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FILE NO. 170751 ORDINANCE NO.

[Planning Code, Zoning Map - One Oak Street Project]

Ordinance amending the Planning Code by revising Sheet HT07 of the Zoning Map, to
change the height and bulk district classification of Assessor’s Parcel Block No. 0836,
portions of Lof Nos. 001 and 005, for the One Oak Project, at the Van Ness Avenue /
Oak Street / Market Street lnfersection, as follows: rezoning the eastern portion of the
property, along Van Ness Avenue, located at Assessor’s Parcel Block No. 0836, Lot No.
001 (1500 Market Street), from 126[400—R-2 to 120-R-2; rezoning the central portion of
the property, located at Assessor’s Parcel Block No. 0836, Lot No. 005 (1540 Market
Street), from 120;R-2 to 120/400-R-2; affirming the Planning Commission’s
determination under the California Environmental Quality Act; and making fihdings,
including findings of publié necessity, convenience and welfare under Planning Code,
Section 302, and findings of consfstency with the General Plan, and the eight priority

policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1.

Note: . Additions are single-underline z'z‘dlics Times New Roman;
- deletions are s#+ itaties—

Board amendment additions are double underline'd.

Board amendment deletions are strikethrough-nommal.

Be it ordained by the Peo.p'le 6f the City and County of San Francisco:

Section 1. Findings. ‘ _

(a) On Novembér 18, 2015, One Oak Owner, LLC ("Project Sponsor”), filed an
application to amend Sheet. H~TO7 of the Zoning Map of the City .and County of San Francisco

to change the height énd bulk classification of (1) the eastern portion (along Van Ness

Avenue) of the property located at Assessor's Block 0836, Lot 001 (1500 Market Street) from
120/400-R-2 to 120-R-2 in a trapezoidal area measuring 668 square feet and (2) a central
portion of the property located at Assessor’'s Block 0836, Lot 005 (1540 Market Street) from

Planning Commission ) . .
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS . . ' Page 1
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120-R-2 to 120/400-R-2 in a trapezoidal area measuring 668 square feet (collectlvely
“Proposed Zoning Map Amendment”).

(b)  The Proposed Zoning Map Amendment is part of a project proposed by the
Project Sponsor to demolish existing improvements and construct a 40-story residential
project with ground floor retail space and three levels of underground parking at One Oak
Street (“Proposed Project”).

(c)  OnJune 15, 2017, at a duly noticed public hearing, by Motion No. 19938, the
Planning Commission certified a Final Environmental Impact Report (‘FEIR”) for the Proposed
Project, including the Pfoposed Zoning Map Amendment. The Planning Commission certified |
that the FEIR for the Proposed Project reflects the independent judgment and analysis of the
City and County of San Francisco, is adequate, accurate, and objective, and contains no
significant revisions to the Draft EIR, and that the content of the FEIR and the procedures
through which it was prepared publicized and reviewed comply with the provisions'of the
Callfornla Environmental Quality Act (“*CEQA”) (California Public Resources Code section
21 OOO et seq.), the State CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulatlons Title 14 sections
15000 et seq.) and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code (“Chapter 317). A
copy of the FEIR is on file With the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in File No. 170751.

(d)  OnJune 15, 2017, the Planning Commission adopted Motion No. 19939,
adopting CEQA Findings with respect to the approval of the Proposed Project, including the
Proposed Zoning Map’Ame_ndment. A copy of such motion is on file with the Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors in File No. 170751. The Board of Supervisors hereby affirms'and

adopts said findings based on the reasons set forth therein, and incorporates such reasons by|

reference.

Planning Commission

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 2

1837




© 0 ~N O o hHh W N -

OIS T S G G G G G e

(e) On June 15, 2017, the Planning Commission adopted Resolution No..19942,
approving and recommending adoption by the Board of Supervisors of the Proposed Zoning
Map Amendment.

