Ado~ted M.iti..:atlo.;_ Measia'~ ~,:.d Imorove~ent Me,;srn:es .. 

... 
MEASURES"AnOPTED'AS.CONDffiONS: OF APP.ROVAL: 

l"Tl.l._q: J>.rovisiiui ~!Bicycle Signage and Inronneti~n · 

. As an impro-:emcti\me?iure; f\l r.c:mbite bicycle ~vd tll~ prcij~f spansrir ~~ii .add.. .; 
,»p:propriatc·s1gnage and, mfurmati~n.iQ/near liic.yck parking_ 1!1!'118 descnbing = tO .. 

: focal bicyc~_e.rou~es .and. en!#esfexits fo;riid frOm th\; bjcycle parliliig liiia: . -

:f O .impto·v~ ·p~d~an. c~n~tlofut in tk)~ and 1u ·fuciiitate· j,i:destriBn ·mo\1enu;nt ·in 
front of the prQject ;.;~·fueproject:Sponsor'v»ould worlc·witli.PJiinning.Departmen~··· 

, SFMT;\, arid DP.W to ·consider ihe. potential construction ofa wider ·srd.e,\..ik 01fthe: · 
south side iit;Ho.;,.rd Street The south sid.ewiil1' wouid he :w.idened by. iippnixhnaiely . 
7.feet,,§m.tbeJin..etjsting~d!J;i ofabput 13'5 fi;et~.•PP.i:<>xitn!'tely21Sfeet;: . 
st~g at_the:-~ve&.~ieofthe project.site:and Oxie~ili~g'eiist t\iroug"ll th!' proposed 
Ste~Of\ Street ,!'Iaza, ·an:~<>nto·Tho EII)~aicaderp. The pmj~t"spoµsor \\'Oulci·be · · 
requi_i:ect·fo·!'im<l,_11\e de~firi..aiia. \'On~ction of this irt1iiroYeineD.c · ." · 

t~~1t:;;x:~~~~~~~~::.~ir:;tf:l~~~:~t;l:.~f.N,;::.h~~";J,i~i~~~h!,!~ · 
z.on.~ iii fiont o.ftherest:allfaDl entrance nea{ Steuart Street,; Thus; the ·sidewnlk' ' · · . 
··wid~ning i),:Ould h'teri!l mr.a. total dist,.nce'"i>fappi'oxiiDiitely 273 ·;reet; us,ft.: friim tlie 
wi:sf eoge fu ·sreuarl Street,: excluding'!Jie proposed _passenger ione; 7 6 feet through . 
f.he..propos.cfS.t~Wlrt'.!?treet:J'l11Za.'an.4 82feettp 'f!to'Brnbarcade[o;- ·: '· .. ···· . 

. This _i\nprciveq,ent measure-would re.quire.that the pr~posed-i,"7~001 wid~ curl> cut that 
piovic!~S-'access into tiie.Basement r.ev~l l "pa¢ing0garage and:Ioading docks be 
-\videned io about 26. feet, 'ia oitler to :fuclliinte tiuiik turnuig riiov.Omi:nts in and out of 

.·iliehuildlng;."'"' ., .. ,.,_ ·'····. '··· > ·.· · · .:·.··<· "::· '· · , .. '· . 
. . . . . 

Responsihilii:y filr' 
. :r_mplenienbitiiln. 

.. - -- ·-

Proje;/u;~n~t . 

Projeci· sponsor and .. 
prOject ·ccinsttuction 
corrtrector(s).-

'niis impr_ovemeni meas.ire ~uldais"o reqllii;e the a<ldiJiqnaJ.o:.filllinatJiin.~ffour: : .. 
iuifniiiopUe\uid 1i'D motqrcyc!e merere!i.spaces'on.tbe .SoU!l!'sirle'ofHaWard S~t- ·.,. · .... 
(twii auton)qb_ile spaces _in fronf ofthe.pro.iJ:ct ~lte, and:iwO autOmobil~®d tW<i ·. ' :: 
:motorcycle 'spac~s west ofEtewu:t Street).-resultingfathe elim1nation of a tot!ll'or"is-.· 
automobile and "!:)Vo_ ,;;;,tqrcycl_e me!ere"d spa"'s ~y tlie "propoSed p)-Oject and" the l\\'O' .: 
'Varllmts: TJte'jnorense .iii parking utilization cieated ~y ibc "elilniaa!lon ilfihe:S1fori· ·· · 
"¥t spaces woul.d jada iO th~. expecn:cf parJ&\g fl!i!\i:lt.s iii thejire>; (!ming ibe riiiddai 
period, but woulii.be expected 1o be accommodated. by· other existing on-street spaees 

:m tlie Brea durfuP- tlie evenin~·;,eilod:·Thc-narlciiu! deficits assodeii:d \vitlt"thC 
·· ... 

289 

"l'dor to eo~letl~n ~f 
9'P5trllctic!o; · · · 

,·:: 

Througbotit lbe_'. . .. 
.cpi:i~¢ion .~uration-: 

·:··. 

Mo.tiito~portiiig 
. Actions an if · . 
·:il.Spoiisibiiii:y 

. r"!"jeck;~ODS~~to 
·coordinate :with SFMTA on 
appropriate signage,, 

P!b~eci~n~or.~cfp·r~ject. 
roast\Uction contractor(s) · 
io.co~slder e<i6rdin~fu.g_; 

. »1!11 DPW; §l'.¥TAi the;" , · 
! Fire Oq>artment; ihe.• · . 
· l'Ianniiigj)epartment·iind 
. other appllcable ciiJ .. : .,_ . 
: ~:::!~!~="' : : . 
.Traffic Contiol l'ian (TCl') 
ro, pi;ojecl coDstruction· 
S.c1i\1Uii:s. 

.. 

StatlistDate 
. ·comp)e"te<l · 

Consideied· . 
i:o"!!Jiilefecilpoit 

. '1istullation of . 
l:>'cyp\e ;srgru,:g~. . .. 
. ' . . 

Consicl~a.· 
C\>J,iiplete, up0n 
conStructiOri-Of 

. Side~~.(:·:·: 
'improyem~~· 



:; ....... , ........... :. 

iiiW!iition.Of'Tiirn:ti!.ble .. o~rition Devke· · .... •· 

i~~~~~~;ti~~;;~l:~~~~~~~~7~:~:;~,~'.~t~:·~f-
~iunp. ta:irntoi;natiCal[Y..itleri;)IlotorlSts Wbentlie lqadilig'!iifutabie;i·s'"fuii.Se.{: 

~1~~~~~4~~W~~Z}~~~~b{~1!,ii~~ai~~f9-~·ffl\rs,tti'.~~o~:·ii.iJjl> .· 

....... · 
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.. . .. 

... .. 

. . . ..· l;XHIBll;J, . . . . . 
· MlTIGA.TfON MONI,TORING ANl}Rli:pORTJNGPROGllAM FOR 

.. : . . . . . TilE 7s}row ;\Ri) ~TREET PROJECT . . .. 

. . File No. 201 I.! 'I2iE 
75 Howard Stre~t Project' 

MotiOflNQ. J9{49 . 
Page35: 

(Iridtides 're.xi for Adonted.Miti!'atioii.Meiishres" and Imnroveniertt Measures . 

: .. ·· 
. u&~$u~~£s . .\.ni:>~i:Eri AS,cONDIT10N-s oP.'APPllOY ,U;. 

:.._.:='· ,• ''· ••. • ... 
,[-TR-L;: Expanded Traffic Co1>trol Pinn fot'Constructio'n: 

·.[~ ;,;du;·~:teniliit ionrl;~;~;.,.en co~~ori .;~~We~ niid ~d..:W~ b:Bn~it 
and. vehiclesafthe proJecit site, the. project'spi:msor and projecfconlniclor "!~iild bi: · 
required frrprep•re a Traffic Coniml Pleri{fCP) for the proJect.eoilStniction·period: 
In addition to .the smndnrd elements of the TCP such· as coordiruilion "1th tho·· 
SJ'.MTA; i:;iPW, ·snn Fre~ciS& Fire b~parti'Den:~'eic~·m,a· th~ mandatm)i eomplifilicC. 
.\Yith thi>.~anFranclsco:Reg-.1.lationsfor.Workbjg.m San frpncfspaStreiitr (the "Blue 
l3ook'J'.\h.e •i<i_i•n.ded T<::P c:Ould indnde; · · . . · 

. • .f:i:npI~enb.ffioi: _o(e.ny·~C_cesSfIIY lane·d~surf.s during times ilia); e:v6id the.'a.~ .. 
. ·~~ p,rnl l'l'Ws <:qniin~tt: perl?.dS. . . . . 