4] The letter from the Planni'ng Department fransmitting the Proposed Zoning Map
Amendment to the Board of Supervisors, the FEIR, the CEQA Findiﬁgs adopted by the
Planning Commission with respect to the approvéil of the Proposed Project (including a |
mitigation monitoring and reporting program) are on file with the Clerk of the Board in File No.
170751. These and any ahd all other documents referenced in this Ordinance have been
made available to, and have been reviewed by, the Board of Supervisors, and may be found
in both the files of the City Planning Department, as the custodian of records, at 16l50 Mission
Street in San Francisco, or in File No. 170751 with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors at 1
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, and are incorporated herein by reference.

(9) The Board of Supervisors has reviewed and considered the FEIR, the
environmental documents on file referred to herein, and the CEQA Findings adopted by the
Planning Commission in support of the approval of the Proposed Project, including the
mitigation monitoring and reporting program. The Board of Supervisors has adopted the |
Planning Commission’s CEQA Findings as its own and hereby incorporates them by
reference as though fully set forth herein. | ‘

(h)  Pursuant to Planning Code Section 302, this Board of Supervisors finds that the
Proposed Zoning'M'ap Amendment will serve the public necessity, convenience and welfare
for the reasons set forth in Planning Commission Motion No. 19943 (adopting findings relating
to a determination of compliance under Planning Code Section 3b9 for the Preject), Motion
No. 19944 (approving the Cohditional Use Authorization for the Proposed Project) and Motion

No. 19942 (adopting environmental findings and recommendihg that the Board of Subervisors

Planning Comimission
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approve this Proposed Zoning Map Amendment), and incorporates such reasons by reference
herein. |

(i) Pursuant to Planning Code Section 101.1, this Board of Supervisors finds that
the Proposed Zoning Map Amendment is consistent with the General Plan, as amended, and
with the Priority Policies of Section 101.1(b) of the Planning Code, and hereby adopts the
findings of the Planning Commissicn, as set forth in Planning Commission Motion Nos. 19942
and incorporates said findings by reference herein.

(j) This ordinance is companion legislation to an ordinance that amends the General

Plan for the One Oak Street project. That ordinance is on file with the Clerk of the Board of
Supervisors in File No. 170750. |

Section 2. The Planning Code is hereby amended by revising Sheet HT07 of the

Zoning Map, as follows:

Description of Property - Height and Bulk Height and Bulk

Districts to be Superseded Districts o Be Approved
Assessor's Block 0836 120/400-R-2 ~ 120-R-2
.ot 001 .
(Western 668 square feet)
 Assessor's Block 0836 120-R-2 © 120/400-R-2
Lot 005

(Central 688 square feet)

Section 3. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall become effective 30 days from the
date of passage. Enactment occurs when the Mayor signs the ordinance, the Mayor returns
the ordinance unsigned or does not sign the ordinance within ten days of receiving it, or the

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

Planning Commission
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APPROVED AS TO FORM:

n:\legana\as2017\1700102\01170522.doc

Planning Commission
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
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FILE NO. 170751

LEGISLATIVE DIGEST

[Planning Code, Zoning Map - One Oak Street Projebt]

Ordinance amending the Planning Code by revising Sheet HT07 of the Zoning Map, to
change the height and bulk district classification of Assessor’s Parcel Block No. 0836,
portions of Lot Nos. 001 and 005, for the One Oak Project, at the Van Ness Avenue /
Oak Street / Market Street Intersection, as follows: rezoning the eastern portion of the
property, along Van Ness Avenue, located at Assessor’s Parcel Block No. 0836, Lot No.
001 (1500 Market Street), from 120/400-R-2 to 120-R-2; rezoning the central portion of
the property, located at Assessor’s Parcel Block No. 0836, Lot No. 005 (1540 Market
Street), from 120-R-2 to 120/400-R-2; affirming the Planning Commission’s
determination under the California Environmental Quality Act; and making findings,
including findings of public necessity, convenience and welfare under Planning Code,
Section 302, and findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority
policies of Pianning Code, Section 101.1.

Existing Law -
The Zoning Map, which forms'part of the Planning Code, includes a series of méps regulating

the physical characteristics of development in different areas of the City, such as establishing
maximum height and bulk designations. ‘

: Amendments to Current Law

This Ordinance would amend Sheet HT07 of the Zoning Map, to change the height and bulk
district classification of Block 0836, portions of Lots 001 and 005 for the One Oak Project, at
the Van Ness / Oak Street / Market Street Intersection, as follows:

It would rezone the eastern portion of the property, along Van Ness Avenue, located at |
Assessor’s Block 0836, Lot 001 (1500 Market Street) from 120/400-R-2 to 120-R-2; and it
would rezone the central portion of the property, located at Assessor's Block 0836 Lot 005
(1540 Market Street) from 120-R-2 to 120/400-R-2

Backaground Information

These amendments are necessary to implement the project proposed at 1540 Market Street
(a.k.a. One Oak Project).

n:\legana\as2017\1700102\01200853.docx
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

DATE:  July 24,2017 - 1650 Mission St.

Suite 400
TO: Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors PP
FROM: Lisa Gibson, Environmental Review Officer ‘ Reception:
: ' 415.558.637
RE: Appeal Timeliness and Standing Determination - 1500-1540 15.558.6378
Fax: .
Market (One Oak Project), Planning Department Case No. 15 5586408 i
2009.0159E .
Planning
‘ information:
An appeal of the Cer’nﬁcatmn of the Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR) for 415.558.6377

the 1500 - 1540 Market Street (One Oak Street Project) Environmental Impact Report,
Planning Department Case No. 2009.0159E, was filed with the Office of the Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors on July 17, 2017 by Sue Hestor, on behalf of Jason Henderson

(Appellant).
Date of FEIR 30 Days after FEIR Appeal Deadline Date of Appeal | Timely?
Certification Certification (Must Be Day Clerk of Filing
' Board’s Office Is Open) ' :
June 15, 2017 Saturday, July 15,2017 Monday, July 17, 2017 Jﬁly 17,2017 Yes

Timeline: On November 16, 2016, the Planning Department published the Draft
Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) for the 1500 - 1540 Market Street (One Oak
Street Project) with a public review and comment period from November 16, 2016
through January 5, 2017. On January 5, 2017, the Planning Commission held a duly
advertised public hearing on the Draft EIR. The Responses to Comments document was

~ issued on June 1, 2017. On June 15, 2017, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed
hearing to consider certification of the 1500 - 1540 Market Street (One Oak Street Project)
Final EIR. The Planning Commission certified the 1500 - 1540 Market Street (One Oak
Street Project) Final EIR on June 15, 2017.

Appeal Deadline: Section 31.16(a) and (c) of the San Francisco Administrative Code
states that any person or entity that has submitted comments to the Planning
Commission or the Environmental Review Officer on a Draft EIR, either in writing
during the public review period, or orally or in writing at a public hearing on the Draft
EIR, may appeal the Planning Commission’s certification of the Final EIR up to 30 days
after the certification of the Final EIR. The 30" day after the certification of the Final EIR

was Saturday, July 15, 2017. The next date the Office of the Clerk of the Board was open
was Monday, January 17 2017 (Appeal Deadline).

Appeal Filing and Tmlelmess. The Appellant filed the appeal of the Final EIR on July 17,
2017, prior to the Appeal Deadline and therefore the appeal is considered timely.

Memo
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Appellant Standing: The Appellant submitted written comments on the Draft EIR and
submitted comments at the public hearing on the Draft EIR. The Appellant therefore has
standing to appeal the certification of the Final EIR.

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANRING DEPARTMENT
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Planning Commission

1650 Mission St.

Resolution No. 19861 . S0

HEARING DATE: FEBRUARY 23, 2017 CA94103-2479,

Project Name: 1540. Market Street (a.k.a One Oak) . :;‘;?2’;5378
Zoning Map Amendments '

Case Number: 2009.0159GPAMAP \ Fax

Project Sponsor: Steve Kuklin, 415.551.7627 , 415.558.6409
Build ‘ :’lfannin%
315 Linden Street : ey
steve@bldsf.com 4155586311
San Francisco, CA 94102

Staff Contact: Tina Chang, AICP
tina.charig@sfgov.org, 415-575-9197

Reviewed by: Mark Luellen, Northeast Team Manager

mark.luellen@sfov.org, 415-558-6697

RESOLUTION TO INITIATE AN- AMENDMENT TO HEIGHT AND BULK MAP HT07 TO
FACILITATE THE CONSTRUCTION OF A MIXED-USE BUILDING - CONTAINING
APPROXIMATELY 304 DWELLING UNITS AND GROUND FLOOR RETAIL AND REDESIGNATE
THE HEIGHT AND BULK OF ASSESSOR'S BLOCK 1836, LOTS 001 AND 005.