. : .. i: · S·tatiOning ofllnifarined Off-ducy. Sap. FranciSco POtii~ OffiCe:rs afvarioUs~ . 
. "'-lo~otio~ .to fii:jlifufu 'th_e ~""~en± of JlC.destrianS, J.ii~ycfuts~d ~it~~hicies 

. . ~;sC,h¢11~g ofci>nstrudi~ll. ~i:li ljips !!llriiig hp.;,. 0(111eday ~th.;. )han ihe . 
· .. penk'ino~g lind.evening'coniimi~ per1o~ Md ' · ' · · 

. ·::f~i~;~1~~~~~;~:,r;°t!~~;l:~~t!1:~::~;~~e~~:~~~~~~;r~~i1~: 
. };.~-Mi' CRrpnOf~ntf T~Dsit A~es.'i fQ·i: COn!iirucl(fm .,V_orkePt-

.As liit in:ipro~e;.;,~t~i:;.,,-ure: io ~\ze ~g ~~rmuid and veJ.iicle trips :.;..oeiotd 
With construction \Va~:thc collstruction Contracforwould inCfude·meT:liods to 
e9CO~rage .carpool.ir)g aad tplnsi(Jl!'_CeS,.-tcJ.t~~ prOj~qt,Site_by C<Jnsin!dion 'o;'IOfkers as 
Jlllrlofa<;o·nst)llctimiMonagem.ent;l'lah, ·· 

I-TR-!S! Projec( Cons.tru,ction 1Jpdate• .far:Adjacent Rusil).esses and Residents, 

As Sn ·:m;prov~rll"eqt nfeasme to· iiiipmizf ·~rfstruco:on.irrip~ci~ 01rac~·t~_n·~y :: : 
.iacationi the projeci sponsor would pro)lide11eru:l!Y residences' and ndjacerrl: . -., : 
. bus.i.l)esses with f!'gllbirly-uj>?.sti:!l Jn[omiat;ion' re&iir!lmg projc:d. ~nstiuctioii; . .. . 
inc!udi:iig construction iictMties,, peak<:i>~ction :,,,hicli:"nctivitie5 (c:g~ cqricr:CiCo'. 
·poµ.is}, travel ltuJo closures,pW:klligJane and sidewalk closures: A 'Vcli site could be · 
. created liy project !>J>onsortlint w;,uld P"!Vlde ~nf;,,,nslxl!ctibn information ~( · 
~.t~ 11eighboi:s; .. es well..sconii>9t:infonnaiion.for5Jlecili~·cohstriicti!1n in'quiri~ . 
·orcQn~s . . · ·· · · · · · 

. R~poJ!sihillty for· 
, .: ~mp!elile[)tailon 

Project sponsor and 
· p.f'!lje~t ronsi,uctio_n 
.. i:onlractor(s)., ·· 

··::· 

. . .. 
]'rojfl!'t sponsor:u.iid 
ccinstruCtfon . · 
~nfucto~s> . 

..... :.:· 

D~rl~g proJ.;;;:: 
: conslrucfi.on?. 

Implcbleiit measure 
,tfuouglio~t all J:>iiases:of' 
·construction.. . 

·:co~.ide(i;dwmpleie : .. .,. 
· uiio.n conipi~1!on of · 
constructiori..' · 

'·::: :.f:::i~es of. 
· Con5iciei:ed .;,rnpiete-. 
upon .coi)qiJ;::tign 'of 
~~cµon. . 
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l\fonitoring/ReJWrtliig 
Actfons 'lii.d · 

Resnonsibillty 

· P.;;j.~l~~n~o~ ~d ... 
Constril.clion ·canirac:torto· 
cpnSider r_cy." ~anSiO~ 
·m~~res wrul:c m~ting;. 

.. with ~ep_artmentllfl'uQ1i.c 
Work'S;-i;FM.TA;.the Fire 
oi:j,jl):!ni;;~, Mu;,; 
·oJ'ierulfonS, imd other.City 
.gencie.Soii r~a.i'b1e: · 
ID'tiSure ro'·reduce-trnffic 

:~:J!:i:"riri& -· 

pii;jci! sforiSor c~uld: 
recii.teSftli'c;:coii$ictiOn . . 
cq,i~Ct0~-~q .. ~!iiU1agd. 
,carpooling-and .tilmsit:. · 
·nCceii.ia1Jle'sii~.'1i5',: · 
cohstruction ~Vo!Oi"kers;·. 

.pn;ject~noor.;~ ·provide 
:neiu:by ·ieSidences arid 
ar\facent·businesses.wiih . 
·l!'iiu!aily~updated: . '. 
in!Pnnaricm regar~ing . 
jmij\:c.t ooi:isfn1ction' an if · · 
apprOJ!tUrte cqntnct·. · 
infonnation. An ·e'moil · 

·notice cotild be:Cirou1ared· 

StiitlisiPiit.; 
c.i:rrtp.l_e!~' 

.. :.:.;.· 

eon:qilei" upon 
appro.Vn!.o,fTraffic 

. Control:P!an. 

····· . 

'.:·Considered, 
eomple1o·upon 

: ciJµiplr:tio)l of 
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NOTICE OF SPECIAL RESTRICTIONS UNDER THE PLANNING CODE 

RECORDING REQUESTED BY 

And When Recorded Mail To: 

Name; Ralph DiRuggiero 

Address: ,One Market Plaza 
Spear Tower Suite 4150 

.... ··········City: ...... :.:san.F.rancisco ...... : ... ·-·····-····· 

State: CA ZIP: 94105· 

II Ill II II llll llll II llllll I llll I II II Ill llHI Ill 
San Francisco Assessor-Recorder 
Carmen Ch':.l Assessor-Recorder 
DOC- ~~16-K285544-00 
Check Number 8136 
Tuesday, JUL 12, 2016 15:18:38 
Ttl Pd $57.~0 Rcpt tt 0005409475 

okc/KC/lwlS 

(Space Above This Line For Recorder's Use) 

I (We) RDF 75 Howard LP . , the owner(s) 
of that certa.in real property situated in the City and County of San Francisco, State of California more 
particularly described as follows: (or see attached sheet marked "Exhibit A" on which property is more 
fully described): 

BEING ASSESSOR'S BLOCK: 3741; LOTS: 031 & 035 (PARCEL 3); 

COM MO NL Y KNOWN AS: 75 HOWARD STREET; 

hereby give notice ·that there are special restrictions on the use of said property under Part II, Chapter II 
of the San Francisco Municipal Code (Planning Code). 

Said Restrictions consist of conditions attached to Conditional Use· Application 
No. 2011.1122XVCUA authorized by the Planning Commission of the Oty and County of San Francisco 
on September 3, 2015, ·as set forth in Planning Commission Motion No .. 19451, pursuant to Planning 
Code Sections 303 and ·1s1.1 to allow accessory off-street pa;king in excess of principally permitted 
amounts, in connection with a proposal to constmct a new, 20-story-over-basement, approximately 
220-foot tall, 284,300 gsf building containing approximately 5,824 gsf of ground floor commercial 
space,, with 133 dwelling-units and 100 off-street parking spaces, on a site that currently contains an 
above grade parking lot within the C-3-0(SD) Zoning District and the 200-S Height and Bulk District. 

The restrictions and conditions of which notice is hereby given are: 

AUTHORIZATION 
This· authorization is to grant a Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 
and 151.1 to allow.accessory off-street parking in excess of princip~lly permitted amounts, in connection 
with a proposal to construct a new, 20-story-over-basement, approximately 220-foot tall, 284,300 gsf 
building containing approximately 5,824 gsf of ground floor commercial space, with 133 dwelling-units 
and 100 off-street parking spaces, on a site that currently contains l.U1 above grade parking lot within the 
C-3-0(SD) Zoning Distrkt and the 200-S Height and Bulk District, in general co.nfonnance with plans 
dated April 30, 2015, arid stamped "EXHIBIT B" included in the docket for Case No. 2011.1122XVCUA 
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NOTICE OF SPECIAL RESTRICTIONS UNDER THE PLANNING CODE 

and subject to conditions of approval reviewed and approved by the Commission on September 3, 2015 
under Motion No. 19451. This authorization and the conditions conta!ned herein run with the property 
and not with a particula,r Project Sponsor, business, or operator. 

RECORDATION OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 

Prior to the issuance of the building permit or commencement of use for the Project the Zoning 
Administrator shall approve and.order ihe recordation of a Notice in ihe Official Records of the Recorder 
of the City and County of San Francisco for the subject property. This Notice shall state that the project is 
subject to the conditions of approval contained herein and reviewed and approved by the Planning 
Commission on Septemper 3, 2015, under Motion No 19451. 

PRINTING OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL ON PLANS 

The conditions of approval under the 'Exhibit A' of this Planning Commission Motion No. 19451 shall be 
reproduced on the Index Sheet of construction plans submitted with the Site or Building permit 
application for the Project The.Index Sheet of the construction plans shall reference to the Conditional 
Use authorization and any subsequent amendments or modifications. 

SEVERABILITY. 

The Project shall comply with all applicable City codes and requirements. If any clause, sentence, section 
or any part of these conditions of approval is for any reason held to qe invalid, such invalidity shall not · 
affect or impair other remaining <;iaµses, sentences, or sections of these conditions. This decision conveys 
no right to construct, or to receive a building permit "Project Sponsor" shall include any subsequent 
responsible party. 