PREAMBLE

WHEREAS, Section 4.105 of the Charter of the City and County of San Francisco authorizes the Planning
Commission to propose ordinances regulating or controlling the height, area, bulk, set-back, location, use
or related aspects of any building, structure or land for Board of Supervisors’ consideration and

periodically recommend to the Board of Supervisors for approval or rejection proposed amendments to
the General Plan; and ’

WHEREAS, the Planning Code and associated zoning maps implement goals, policies, and programs of
- the General Plan for the future physical development of the City and County of San Francisco that take
into consideration social, economic and environmental factors; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Code and associated zoning maps shall be periodically amended in Tesponse to
changing physical, social, economic, environmental or legislative conditions; and

WHEREAS, on February 26, 2009, Stephen Miller of Reuben & Junius, LLP filed an Environmental
Evaluation application on behalf of CMR Capital, LLC, the previous property owner for the property' at
Assessor’s Block 0836, Lots 2, 3, 4, and 5, and on August 27, 2012, John Kevlin of Reuben & Junius, LLP
filed a revision to the Environmental Evaluation application on behalf of CMR Capital, LLC, the previous
property owner for the property at Assessor’s Block 0836, Lots 2, 3, 4, and 5.

WHEREAS, on November 18, 2015 and December 9, 2016 Steve Kuklin of Build, Inc., on behalf of One
Oak Owner, LLC (“Project Sponsor”) filed applications requesting a.) approval of a Downtown Project

www.sfplanning.org:
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Resolution No. 19861 Case No: 2009.0159MAP
February 23, 2017 1540 Market Street

WHEREAS, the Commission has heard and considered the testimony presented to it at the public hearmg
and has further considered written materials and oral testlmony presented on behalf of Planning
Department staff and other interested parties; and

WHEREAS, all pertinent documents may be found in the files of the Planning Department, Jonas Tonin

(Commission Secretary) as the custodian of records, at 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San _Francisco; and

RESOLVED, that pursuant to Planning Code Section 302, the Commission Adopts a Motion of Intent to
Initiate amendments to the Planning Code Text and Zoning Maps;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that pursuant to Planning Code Section 306.3, the Planning
Commission authorizes the Department to provide appropriate notice for a public hearing to consider the
above referenced Planning Code Text and Zoning Maps Amendment contained in the draft Ordinance,
approved as toform by the City Attorney in Exhibit B, to be considered at a publicly noticed hearing.

I hereby certify that the foregoing RESOLUTION -was ADOPTED by the San Francisco Planmng
Commission on February 23, 2017, ,

Commission Secretary
AYES: Hillis, Richards, Fong, Johnson, Koiapel, Melgar, Moore
NOES: None

ABSENT: - None

ADOPTED: - February 23, 2017

SAN FRANGISCO - - S 3
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Planning Commission Motion No. 19938
HEARING DATE: June 15, 2017

Case No.: 2009.0159E
Project Address:  1500-1540 Market Street (One Oak Street)
. Zoning: C-3-G - DOWNTOWN

120-R-2 and 120/400-R-2 Height and Bulk Districts
_ : Van Ness & Market Downtown Special Use District
BlocklLot: . Block 836, Lots: 001,002, 003, 004, and 005

Project Sponsor:  Steve Kuklin, Build Inc,
315 Linden Street -

San Franﬁisco, CA 94102
(415)-551-7627

Staff Conlact: Diane Livia - (415) 575-8758
diane.livia@sfgov.org

ADOPTING FINDINGS RELATED TO THE CERTIFICATION OF A FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT FOR A PROPOSED MIXED USE PROJECT WITH 310 RESIDENTIAL UNITS,
APPROXIMATELY 4,025 GROSS SQUARE FEET OF COMMERCIAL SPACE, AND IMPROVEMENTS
TO PORTIONS OF THE ADJACENT OAK STREET AND VAN NESS AVENUE PUBLIC RIGHTS-OF-
WAY CREATING AN APPROXIMATELY 14,000-GROSS SQUARE FOOT PUBLIC PLAZA. THE
PROJECT WOULD INCLUDE PRIVATE VEHICULAR PARKING IN AN ON-SITE GARAGE AND
BICYCLE PARKING IN THE BUILDING MEZZANINE AND ALONG PUBLIC SIDEWALKS., A NEW
ENCLOSURE WOULD BE PROVIDED AROUND THE EXISTING STREET-LEVEL ELEVATOR THAT
PROVIDES ACCESS TO THE MUNI METRO-VAN NESS STATION CONCOURSE. "WIND CANOPIES
WOULD BE INSTALLED IN THE PLAZA AND ON SIDEWALKS TO ENSURE ACCEPTABLE WIND
CONDITIONS IN PUBLIC AREAS ADJACENT THE PROJECT SITE..

MOVED, that the San Francisco Planning Commission (hereinafter “Commission”) hereby CERTIFIES the
final Environmental Impact Report identified as Case No. 2009.0159E, ‘the “One Oak Project” at
1500 - 1540 Market Street and various other parcels, above (hereinafter ’Pro]ecl") based upon the
following findings:

1. The City and County of San Francisco, acting through the Planning Department (hereinafter
’ “Department”) fulfilled all procedural requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act
. (Cal. Pub. Res. Code Section 21000 ¢/ seq., hereinafter “CEQA"), the State CEQA Guidelines (Cal.
Admin. Code Title 14, Section 15000 ¢t seq., (hereinafter “CEQA Guidelines”) and Chapler 31 of the
San Francisco Administrative Code (hexemaf ter "Chapter 31").

A. 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 June 17, 2015.

1846
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415.558.6377



Motion No, 19938 - CASE NO, 2009.0159E
Hearing Date: June 15, 2017 1500 —~ 1540 Wiarket Street

B. The Depariment published the Draft Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter “DEIR”) and
provided public notice of the availability of the DEIR for public review and comment and of the
date and time of the Planning Commission public hearing on the DEIR in a newspaper of general
circulation on November 16, 2016. Notice was mailed to the Department’s list of persons
requesting such notice and to property owners and occupants within a 300-foot radius of the site
on November 18, 2016,

"C. The Department posted notices of availability of the DEIR and of the date and time of the public
hearing near the project site by Department staff on November 18, 2016.

D. The Department mailed or otherwise delivered copies of the DEIR to a list of persons requesting
it, to those noted on the distiibution list in the DEIR, to adjacent property owners, and to
government agencies, the latter both directly and through the State Clearinghouse on November
16, 2016.

E. The Depafhnent filed Notice of Completion with the State Secretary of Resources via the State
Clearinghouse on November 17, 2016, :

2. The Commission held a duly advertised public hearing on said DEIR on Thursday, January 5, 2017 at
which opportunity for public comment was given, and public comment was received on the DEIR.
The period for acceptance of written comments ended on January 10, 2017.

3. The Department prepared responses to comments on environmental issues received at the public -
hearing and in writing during the 55-day public review period for the DEIR, prepared revisions to
_the text of the DEIR in response to comments received or based on additional information.that
. became available during the public review period, and corrected errors in the DEIR. This material
was presented in a Comments and Responses document, published on June 1, 2017, distributed to the
Commission and all parties who commented on the DEJR, and made available to others upon request
at the Department.

4. The Department has prepared a Final Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter “FEIR") consisting of
the DEIR, any consultations and comments received during the review process, any additional
information that, became available, and the Comments and Responses document all as required by
law, '

5. The Department has made available project EIR files for review by the Commission and the public.
These files are available for public review at the Department at 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, and are
part of the record before the Commission.