CHANGE$ AND·MODIFICATIONS 

Changes to the approved plans may be approved administratively _by the Zoning Administrator. 
Significant changes and modifications of conditions shall require Planning Commission approval of a 
new Conditional Use authorization. 
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NOTICE OF SPECIAL RESTRICTIONS UNDER THE PLANNING CODE 

Conditions of Approval, Compliance, Monitoring, and Reporting 

PERFORMANCE: 
1. Validity. The authorization and right vested. by virtue of this action is valid for three (3) years 

from the effective date of the Motion. The Department o~ Building Inspection shall .have issued ·a 
Buildin~ Permit or Site Permit to construct the Project and/ or commence the approved use 
.within this three-year period. 
For information about co111pliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sfplannitig.org 

2. Expiration and· Renewal. Should a Building or Site Permit be sought after the three (3) year 
peric;id has lapsed, the Project Sponsor must seek a renewal of this Authorization by filing an 
application for an amendment to the original Authorization or a new application for 
Authorization. Should the Project Sponsor decline to so file, and decline to withdraw the permit 
application, the Commission shall conduct a public hearing in order to consider the revocation of 
the Authorization. Should the Commission not revoke the Authorization following the closure of 
the public hearing, the Commission shall determine the. extension of time for the continued 
validity of the Authorization. 
For information 'about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department ·at 419-575-6863, 

!Vww.sf..planning.org 

3. Diligent pursuit. Once a Site or Building Permit has been issued, construction must commence 
within the timeframe required by the Departlnent of Building Inspection and be continued 
diligently to completion. Failure to do so shall be grounds for the Commission to consider 
revoking the approval if more than three (3) years have passed since this Authorization was 
approved. 
For information '.about compliance, contact Code E11forcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
. www.sf..planning.org 

4. Extension. All time limits in the preceding three paragraphs shall, at the Project Sponsor's 
request, be extended by the Zoning Administrator where implementation of the Project is 
delayed by a public agency, an appeal or a legal challenge and only by the length of time for 
which such public agency, appeal or challenge has caused delay. 
For infonnation about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf..planning;.org 

5. Conformity with Current Law. No application for Building Permit, Site Permit, or other 
entitlement shall be approved :unless it complies with all applicable provisions of City Codes in 
effect at the time of such approval. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 

· www.sf..planning.org 

6. Additional Project Authorization. The Project Sponsor must obtain_ a Variance from Section 140, 
as 39 of the 133 dwelling-units do not meet the Planning Code requirements for exposure, and 
Section 145.1, as the proposed driveway does not meet the Code requirements for width of 
parking, and loading access, and must satisfy all the conditions thereof. The Project Sponsor must 
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NOTICE OF SPECIAL RESTRICTIONS UNDER THE PLANNING CODE 

also obtain a Conditional Use Authorization, purst,lant to Planning Code Sections 155.1 and 303, 
to allow access9ry off-parking in excess of principally permitted amounts. The conditions set 
forth below are additional conditions required in connection with the Project. If these conditions 
overlap with any other requirement imposed on the Project, the more restrictive or prot«;!cti.ve 
condition or requirement, as determined by the Zoning Administrator, shall apply. 

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-975-6863, 
www.sfplanning.org. 

7. Transferable Development Rights. Pursuant to Section 128, the Project Sponsor shall purchase 
the required nuni.ber of units of Transferrable Development Rights (TDR) and secure a Notice of 
Use of TDR prior to the issuance of an architectural addendum for all development which 
exceeds the base FAR of 6.0 to 1, up to a maximum FAR of 9.0 to 1. The net addition of gross floor 
area subject to the requirement shall be determined based on drawings submitted with the 
Building Permit Application. 
For information about compliance, contact the Planning Department at 415-558-63 78,. 
www .sf-planning.org 

8. Transit Center District Mello-Roos Community Facility District. Pursuant to Section 424.8, the 

Project Sporuior shall participate in the Transit Center District Mello-Roos Community Facility 
District for the development, as it exceeds an FAR of 9.0to1. The fee shall be determined based 
on drawings submitted with the Building Permit Application. 
For informati.on about compliance, contact the Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.sf.-planning.org · 

9. Improvement. and Mitigation Measures. Improvement and Mitigation measures described in 
the MMRP attached as Exhibit 1 of the CEQA Findings Motion (!.Ssociated with the Subject 
Project are necessary to avoid potential sig:pjficant impacts of the Project and have been agreed to 
by the Project Sponsor. Their implementation is a condition of Project approval. 
For informati.on about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, · 
www.sf...planning.o1'g. 

DESIGN. 
10. Final Materials. The Project Sponsor shall continue to work with Planning Department on the 

building desigi;t. Final materials, glazing, color, texture, landscaping (including roof deck 
landscaping), and detailing shall be subject to Deparlment staff review and approval The 
architectur~ addenda shall be reviewed and approved by the Planning Deparlment prior to 
issuance. 

For informati.on a?out compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.sf...planning.org 

11. Street Trees. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 138.1, the Project Sponsor shall submit a site 
plan to the Planning Department prior to Planning approval of the Site Permit application 
indicating that street trees, at a ratio of one street tree of an approved species for eve1y 20 feet of 
street frontage along public or private streets bounding the Project, with any remaining fraction 
of 10 feet or more of frontage requiring an extra tree, shall be provided. The street trees shali be 
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evenly spaced along the street frontage except where proposed driveways or other street 
obstructions do' not permit. The exact location, size and species of tree shall be as approved by 
the Department of Public Works (DPW). In any case in which DPW cannot grant approval for 
installation of a tree in the public right-of-way, on the basis of· inadequate sidewalk width, 
interference with utilities or other reasons regarding the public welfare, and where installation of 
such tree on the lot itself is also i?:1practical, the requirements of this Section 428 may pe modified 
or waived by the Zoning Administrator to the extent necessary. The Project currently shows the . 
installation of ten of the fifteen required street trees, with an in-lie~ fee requirement applicable 
for five street trees. The. Project shall install the ten (10) street trees and pay the in-lieu fee for the 
five (5) trees as. set forth in Condition Number 23 below, unless the installation of th~ 10 trees 
proves infeasible; in which case the Project shall pay an in-lieu fee for any of the 10 trees not so 
installed. 

'Also, as required for all ~treet trees within the C-3 Zoning Districts, new stree;t trees shall have a 
minimum 2 inch caliper, measured at breast height; branch a minimum of 80 inches above 
sidewalk grade; be planted in a sidewi:ilk opening at least 16 square feet, 'have a minimum soil 
depth of 3 feet 6 inches; and include street tree basins edged with decorative trealment, such as 
pavers or cobbles. · . . 

For infonnation about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415~558-6378, · 
·w·ww.sf-.plamdng.org 

12. Streetscape Elements. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 138:1, the Project Sponsor shall 
continue to work with Planning Department staff, in consultation with other City agencies, to 
refine the design and programming of the required Streetscape features so that it generally meets . 
the standards of the Better Streets and D,owntown Plans, as well as all applicable City standards. 
This inclu~es, but'is not limited to the us~ of the standard downtown paving pattern (dark grey 
concrete silicate cat:bonate, 3' scoring), and pedestrian-oriented street lighting. The Project 
Sponsor shall complete final design of all required street improvements, including procurement 
of relevant City permits, pri,or to issuance of the architectural addenda, and shall complete 
construction of all required street improvements prior to issuance of first temporary certificate of 
occupancy. 
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.sf-planning.org 

13. Garbage, composting and recycling storage. Space for the collection and storage of garbage, 
composting, and recycling shall be provid.ed within enclosed areas on the property and clearly 
labeled and illustrated on the Site Permit plans. Space for the collection and storage of recyclable 
and compostable' materials that meets the size, location, accessibility and other standards 
specified by the San Francisco Recycling Program· shall be provided at the ground level of the. 
buildings. 
For infonna~on about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.sf-planning.org · 

14. Rooftop Mechanical Equipment. Pursuant to Planning Code 141, the Project Sponsor shall' 
submit a roof plan and· full building elevations to the Planning Department prior to Planning 
approval of the architectural addendum to the Site Permit application. Rooftop mechanical 

Page 5of12 

300 



NOTICE OF SPECIAL RESTRICTIONS UNDER THE PLANNING CODE · 

equipment, if any is proposed as part of the Project, is required to be .screened so as not to be 
visible from any point at or below the roof level ~f the subject building. · 

In C:-3 Districts, additional building volume used to enclose or screen from view the features 
listed under Planµing Code Sections 260 (b)(l)(A) and (B) may not exceed 20 feet in height and 
may not exceed a total volume, including the volume of the features being enclosed, equal to% of 
the horizontal area of all upper tower roof areas of the building measured before the addition of 
any exempt features times 20. 
For information ·.about compliance, contact the Case Pl'anner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.sf-plannini.org 

15. Lighting Plan. · The Project Sponsor shall submit an. exterior lighting plan to the Planning 
Department prior to Planning Department approval of the architectural addendum to the site 
permit application. 
For information qbout compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Departmen~ at 415-558-6378, 
www.sf-planning.org 

.16. Transformer Vault. The location of individual project PG&E Transformer Vault installations has 
significant effects to San Francisco streetscapes when improperly located. However, they may 

. not have any impact if they are installed in preferred locations. Therefore, the Planning 
. Department re~ommends the following preference schedule in locating new transformer vaults, 
in order of most to least Q.esirable: 

a. On-site, in a basement area acc~ssed via a garage or other access point without use of 
separate doors on a ground flocida<;ade facing a public right-of~way; 

b. On-site, in a driveway, underground; 
c. On-site, above ground, screened from view, other than a ground floor fac;ade facing a 

public right-of-way; 
d. Public right-of-way, underground, under sidewalks with a minimum width of 12 feet, 

avoiding effects on streetscape elements, such as street trees; and based on Better Streets 
· Plan guidelines; . 

e. Public right-of-way; underground; and based on Better Streets Plan guidelines; 
f. Public right-of~way, above ground, screened from view; and based on Better Streets Plan 

guidelines; · 
g. On-site~ in a ground floor fac;ade (the least desirable location). 
h.. . Unless otherwise specified by the Planning Department, Department of Public Work's 

Bureau of Street Use and Mapping (DPW BSM) should use this preference schedule for 
all new transformer vault installation requests. 