6. On June 15, 2017, the Commission reviewed and considered the information contained in the FEIR
and hereby does find that the contents of said report and the procedures through which the FEIR was
prepared, publicized, and reviewed comply with the provisions of CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and
Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code,

7. The project sponsor has indicated that the presently preferred alternative is the Revised Project,
analyzed in Chapter 2 of the Comments and Responses document, and as further refined as described

SN FRANGISCO o 2
PLANNING DEFARTMENT . .
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Motion No, 19938 CASE NO. 2009.0159E
Hearing Date: June 18, 2017 1600 — 1540 Market Street

in the various proposed approvals' for the One Oak Street project, as detailed in revisions to the DEIR
‘and other staff reports.

8. The Planning Commission hereby does find that the FEIR concerning File No. 2009.0159E reflects the
independent judgment and analysis of the City and County of San Francisco, is adequate, accurate
and objective, and that the Comments and Responses docurment contains no significant revisions to
the DEIR, and hereby does CERTIFY THE COMPLETION of said FEIR in compliance with CEQA and
the CEQA Guidelines.

The Commission, in certifying the complefion of said FEIR, hereby does. find that the project
described in the EIR, in combination with past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future
development in the project vicinity would contribute considerably to cumulative construction-related
transportation impacts, denoted in the DEIR as Impact C-TR-7. Despite implementing Mitigation
Measure M-C-TR-7 the project may not feasibly reduce.effects to a less-than-significant level.

9. The Planning Comimission reviewed and considered the information contained in the FEIR prior to
approving the Project:

I hereby certify that the foregoing Motion was ADOPTED by the Planning Commission at its regular
meeting of June 15, 2017, ' .

Jonas Ionin

Commission Secretary
AYES: Commissioners Flillis, Johnson, Koppel, Melgat, Moore, Richards
NOES:
ABSENT: Commissioner Fong
ADOPTED: June 15, 2017
" SANFRANCISCO 3

PLANNING DPEPARTMENT
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

- Sublect to: (Select only iIf applicable)

X Affordable Housing (Sec. 415) B First Source leing (Admin. Code)
Transit Impact Dev't Fee (Sec. 411) X Befter Strests Plan (Sec. 133.1)

® Childcare Fee (Sec, 414) [ Public Art (Sec. 420)

1650 Mission St

Sulte 400
San Franclsco,
CA94103-2479

- Receptlon:

Planning Commission Motion No. 19939
‘ CEQA Findings
HEARING DATE: June 15, 2017

Case No.: 2009.0159E ‘
Project Address: 1540 Market Street (a.k.a One Oak)
Current Zoning: C-3-G (Downtown General)
120/400-R-2, 120-R-2 Height and Bulk Districts
Van Ness & Market Downtown Residential Special Use District

Block/Lot: 0836, Lots 001, 002, 003, 004 and 005
Project Sponsor: Steve Kuklin, 415.551. 7627
: Build, Inc.
315 Linden Street

steve@bldsf.com
San Francisco, CA 94102

Staff Contact:  Tina Chang - (415) 575-9197
- Tina.Chang@sfgov.org

ADOPTING FINDINGS PURSUANT TO THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT,
AND THE CEQA GUIDELINES INCLUDING FINDINGS OF FACT, FINDINGS REGARDING
SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE IMPACTS, EVALUATION OF MITIGATION MEASURES
AND ALTERNATIVES, THE ADOPTION OF A MITIGATION, MONITORING AND REPORTING
PROGRAM AND THE ADOPTION OF A STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS IN
CONNECTION WITH APPROVALS FOR THE PROJECT AT 1540 MARKET STREET TO
DEMOLISH AN EXISTING THREE-STORY, 2,750 SQUARE-FOOT COMMERCIAL BUILDING, A
FOUR-STORY, 48,225 SQUARE FOOT COMMERCIAL BUILDING, AND REMOVAL OF A
SURFACE PARKING LOT TO CONSTRUCT A 40-STORY, 400-FOOT-TALL RESIDENTIAL
BUILDING OVER GROUND-FLOOR COMMERCIAL INCLUDING UP TO 310 DWELLING UNITS,
APPROXIMATELY 4,110 SQUARE FEET OF GROUND FLOOR RETAIL, APPROXIMATELY 11,056
'SQUARE FEET OF PRIVATE COMMON OPEN SPACE AND PUBLIC OPEN SPACE; 372 BICYCLE
PARKING SPACES (310 CLASS 1, 62 CLASS 2) AND UP TO 136 VEHICULAR PARKING SPACES

415.558,6378

Fax:
415.558.6409
Planning

Informelion:
415,558.6377

WITHIN THE VAN NESS AND MARKET DOWNTOWN RESIDENTIAL SPECIAL USE DISTRICT,

DOWNTOWN-GENERAL (C-3-G) ZONING DISTRICT AND 120/400-R-2 AND 120-R-2 HEIGHT
AND BULK DISTRICTS, INCLUDING A HEIGHT RECLASSIFICATION.

1849



Motion No. 19939 CASE NO. 2009.0159E
Hearing Date: June 1§, 2017 . 1540 Market Street

PREAMBLE

On February 26, 2009, Stephen Miller of Reuben & Junius, LLP filed an Environmental Evaluation
. application on behalf of CMR Capital, LLC, the previous property owner, for a previous iteration of the
project that occupied Lots 002, 003, 004, and 005 of Assessor’s Block 0836 of the current project site, but
did not include the easternmost lot oni the block (Lot 001). On August 27, 2012, John Kevlin of Reuben &
Junius, LLP filed a revision to the Environmental Evaluation application on behalf of CMR Capital, LLC.
- The Planning Department published a Notice of Preparation for the previous iteration of the project on
" October 10, 2012.

The current project sponsor, One Oak Owner, LLC, submitted updated project information to the
Planning Department to add Lot 001 and to address changes to the proposed project, For the Sake of
clarity, a Nofice of Preparation was published for the cuxrent proposal on June 17, 2015, which
incorporated information from the prior Notice of Preparation for the site and described the revisions to
the project. '

On November 18, 2015 and December 9, 2016 Steve Kuklin of Build, Inc., on behalf of One Oak Owner,
LLC (“Project Sponsor”) filed applications requesting approval of a.) a Downtown Project Authorization
pursuant to Section 309 of the San Francisco Planning Code; b.) a Zoning Map Amendment; c.) a General
Plan Amendment to change 668 square feet of the eastern 15 feet of Assessor’s Block 0836, Lot 001 from
120/400-R-2 to 120-R-2, and an equivalent 668 square feet, 4-7.5" wide area located 283" from the
western edge of Assessor's Block 0836, Lot 005 from 120-R-2 to 120/ 400-R-2; d.) a Conditional Use
. Authorization for on-site parking in excess of the amount principally permitted pursuant to Planning
Code Section 303; e.) Variances for Dwelling Unit Exposure and Maximum Parking/Loading Entrance
Width pursuant to Planning Code Sections 140 and 145.1(c)(2); £) an Exemption Waiver for Elevator
Penthouse Height, pursuant to 260(b)(1)(B).; h.) an In-Kind Fee Waiver Agreement for public realm
improvements pursuant to Planning Code Sections 421.3(d) and 424.3(c). These approvals are necessary
to facilitate the construction of the Project. These approvals are necessary to facilitate the construction of a
mixed-use project located at 1540 Market Street, Assessor Block 0836, Lots 1, 2, 3,4 and 5, ("Project"). The
Project proposes to build an approximately 400-foot tall building containing approximately 304 dwelling
units with a directed in-lieu contribution to facilitate the development of approximately 72 Below Market
Rate dwellings units within 0.3 miles of the project site (the “Octavia BMR Project”), amounting to 24
percent of the 304-unit Project, subject to a letter and the conditions set forth therein from the Mayor’s
Office of Housing and Community Development, However, that Octavia BMR Project is an independent

project subject to its own independent environmental review under CEQA.