For information about compliance, contact Bureau of Street Use and Mapping, Department of Public 
Works at 415-554-5810, htfp:f/sfdpw.org 

17. Overhead Wiring. The Property owner will allow MUNI to ·install eyebolts in the building 
adjacent to its electric streetcar line to support its overhead wire system if requested by MUNI or 
MTA. . 

For information about compliance, contact San Francisco Municipal Railway (Muni), San Francisco 
Municipal Transit Agency (SFMTA), at 415-701-4500, www.sfmta.org 
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PARKING AND TRAFFIC 
18. Parking Maximum. Pursuant to Planning Code Section i51.1, the Project shall provide no more 

than one parking space per 'two dwelling units as of right. In addition, the Project may provide 
up to three· parking spaces per fotir dwelling units as a conditional use. With 133 dwelling units 
pro.posed, there is a maximum of 67 off-street parking spaces allowed as-of-right, and an 
additional 33 off-street parking spaces permitted with a Conditional Use authorization. With 100 
off-street parking spaces total included, the Project Sponsor must also obtain a Conditional Use 
Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 155.1and303, to allow accessory off-parking 
in excess of principally permitted amounts. 
For infonnation ·about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
WW1JJ.sf-planning.org . 

19. Off-street Loading. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 152.1, the Project shall provide two 
service vehicle off-street. loading spaces in-lieu of the standard -one required off-street loading 
space. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforceinent, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-planning.org 

20. Car Share. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 166, no less than one car share space shall :be 
made available, at no cost, _to a certified car share organization for the purposes of providing car 
share services for its service subscribers. 
For information about con~pliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-planning.org 

21. Bicycle Parking (Mixed-Use: New· Commercial/Major. Renovation and Residential). Pursuant 
to Planning Co~e Sections 155.1, 155.4, and -155.5, the Project shaP. provide no fewer than 123 
bicycle parking spaces (108 Class 1 spaces for the residential portion of the Project and 15 Oass 2 . 
spaces - seven for residential and eight for commercial). 
For infonna.Hon about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863,. 
www.sf-planning.org 

22. Managing Traffic During Construction. The Project Sponsor and construction contractor(s) 
shall coordinate with the Traffic Engineering and Transit Divisions of the San Francisco 
Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMIA), the Police Department, the Fire Department, the 
Planning Department, and other.construction contractor(s) for any ~oncurrent nearby Projects to 
manage traffic congestion and pedestrian circulation effects during construction of the Project. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-planning.org 

PROVISIONS 
· 23. Street Tree In-Lieu Fee. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 428, the Project Sp~nsor shall pay an 

in-lieu fee for five (5) street trees that are required under Planning Code Sec;tion 138.1, but that 
according to the Department of Public Works, cannot be planted. The in-lieu fee shall.be paid 
prior to the issuance of the first construction document. 
For inform.ati.on about compliance, contact· the Oise Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
wwui.sf--plrtnning.org 
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24. Transit Impact'Development Fee. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 4111 the Project Sponsor 
shall pay the Transit Impact Development Fee (TIDF) for the new retail space based on drawings 
subnP.tted with the Building Permit Application. The fee shall be paid prior to the issuance of the 
first co~truction document. · 
For infornw.tion ·about compliance, contact tlie Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.sf-.planning.org 

25. Transit Center District Open Space Fee. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 424.6, the Project 
$ponsor shall pity the Transit Center District Open Space Fee for the new residential space based 
on drawings submitted with the Building Permit Application. The fee shall be paid.prior to the 
issuance of the first construction document. 
For information about compliance, contact tlze Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
wruw.sf-.planning.org 

26. Tr~sit Center District Transportation and Str~et Improvement Fee. Pursuant to Planning 
Code Section 424.6, the Project Sponsor shall pay the Transit Center District Transportation and 
Street Improvement Fee for the new residential space based on dra'Vliings submitted with the 
B~ilding Permit Application. The fee shall be paid prior to the issuance of the first construction, 
document 
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Depai.-tment at' 415-558-6378, 
wruw.sf-planning.org 

27. Art - Residential Projects. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 429, the Project Sponsor must 
provide on-site artwork,.pay into the Public Artworks Fund, or fulfill the requirement with any 
combination of on-site artwork or fee payment as long as it equals one percent of the hard 
construction costs. for .the Project as determined by the Director of the Department of Building 
Inspection. The Project Sponsor shall provide to the Director necessary infonnation to make the 
determination of construction cost hereunder. Payment into the Public Artworks Fund is due 
prior to issuance of the first construction document. If the Project Sponsor eleets to provide the 
artwork on-site, the Conditions set forth in Conditions Numbers 28-30 below shall govern. 
For information about compliance, contact tlie Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.sf-planning.org 

28. Art Plaques. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 429(b), the Project Sponsor shall provide a 
plaque or cornerstone identifying the architect, the artwork creator and the Project completion 
date in a publicly con5picuous loc<).tion on the Project Site. The design and content of the plaque 
shall be approved by Department staff prior to its installation. 
For information about co11.zplfance, contact tlie Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558~6378, 
www.sf--planning.org 

29. Art - Concept Development. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 429, the .Project Sponsor and 
the Project artist shall consult with the Planning Department during design development 
regarding the height, size, and. final type of the art The final art concept shall be submitted for 
review for consistency with this Motion by, and shall be satisfactory to, the Director of the 
Planning Department in consultation -with the Commission. The Project Sponsor and the Director 
shall report to the Commission on the progress of the development and design of the art concept 
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prior to the approval of the first building or site permit application. 
. For injonnati.on about compli.ance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.sf-planning.org · 

30. Art - Installation. Purstiant to Planning Code Section 429, prior to issuance of any certificate of 
occupancy, the Project Sponsor shall install the public art generally.as described in this Mo.lion 
and make it available to the public. If the Zoning Administrator concludes that it is not feasible to 
install the work(s) of art within th~ 'time herein specified and the Project Sponsor provides 
adequate assu~ances that such works will be installed in a timely manner, the Zoning 
Administrator may extend the time for installation for a period of not more than twelve (12) 
months. For infonnation about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-
6378, wurw.s(-planning.org 

AFFORDABLE UNITS 
31. Requirement. Pursuant to Planning Code 415.5, the Project Sponsor tnust pay an Affordable 

Housing Fee at ·a rate equivalent to the applicable percentage of the number of units in an off-site 
project needed to satisfy the Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program Requirement for the 
principal project. The applicable percentage for this Project is twenty percent (20% ). 
For informati.on about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.sf-planning,org or the Mayor's Office of Housing and ·eommunif:tJ Development at 415-701-5500, 
www.sf..moh.org. 

32. Other Conditions. The Project is subject to the requirements of the Inclusionary Affordable 
Housing Program under Section 415 et seq. of the Planning Code and the terms of the City and 
County of San Francisco Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program Monitor.ing and Procedures 
Manual ("Procedures Manual"). The Procedures :N.J:anual, as amended from time to time, is 
incorporated herein by reference, as published and adopted by the Planning Commission, and ?15 
required by Planning C<,>d~ Section 415. Terms used in these conditions of approval and not 
otherwise defined shall have the meanings set forth in the Procedures Manual. A copy of the 
Proc;edures Manual can be obtained . at the Mayor's Office of Housing and Community 
Development ("MOHCD") at 1 South Van Ness Avenue or on the Plarining Department or 
Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development's websites, including on the .internet at 
http: //sf-platming.org/Modules/ShowDocumentaspx?documentid=4451 

As provided in the Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program, the applicable Procedures Manual 
is the manual in effect at the tiµle the subject units are made available for sale or rent. 
For informati.on .about cotitpZ:iance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.sf-planning.org or the Mayor's Office of Housing and Communif:tJ Development at 415-701-5500, 
www.sf-moh.org. 

a. The Pr~ject Sponsor must pay the Fee in full sum to the Development Fee Collection Unit 
. at the DBI for use by MOHCD prior to the issuance of the first construction document 

b .. Prior to the issuance of the first construction permit by the DBI for the Project, the Project 
Sponsor shall record a Notice of Special Restriction on the property that records a copy of 
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NOTICE OF SPECIAL RESTRICTIONS UNDER THE PLANNING CODE 

this approval. The Project Sponsor shall promptly provide a copy of the recorcied Notice 
of Special Restriction to the Department and to MOHCD or its successor .. 

c. If the Project Sponsor fails to comply with the Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program. 
requirement, the Director of DBI shall deny any and all site or building permits or 
certificates of occupancy for the Project until the Planning Department notifies the 
Director of compliance. A Project Sponsor's failure to comply with the requirements of 
Planning Code Sections 415 et seq. shall constitute cause for the City to record a lien 
agafust 'the Project and pursue any and ajl ·other remedies at law. 

MONITORING 
33. Revocation due to Violation of Conditions. Should implementation of this Project result in 

complaints from interested property owners, residents, or commercial lessees which are not 
. resolved by the Project Sponsor and found to be' in violation of the Plaillring Code and/ or the 

specific conditions of approval for the Project as set forth in Exhibit A of this Motion, the Zoning 
Ac;lministrator shall refer such complaints to the Commission, after which it may hold a public 
hearing on the matter to consider.revocation of this authorization. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-planning.org 

34. Enforcement. Violation of any of the Planning Department conditions of. approval contained in 
this Motion or of any other provisions of Planning Code applicable to this Project shall be subject 
to the enforcement procedures and administrative penalties set forth under Planning Code 
Section 176 or ~ction 176.1. The Planning Department may also refer the violation complaints to 
other city departments and agencies for appropriate enforcement action under their jurisdiction. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-planning.org 

OPERATION 
35. Cominunity Liaison. Prior to issuance of a building permit to construct the Project and 

implement the approved use, the Project Sponsor'shall appoint a community liaison to deal with· 
the issues of concern to owners and occupants of nearby properties. The Project Sponsor shall 
provide the Zoning Administrator with. written notice of the name; business address, and 
telephone number of the community liaison. Should the contact information change; the Zoning 
Administrator shall be made aware of such change. The community liaison ~hall report to the 
Zoning Administrator what issues, if any, are' of concern to· the community and what issues have 
not been resolved by the Project Sponsor. 
For infonnation ·about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575~863, 

www.sf-planning.org 

36. Sidewalk Maintenanc·e. The Project Sponsor shall maintain the main entrance to the building 
and all sidewalks abutting the subject property in a clean and sanitary condition in compliance 
with the Department of Public Works Streets and Sidewalk Maintenance Standards. 
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NOTICE OF SPECIAL RESTRICTIONS UNDER THE PLANNING CODE 

For information about compliance, contact Bureau of Street Use and Mapping, Department of Public 
Works, 415-695-2017, ldtp:!ls@72w.org 
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NOTICE OF SPECIAL RESTRICTIONS UNDER THE PLANNING CODE . 

The use of said property contrary to these special restrictions shall constitute a violation of 
the Planning Code, and no re!ease, modification or elimination of these restrictions shall be valid 
unless notice thereof is recorded on the Land Records by the Zoning Administrator of the City 
and County of San Francisco; except that in the event that the zoning, standards abov~ are 
modified so as to be less restrictive and the uses therein restricted are thereby permitted and in 
conformity with the provisions of the Planning Code, this do.cument would no longer be in effect 
and would be null and void. 

See attached 
(Signature) (Printed Name) 

Dated:-------• ... 2 .... o ___ at _____________ , California. 
(Month, Day) (City) 

(Sig~ature) (Printed Name) 

Dated: _______ _,. 20 .. · at _____________ , California. 
(Month, Day) (City) 

(Signature) (Printed Name) 

Dated:-------·' ..,.20,.__ __ at _____________ ,, California. 
(Month, Day) (City) 

Each signature must be acknowledged by a notary public before recordation; add Notary 
Public Certification(s) and Official Notarial Seal(s). 
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[Signature Page to Notice of Special Restrictions under the Planning Code] 

RDF 75 Howard LP, a Delaware limited partnership 

By: RDF 75 Howard·GP LLC, Its General Partner' 

By: Paramount Group Operating Partnership LP, Its Manager 

:: ??~GenenuPmmer 
Nfu~,-c/ A lau.e-v 
Title: G'°x-~~V\" v.u f'r~,,<:fc...f . 

. ACKNOWLEDGMENT 

STATE OF /VttV yq rL ) 
I 

) ss: 

/;;otary~~ 
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ANDREA FALLON 
Notary Public, State of New York 

Cl:li:tificate No. 01FA5016002 
Qualified In New York County 

C~mmission Expires August 2, 2017 



EXHIBIT A. 

LEGAL D,ESCRIPTION 

Alt that certain r~al property sitl.i<Jted in the;¢ouoty·Qf ·San· Francisco; SJ:ate: tif catif'Ornia1 desC.rih~d as· 
follows: · · 

Ci~y OF San Frane~sco 

PARCEL 'ONE: 

LOT 31. AS SHQWN: AND DESClU.~Et) QN THAT CERTA.IN PAltCEL MAP .SEI)'{G .i\ R,ESU'BD~\II~ION OF . 
ASSESSOR'S LOTS.1, 16, 1·7,-19. ANli26 $[0:CK37.41 ALSO BEING A PORTION ()'F mo VARABLO'CK 322· 
RE'COROEP DECEMaER 22,.1981.IN. BO.QKll QF PARr.::EL Ml;\PS: AT',PA~E 61 ·IN THE OFFIC.E Of' THE 
~ECOjlDElt .Of rFJE CI'{Y .AND C..OUNTY OF ·SAN FRANJ:tsco, .. cAt;lf:'Q'I{NI'A. 

PARCEL TWO: 

A PERPETUAL EASEMENT AT GROUND LEVEL t>NLY FOR.VEHICULAR A.ND PEbESTRlAN AtCESS·IN AND. 
TO STEUART STREET OVERAND. ACROSS-THE FOLLOWING ·oeSCRlBED' P.AR.CEL OF LAND.As.RESERVED 
IN THE DEEb FROM: DEJ.TA. TERMINALS,· IN<;_;, A CALIFOJtNIA CORP.ORATION. TP. THE :STA'J"E QF 
CALIFORNIA.RECORl>ED 9crosER 14, :1955 rn·so-ol(·a714, 0.FFI~iAl. ~EC(1RDS PAGE: 524: . 

BEGINNING AT A .POINT ON.'TffE SOl)t.HW°EST'ER.L'( ·lINE Ol' STEUA~T· SJREETr ~I.STANT rHER.EON 
NORTH. 44 bE~~~ES5:2' ~$" Wr;sr· ~1;._32 F.Ei!T ·i::RoM· TJi E .M0$T 8\Sl'E~l Y CORJ~ER OF THI: PRtiP'ERTY 
DESCRIBEO:·IN THAT CER.TJUN OEEt> EXECUTED. BY DELTA T.ER'MINALSi ,INC,; TO THE .STATE ·OF 
CALIFORNIA,. R:ECO.R.-OED-OCTO.BER 14; 19,5,S IN. BOol(·~7121 O,F.FICIAL.R..ECORDS'.AT PAGE -s:z4,. IN THE 
OFFICE.<)F THE R_f;cc*DER Qf THE' ctT)'')%N[j COUNTY'OF SAN' FR~Netsco, STATJ:' bF.'CAqFQRNIA; 
TH EN.CE SOUTH 77 DEGREES 58' M" WEST. 62.48.F'EET; 'THENCE' FitOM:A TANGENT TH'AT U:Ei\RS l'lOR.l'H 
5: OEG~EE~· .44• 49" EA.S.T ALQNG A .CURVE TO 'THE LEFT, Wl:TH A..llADIIJS Qf ~r;i~ Fl;ET( A .CENT.RAL 
ANGLE OF i DE~~EE ~o· O~'\ AN ARC Pl5TANCE.OF 2~,1Q fEET.; "f:t{ENCE~N.Q~Tf{;t7'.DE~ftEE_S·$.8:<·24" 
EAST 39.53 FEET TO· SAID SOU.Tl-JWEST~RLY LINE Of:STEUARt·Sl'REET: THEN.CE· A[()'NG· LAST :SAID 
LINE SOUTH 44 DEGREES·521 05" EASX 2s-.s1 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

SA.ID:EA:ScMENT ISAPPURTENAf\l.T ONLYTQ·THAT'PQRTION (J'f' PARGELQNE DESc;;RIBEOJ\S FOU.:ows: 

BE~INNING AT.)'H~ POINT-~:>'~· i:J°''.i"ER~EGTIQN. OF THE:SOUTH.WESTtRi.Y l.,!Ne:trF STEUART STREET 
AND-THE SQl)'TH'E.ASTERLY LI'N'E·oF HC>WARD·STREETJ THEN.GE sqO.'tHWES'l'ERL'tAND ALON.~:SAib . 
LINE OF HOWARD ST.lt.'EET 100: FEIIT; THENtE A "TA RIGHT ANG'LE :SOOTH EASTERLY 19.2,21$ FEET;. 
THeN:ce FR¢M A.:'l'A~iiel'it Tl;AT ~t=:AltS.-NORTtt ~ peG'Rees lo1

· .P-1 ·•· .i:A$T .ALONG' A.CliR.ve. ro riiE· tE.fT 
WITH A R:A.r>~t)S :P.F 958 FE.ET, ·ceN1;RAL.ANGL:e· 7 DEGR}:SS 4.6.' 40" f AN .ARC OISTAN_CE. OF 130.(iS FEET 
TOTHESOUTHWESTERLYLINEOFST.EUART.STREET:THENCENORTHWESTERLYALO.N.GSAIO'UNEOF. 
STEUART S.TREET l'Q9.-23.3 fEET TO: THE POINT OF BEGINNING.- . 

EXCEPTING THEREFROM AS.QUITCLAIMED IN.DEED RECORDE[) JUl\lE 1.6, 19&3,, IN Bb()KD538~ PAGE 
1661, OFFICIAL, RECORDS, THAT PORTION OF SAID. EASEMENT LYING SOOTHEASTJ:RLY ·oF J\: LINE 
DEscmBED ·As FOLLQWS: 

COMMENCING AT Tl{E SOUTHWESTERLY CORNER ·OF SAID: EASEMEll.IT( THENCE ALONG A LINE THAT IS. 
AT RIGHT -~GL~:; TO THE :$0l)TH~T~R.ty LIN°E :OF m-eo.A~:r·$TR,.E~ N" ;;i-5. DEG~CES 07' ;is." ~~, 
52.49 i=Egl" Tq THE SiUO SO'VTHWE$'TE:R.L Y. LINE. OF·ST~lJA~T :STREET. 

PARCEL THRl:E: 
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EXHI~'IT A 
(Contifiued) 

. . 
AN EASEMENT AT ·GROU.Nll LEVEL ON.LY FOR VEHICULAR.. AND PEQ.ESTRIAN .ACCESS IN. AND TO 
~TEU;t\~T ST~E.~T P'.PO.~, 9\'E:RA~b-A¢.~Q$ A ~QRU9~. OF Tfl·~ ~A.R¢~L OF LAND c;Of\ll,(EY,~f;> TQ '$1 A.,TE 
OF CAlIFOR:NIA.BY DEED RECORDED:()CTOBElt.' 14, :i.955 tN VCtLUME ·67.14 AT PAGE'524 .OF OFFICIAL 
R:ECORO!i o.i:= THE.'.CUY ANP t;QUNTYt>F S!.\N FR;A:f)l{:IS.CO'D.ESCRl:lH3D AS· F.01.J.o.ws:. 

COMMENCINGONTHEWESTER.LYLINEOF:SAIO"PAR'CEL,AT .. THE:SOUTHWESTErllYCORNEROF'fttAT 
CER.TAIN: 1225. _SQ UAR~ FOOT _·EA5EMEJ\ff. FOR:. VEHICULAR ANP Pl:DEST~,l\N _l+,CCESS :~U-~POS.ES 
RESERVED IN SAID o·eeo-; THENCE A-LO-NG $Alo WESTE~.LY UNi5, FllOM A TAN~ENT :rHA i aE"-RS l"J. $ 
DEGREES 4.4' 49" E-.,. ALONG A CURVE, TO THE LEFT WITH A RADIUS o·F 958J.iQ FEET~ THROUGH AN 
AN~LE ·op-4 DEGREES;. 11' 28"./ AN ARC. LEN.GTH OF 70.QS" -F.EET TO THE N,Q.RTHERLV CORNER O.F. SAID 
PAR~EL 91'f1'HE :$.OUTHWEST~_RVl l_IN'e: Q:F sTEUAR'f $TREEt;-. TH.EN'CE Ai.O:NG LA$T SAl.D i.;u~·_E'$. 44 
DEGREES: ~;:zr: ~5" E,1 4E:t4Q FEET- TQ A LINE THAT IS AT RI~H1' ANGLES"TQ SAID. St;n.JTHWESTERL '( 
STREET LINE AND PASSES THROUGH-THE POINT OF COMMENCEMENT;;THENCE-ALONG LAST SAlD UNE 
s. 45- DEGREES 07' 5S" -W,, 52-.49 ·FEET'TQ Ti:f.E POINT ·o.F COMMENGEl'•fEf9T •. 

~i~~i;;:~ ci~e::~=~~;i~\~~t\fa°L~g~7~~ ~~E :~~E~4:~~~~!kR::~:~~~: ~~::::g 
CO.UNiY ()f"~AN .. Fl\ANCI$C9",'.LY~NG NORrf.IW.EST.EltL;Y Of r.He:cQUR:SJ: DESCRXB"ED ABO.VE AS:"S, 45· 
DEGREE$-01' 55"-W., s-:i'.49 rEET.. . 

PARC~L fOliR: 

APPIJRTENANT TO PARC.El ONE A.B"OVE TWO. (2} 4 F.OOT EASE.MENTS "FOR.EXIST_!N'3 OVERHANG.ING 
ARCHITECTURAL "ENCROACHMEN.TS FOR µFe OF Tf(E PRE"SENT EXIS"("Il'IJ(; S_'r"RU.(;TORJ: l6CATED ON 
PAR.(:EL- ONE ABOVE AS.SA'.CD EASEMENTS ARE-SHOWN ON SAID PARCEL MAP. 

A.P.N: lot o~:t# Block.3141 
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NOTICE OF SPECIAL RESTRICTIONS UNDER THE PLANNING CODE· 

RECORDING REQUESTED BY 

And When Recorded Mail To: 

Name: Ralph DiRuggiero 

Address: One Market Plaza 
. . .. Spear Tower Suite 4150 .. 

· · ·cny: ............... :San Francisco 

CA ZIP: 94105 

11111111111111111 Ill IJll/ 111/11111111111111111 
San Francisco Assessor-Recorder 
Carmen Ch~ Assessor-Recorder 
DOC- 4016-K285543-00 
Check'Number 8136 
Tuesday, JUL 12, 2016 15:18:27 
Ttl Pd $24.00 Rcpt n 0005409474 

okc/K'C71-4 ... · .. 

(Space Above !his pne For Recorder's Use) 

I(We) RDF75HowardLP theowner(s)o1 
that certain real property situated in the City and County of San Francisco, State of California more 
particularly described as follows: (or see attached sheet marked "Exhibit A" on which property is more fully 
described): · · · 

BEING ASSESSOR'S BLOCK: 3741, LOTS: 031 & 035 (PARCEL 3); 

COMMONLY KNOWN AS: 75 HOWARD STREET; 

hereby give notice that there a re special restrictions on the use of said property under Part II, Chapter 11 of the 
San Francisco Municipal Code (Planning Code). 

Said Restrictions consist of condilio~1s attached to Variance Application No. 2011.1122X.Y:CUA 
granted by the Zoning Administrator of the City and County of San Francisco on November 19, 20151 to 
demolish the existing above grade, eight-story parking garage. and construct a new. 20-story-over
garage, 220-foot tall, 284,300 gross square foot building containing 133 dwelling units, 5,824 square feet 
of ground floor retail space, 100 off-street parking spaces, and 123 bicycle parking spaces (108 Class 1; 
15 Class2). 

The restrictions a.nd conditions of which notice is hereby given are: 

1. Any future physical expansion, ·even 'in the buildable area, shall be reviewed by the Zoning 
Administrator to determine if the expansion is compatible with existing neighborhood character 
and scale. If the Zoning Administrator determines that there would be n significant or extraor_dinary 
impact, the Zoning Admini~trator shall require either notice to adjacent and/or affected property 
owners or a new Variance il pplica tion be sought and justified. 
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NOTICE OF SP,ECIAL RESTRICTIONS UNDER THE PLANNING CODE 

2. The proposed project must meet these conditions and all applicable City Codes. In case of conflict, 
the more restrictive controls apply. 

3. Minor modifications as determined by the Zoning Administrator may be permitted. 

4. · The owner of the subject property shall record on the land i;ecords of the City and County. of San 
Francisco the conditions attached to this Variance decision as a Notice of Special Restrictions in a 
form approved by the Zoning Administrator. " 

5. 'This Variance Decision and the recorded Notice of Special Restrictions shall be reproduced on the 
Index Sheet of the construction plans submitted with the Site or Building Permit Application for the 
Project. This Index Sheet of the construction plans shall reference the Variance Case Number. 

The use of said property contrary to these special restrictions shalt constitute a violation of the Planning 
Code, and no release, modification or elimination of these restrictions shall be valid unless notice thereof is 
recorded on the Land Records by the Zoning Administrator of the City and County of San Francisco; except 
that in the event that the zoning standards above are modified so as to be less restrictive and the uses therein 
restricted are thereby permitted and in conformity with the provisions of the Planning Code, this document 
would no longer be in effect and would be null and void. 

See attached 
{Signature) (Printed Name) 

Dated: _______ _,· .... 2 ...... 0 ___ at --------------' California . 
(Month, Day) . (City) 

(Signature) (Printed Name) 

Dated:--------• .2Q-.. __ at _____________ ,California. 
(Month, Day) (City) 

{Signature) (Printed Name) 

Dated:--------• ... 2 .... o ___ at _______________ , California. 
.(Month, Day) (City) 

Each signature must be acknowledged by a notary public before recordation; add Notary Public 
Certification{s) and Official Notarial Seal(s). 
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[Signature Page to Notice of Special Restrictions under the Planning Code] 

RDF 75 Howard LP, a Delaware limited partnership 

By: RDF 75 Howard GP LLC, Its General Partner · 

By: Paramount Group Operating Partnership LP, Its Manager 

::~~~erfilPmner 
N.81 

• i>&.-1t1e/ A-· Laue-r 
Title: .- ,r · Y, £7.. • I L 

C)<~t:.;n v.r , c.e ,~ r1<Lc--T 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT 

STATE OF Aft().) lb,fL- ) 
COUNTY OF Neit->7 fv ,.. k_ ) ) ss: 

On JM / 11~ 11 , ZQ 16, before me, the undersigned, a notary public in 
and for said state, plr'Sonally appeared j)lr11-<· / A . Lau~ c-personally known to me or 
proved to me on the basis of satisfactory ·evidence to be the individual whose name is 
subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that (he)(she) executed th~ 
same in (his)(her) capacity and that by (his)(her) signature on the instrument, the individual 
or the person on behalf of which the individual acted, executed the instrument. 

314 

ANDREA FALLON 
Notary Public, State of New York 

Certificate No. 01FA5016002 
Qualified in New York county 

Commission Expires August 2, 2017 



EXHIBIT A 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

AU that certain real property sltu~teid in the-County of San F.rancisc.o, State of California, described as 
follows: · 

City OF San Francisco 

PARCEL ONE: 

LOT 31 AS SHOWN AND DESCRIBED ON THAT CERTAIN PARCEL MAP. BEING.·A ~ESUBDIVISION OF 
. ASSESSOR•S LOTS.1, :l,6, 11, :t~J:A.NO 26 BLOCK3741 ALSO.BEING A PORTION OF 100VARA BLOCK322 

RECORDED DECEMBER 22, 19.81 ·IN BOOK 22· OF PARCEL MA.PS AT PAGE 61 IN THE OFFICE OF THE 
RECORDEit QF THE CITY AND COUNTY bi= SAN FRANCISCO, CAll~ORNIA. 

PARCEL TWO: 

A PERPETUAL EASEMENi: AT GROUND LEVEL ONi.. Y FOR-VEHICULAR A.NO PEDESTRIAN .ACCESS IN AND 
TO STEUART STREET OVER AND ACROSS· THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED PARCEL O.F LANO AS RESERVED 
IN THE DEED FROM DELTA. TERMINALS, INC.r A, CALlFORNIA CORPORATION TO THE STATE OF· 
CALIFORNIA RECORDED OCTOBER 14, 1955 IN B'OOK e714, OFFICIAL RE~OROS PAGE 524: 

BEGINNING AT A POINT ON TH~ S!OUTHWESTERLV LIN'E OF STEUART STREET, DISTANT THE~EON 
NORTH 44 DEGREES 52' 05" WEST -11.32 FEET FROM THE MOST EASTERLY CORNER OF THE PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED IN THAT CERTAIN DEED EXECUTED BY DELTA TERMINALS, INC., TO THE STATE OF 
CALIFORNIA, RECORDED OCTOBER 14, 1955 I.N .BOOK 6714 OFFICIAL &ECORDS AT PAGE 524, IN THE 
o·FFICE OF THE RECORDER OF THE CITY AND toUNTY Of SAN FRM~'c;rstq, STATE ·oF CALI.FORNIA; 
THENCE SOOTH 7.7 DEGREES 58' !24".WEST 62.48.FEET; THENCE'FROMATANGENTTHAT BEARS N.ORTH 
5 DEGRl:;ES 44' 49;·, EAST ALQNG A .CURVE TO JHE LEFT, WITH A .RADIUS OF 9SS f.EET, A CENTRAL 
ANGLE OF 1 DEG~EE ;30) 95", AN A~C DISTJ\t·U:E t>F.15.1() fEET; Tl'.iEN-;:E-NQRTff. 7i DEG~EES 58' ·24". 
EAST 39.63 FEET TO SAID s'OUTflWESTERLY LINE OF STEUART STREET: THENCE.ALONG'LAST SAID 
UNE SOUTH 44 DEGREES 52.' ()$" EAST 2$;57 FEET TO THE POINT OF .BEGINNING. . 

SAID EASEMENT IS APPURTENANT ONLY TO THAT PORTION OF PARCEL ONE DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

BEGINNING AT THE POINT Of INTERSECTION OF THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF STEUART STREET 
AND THE SOUTHEASTERLY LINE OF HOWARD STREET; THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY.AND ALONG SAID 

. LINE OF HOWARI? STREET 100 FEET; THENCE A TA RIGHT ANGLE SOUTHEASTERLY 192.215 FEET; 
THENCE FRQM A TANGENT THAT BEARS NORTH 9 DEGREES 20' 01" EASJ ALONG A CURVE TO THE LEFT 
WITH A RADIUS OF 958.FEET, CENTRAL ANGLE 7 DEGREES 46' 40", AN ARC OISTAfilCE OF 130.05 FEET .. 
TO THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF.STEUART STREET: THENCE.NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID LINE OF . 
STEUART STREET 109.233 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

EXCEPTING THEREFROM AS.QUITCLAIMED IN DEED RECORD~D JUNE 16., 1983;. IN BOOK 0538-, PAGE · 
1661, .OFFICIAL RECO~DS, THAT P.QR,T~ON OF SAID EASEMENT LYING SOUTHEASTERLY ·OF A LINE 
DESCRIBED As FOLLOWS: · 

COMMENCING AT THE SOUTHWESTERLY CORNER OF SAID EASEMENT; THENCE ALONG A LINE THAT IS 
.AT RIGHT ANGLES TO TliE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF STEUART STREET N. 4S DEG.REES 07' SS" E., 
52.49 FEET TO T.HE SAID SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF STEUART STREET. . 

PARCEL THREE: 
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Introduction Form 
By a Member of the Board of Supervisors or the Mayor 

"'' , S r ;fipie stamp fa'-\ I : 3 4 
I hereby submit the following item for introduction (select only one): L iJ 1 ' J ~r•mee&g afd 

IZl I. For reference to Committee. (An Ordinance, Resolution, Motion, or Charter Am~~dme~ 
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 

4. Request for letter beginning "Supervisor 

5. City Attorney request. 

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

D 7. Budget Analyst request (attach written motion). 

D 8. Substitute Legislation File No. ~' -----~ 
D 9. Reactivate File No. I.__ ____ ___, 

D 10. Question(s) submitted for Mayoral Appearance before the BOS on · 

inquires" 

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 Form. 

Sponsor(s): 

I Supervisor Kim 

Subject: 

Accept and Expend Gift- RDF 75 Howard LP - Citywide Affordable Housing Fund $6,010,047 

The text is listed below or attached: 

ISee attached. 

Signature of Sponsoring Supervisor: __,_Q-f--P--===-----0-+-(}___:__-=---=:=-=-----~ ~~ 

For Clerk's Use Only: 
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MAYOR'S OFFICE OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT 

CfIY ANDCOUNIYOFSANFRANOSCO 

September 29, 2016 

Sarah Ghalandari 
Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, LLP 
555 Mission Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105-0921 
sghalandari@gibsondunn.com 

Re: San Francisco Planning Code Section 415 ("lnclusionary Housing Program") 
Affordable Housing Fee Determination for 75 Howard Street 

EDWIN M.LEE 
MAYOR 

OLSON LEE 
DIRECTOR 

Planning Department Case Motion Nos.19448, 19449, 19450, and 19451 Case No. 2011.1122 

Dear Ms. Ghalandari: 

Thank you for having provided an updated unit mix for the above referenced project at 75 Howard Street. 
In response to your request for a Fee Determination received on September 26, 2016, we are providing a 
fee calculation pursuant to Planning Code Section 415.3(b )( 4 )(c)(3), for projects located in the C-3-0 Zoning 
District that received entitlement approval prior to January 12, 2016. 

Based on the date that the first discretionary entitlement was approved (September 3, 2015), the Planning 
Code specifies that the project sponsor shall pay a fee that is equivalent to the provision of 20% of the 
market rate units as off-site affordable housing units. According· to your plans, the principal project will 
have a total of 120 dwelling units, with a mix of one-, two-. three-, and four-bedroom units, as detailed 
below. 

The following chart details the total fee required based on the total number of units and the unit-mix of the 
principal project. 

lnclusionary Housing Program: Affordable Housing Fee Determination 
Address: 75 Howard Street 
Unit Size Market Rate Total Fee By Unit Size* 20% Fee Payable 
SRO/Group Housing 0 $148,506 20% $0 
Studio 0 $198,008 20% $0 
1 bedroom 29 $268,960 20% $1,559,968 
2 bedroom 68 $366,369 20% $4,982,618 
3 bedroom 19 $417,799 20% $1,587,636 
4 bedroom 4 $521,431 20% $417,145 
Totals: 120 $8,547,367 
*2016 fee schedule, with percentages for projects approved prior to the passage of Prop C 

1 South Van Ness Avenue• San Francisco, California 94103 • (415) 701-5500 FAX (415) 701-5501 
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75 Howard Street - Revised Fee Determination Letter September 26, 2016 

The Department of Building Inspection (DBI) is responsible for issuing a report outlining preliminary 
estimates of all development impact and other fees owed for a development project. Prior to issuance of 
the first building permit or, in the case where a site permit is issued, the first addendum authorizing 
construction of the project, a final report will be issued. Please note that the Affordable Housing Fee, like 
other fees, Is adjusted annually and revised fees are effective January 1 of each year. The adjusted fee 
rate applies to impact fees paid on or after the effective date of any such fee adjustments, regardless of the 
date of permit filing or the date of the issuance of the preliminary fee assessment rate as shown on DBl's 
Citywide Development Fee Register for the particular project. 

Payments for development impact and other fees must be made at the Permit Center, DBI, 1660 Mission, 
6th floor, San Francisco, CA 94103. Questions should be directed to 558-6131. Please contact DBI before 
paying the fee. DBI must issue you a report on all fees owed before you can pay this fee. 

If your development grows or shrinks in terms of total units, or if your unit mix changes from that 
stated on your fee request, you must contact our office with any adjustments to your planning 
approval so that we may issue a fee determination for any remaining or over-counted units. 

If the City has not previously given notice under Government Code Section 66020 of an earlier discretionary 
approval of the project involving imposition of a fee or exaction as defined by Government Code Section 
66020, the City hereby gives NOTICE that the 90-day protest period under Government Code Section 
66020 has begun. If the City has already given Notice that the 90-day period has begun for the subject 
development, then this document does not recommence the 90-day protest period. 

Please feel free to contact the Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development at (415) 701-5500 
if you have any questions about this letter. 

Sincerely, 

~~~ 
OLSON LEE 
Director 

cc: 
Tina Chang. Planner, San Francisco Planning Department 
Kate Conner, San Francisco Planning Department 
Taras Madison, San Francisco Department or Building Inspection 
John Blackshear. San Francisco Department of Building Inspection 
Mara Blitzer, San Francisco Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development 
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Wong, Linda (BOS) 

·om: 
.mt: 

To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Hi Sophie, 

Ghalandari, Sara <SGhalandari@gibsondunn.com> 
Tuesday, September 27, 2016 12:01 PM 
Hayward, Sophie (MYR) 
Murphy, Mary G. 
75 Howard -- Updated Fee Determination Form 
75 Howard Fee Determination Letter - Updated September 26, 2016.pdf 

It was so nice speaking with you yesterday. As discussed, attached is the updated fee request form reflecting the revised 
unit breakdown. I will get back to you about your question regarding DBI. 

Thanks again! 

Sara. 

Sara Ghalandari 

GIBSON DUNN 

Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher LLP 
555 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94105-0921 
Tel +1 415.393.8250 •Fax +1 415.374.8406 
~Ghalandari@gibsondunn.com • www.gibsondunn.com 

1 . 
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San Francisco Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development 
· lncluslonary Housing Program 

Affordable Housing IFee Request Form 2016 

Dear Project Sponsor: 

Project Sponsors choosing to pay the Affordable Housing Fee under the lncluslonary Housing Program 
should complete and return the following form along with the required attachments in order to receive a 
fee determination from the San Francisco Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development 
(MOHCD). In order to request an Affordable Housing Fee determination, the project must first obtain 
formal approval from the Planning Department. To review the Affordable Housing Fee option under the 
lnclusionary Housing Program, please review Section 415.5 of the San Francisco Planning Code. 

The general process for paying the Affordable Housing Fee is as follows: 

e Project sponsor submits completed Affordable Housing Fee Request Form to MOHCD with copy 
of planning approval and recorded Notice of Special Restrictions. (If your development does not 
have an NSR that ciearly references your choice to pay the fee, you must file a new NSR through 
your Planner. We cannot issue a fee determination letter without the correct recorded NSR. ) 

o MOHCD calculates the fee within 1 O business days from the date of receipt of your completed 
submission and sends a formal fee determination letter to the project sponsor, Planning 
Department and Department of Building Inspection .. 

e . Project sponsor works the Department of Building Inspection (DBI) to obtain report on all fees 
owed either before seeking Affordable Housing Fee determination from MOHCD or after. (See 
below.) 

e Project sponsor receives fee report from DBI and pays all fees. (See below.) 

DBI is responsible for collecting all development impact and other fees owed. Prior to issuance of the first 
building permit or the first addendum authorizing construction of the project (in the case where a site 
permit is issued), DBI will issue a report outlining preliminary estimates of all development impact and in~ 
lieu fees owed for a development project. Project sponsors must then either pay the full amount of 
development impact and other fees owed before issuance of the first construction document. 

{ For general questions regarding the fee payment process, please contact: 

San Francisco Department of Building Inspection 
1660 Mission, 6th floor 

San Francisco, CA 94103 
(415) 558-6131 

Please feel free to contact Chandra Egan of MOHCD at chandra.eqan@sfgov.org or ( 415) 701~5546 if 
you have any questions about the Affordable Housing Fee option under the lnclusionary Housing 
Program. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development 

San Francisco Mayor's Office of Housing inciusionary Housing Program 
lncluslonary Housing Fee Request Fenn 
Rev. 1/1/16 
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San Francisco Mayor's Office of l-lousnng and Community Development 
inclusionary Housing Program 

Affordable Housing Fee Request !Form 2016 

General Information 

Today's Date September 26, 2016 

Name of Development 75 Howard Street 

Property Address as 76 Howard Street 
stated In Planning 
Approval 

Planning Motion # 19448 (Acceptance of Delegation Agreement), 19449 (CEQA Findings), 
19450 (Section 309 Authorization), 19451 «Conditional Use Authorization), 

Planning Motion Date September 3, 2016 

Notice of Special DOC-2016-IK242910-00 (Motion No.19450) 
Restrictions Document# · DOC·2016-K285544-00 (Motion No.19451) 

!DOC-2016-K285543-00 (Variance Application No. 2011.1122XVCUJA) 
Notice of Special May 11, 2016 
Restrictions Document July 12, 2016 
Recording Date 
Name of City and Co. of 
SF Planner 

Tina.Chang 

-

Name of Project RDF 75 Howard LP 
Sponsor 
Project Sponsor Contact Ralph J. DiRuggiero 
Person 
Company of Project Paramount Group, Inc. 
Sponsor Contact 
Project Sponsor One Market Plaza, Spear Tower Suite 4150, San Francisco, CA 94105 
Address (with Zip) 
Project Sponsor Phone 212-237-3115 

Project Sponsor Email rdiruggiero@paramount-group.com · 

Name of Agent Acting Sara Ghalandari, Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher LLP 
for Project Sponsor 
Agent Acting Address 555 Mission Street, Suite 3000, San Francisco, CA 94106 
(with Zip) 
Agent Acting Phone 415-393-8250 

Agent Acting Email sghalandari@gibsondunn.com 

Estimated Date of Early September 2016 
Building Permit. 
Issuance 
Estimated Issuance N/A 
Date of Temporary 
Certificate of Occupancy 
(TCO)(if aoolicable) 

San Francisco Mayor's Office of Housing lncluslonary Housing Program 
lncluslonary Housing Fee Request Form 

Page2of4 

Rev. 1/1/16 
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Estimated Issuance March 2019 
Date of Final Certificate 
of Occupancy and 
Completion (FCOC)(if 
aoolicable) 

Overall Bullldling Composition 

I Total# Units in Building (all dwelling units) 1120 

Unit Type Total# 
Studio (Jr. 1-bedrooms = studio units) 0 
1 Bedroom 29 
2 Bedroom 68 
3 Bedroom 19 
4 Bedroom 4 
Other 0 

Estimated Fee DUJe 

Please provide your estimate of the fee due under your project. 

Example 
Building has 40 studio .units x 20% = 8 one-bedroom units pay the fee. 
Building has 40 one-bedroom units x 20% = 8 one-bedroom units pay the fee. 
Building has 20 two-bedroom units x 20% = 4 two-bedroom units pay the fee. 

lnclusionary Housing Program: Affordable Housing Fee Determination 

Unit Size Market Rate 20% Off-site Off-Site Unit "Fee By Unit Fee Payable 
Total Reauirement Requirement Size 

Studio 40 20% 8.00 $198,008 $1,584,064 
1 bedroom 40 20% 8.00 $268,960 $2,151,680 

2 bedroom 20 20% 4.00 $366,639 $1,466,556 

3 bedroom 0 20% 0.00 $417,799 $0 
4 bedroom 0 20% 0.00 $521,431 $0 
Totals: 100 20.0 $5,202,300 
*2016 fee schedule 

Your Project . 
(Write in oaloulations for your project; or, you may out and paste from the following spreadsheet to use 
embedded calculations: http://sf-mohorglindex.aspx?page=308.) 

20.0% RIEQUnREMENT 

lnclusionary Housing Program: Affordable Housing Fee Determination 
Address: 75Howard 

Unit Size Market Rate 20% Off-site 
Total Requirement 

Studio 0 20% 

1 bedroom 29 20% 
2 bedroom 68 20% 
3 bedroom 19 20% 
4 bedroom 4 20% 

San Francisco Mayor's Office of Housing lncluslonary Housing Program 
lnclusionary Housing Fee Request Fonn 
Rev. 1/1/16 

Off-Site Unit *Fee By Unit 
Requirement Size 

0.00 $198,00B 
5.80 $268,960 
13.60 $366,369 
3.80 $417,799 
.80 $521,431 
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Fee Payable 

$0 
$1,559,968.00 
$4,982,618.40 
$1,587,636.20 
$417, 144.80 
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Totals: 120 24.00 

*2016 fee schedule 

You must include a copy of the following documents: (Please check} 

Affidavit for Compliance with the lnclusionary Housing Program 

Final Planning Motion (if applicable) 

Recorded Notice of Special Restrictions (NSR) 

Please email this form and the requested supplemental materials by PDF to: 

Chandra Egan 
Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development 
chandra.egan@sfgov.org 
Phone: (415) 701~5546 

Representative (sign) 

Representative (print) 

Title (print) 

Company (print) 

Date (print) 

~t{U// J~1;i111{t,i . 
sa~t1 Ghlt\andav! 
Atfo{ne¥ . 

G"1 NlM ,D\tV)\/) ~ CVV\1-tflAe~ t), VJ 

&f~ \oon;~y 2.11 !Mb 

San Francisco Mayo~s Office of Housing lncluslonary Housing Program 
lnclusionary Housing Fee Request Form 
Rev. 1/1/16 
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