On November 16, 2016, the Planning Department published a notice of the availability (NOA) of a Draft
Environmental Tmpact Report (DEIR) for the One Oak Street Project and the date of the Planning
Commission’s public hearing on the DEIR in a newspaper of general circulation and posted the notice in
_ the Planning Department offices, and on November 18, 2016, caused the notice to be posted at four
locations on and near the project site and mailed the NOA to property owners and tenants within 300 feet
of the project site and to over 90 organizations and individuals requesting such notice. The NOA
identified a public comment period on the DEIR from November 16, 2016, through January 10, 2017. A
Notice of Completion was filed with the State Secretary for Resources via the State Clearinghouse on
November 17, 2016, Copies of the DEIR were mailed or otherwise delivered to a list of persons requesting
it on November 18, 2016.
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On January 5, 2017 the Commission held a duly advertised public hearing on the DEIR, at which
opportunity for public comment was given, and public comment was received on the DEIR. The period

- for commenting on the EIR ended on January 10, 2017. The Department prepared responses to comments
on environmental issues received during the 55 day public review period for the DEIR, prepared
revisions to the text of the DEIR in response to comments received or based on additional information
that became available during the public review period, and corrected clerical errots in the DEIR.

On February 23, 2017, the Planning Commission adopted Resolutions 19860 and 19861 to initiate
legislation entitled, (1) “Ordinance amending the General Plan by revising the height designation for the
One Oak Street project, at the Van Ness / Oak Street / Market Street intersection, Assessot’s Block 0836
Lots 001 and 005 on Map 3 of the Market and Octavia Area Plan and on Map 5 of the Downtown Area
Plan; adopting findings under the California Environmental Quality Act; and making findings of
consistency with the General Plan and the eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1;” and (2)
Ordinance amending the Planning Code to change the height and bulk district classification of Block
0836, portions of Lots 001 and 005 for he One Oak Project, at the Van Ness / Oak Street / Market Street
Intersection, as follows: rezoning the eastern portion of the property, along Van Ness Avenue, located at
Assessor’s Block 0836, Lot 001 (1500 Market Stréet) from 120/400-R-2 to 120-R-2; and rezoning the central
portion of the property, located at Assessor's Block 0836, Lot 005 (1540 Market Street) from 120-R-2 to
120/400-R-2; affirming the Planning Commission’s determination under the California Environmental
Quality Act; and making findings, including findings of public necessity, convenience and welfare under
Planning Code Section 302, and findings of consistency with the General Flan and the eight priority
policies of Planning Code Sectiont 101.1," respectively.

On June 1, 2017, The Plarming Department published a Responses to Comments document. A Final
Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter “FEIR") has been prepared by the Department, consisting of
the DEIR, any consultations and comments received during the public review process, any additional
information that became available, and the Responses to Comments document, all as required by law.
The Responses to Comments document was distributed to the Commission and all parties who
commented on the DEIR, and made available to others at the request of Planning Department staff.

On June 15, 2017, 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 reviewed comply with
the provisions of CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative
Code. The FEIR was certified by the Commission on June 15, 2017 by adoption 'of its Motion No, 19938,

At the same Hearing and in conjunction with this Motion, the Commission made and adopted findings of
fact and decisions regarding the Project description and objectives, significant impacts, significant and
unavoidable impacts, mitigation measures and alternatives, and a statement of overriding considerations,
based on substantial evidence in the whole record of this proceeding and pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act, California Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq. (“CEQA™),
particularly Section 21081 and 210815, the Guidelines for Implementation of CEQA, 14 California Code
of Regulations Section 15000 et seq. (“CEQA Guidelines”), Section 15091 through 15093, and Chapter 31
of the San Francisco Administrative Code ("Chapter 31") pursuant to this Motion No. 19939, The
Commission adopted these findings as required by CEQA, separate and apart from the Commission’s
certification of the Project's Final EIR, which the Commission certified prior to adopting these CEQA
findings. The Commission hereby incorporates by reference the CEQA findings attached hereto as
Attachment A as set forth inthis Motion No. 19939,
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On June 15, 2017 the Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled
meeting regarding (1) the General Plan Amendment amending Maps 3 and 5; and (2) the ordinance
amending the Zoning Map HT07 to rezone portions of Lots 001 and 005 on Assessor’s Block 0836, At that
same heatring the Commission Adopted (1) Resolution No. 19941 recommending that the Board of
Supervisors approve the requested General Plan Amendment; and (2) Resolution No. 19942
recommending that the Board of Supervisors approve the requested Zoning Map Amendment. At the
same hearing the Commission determined that the shadow cast by the Project would not have any
adverse effect on Parks within the jurisdiction of the Recreation and Parks Department.

On June 15, 2017, the Planning Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly
scheduled meeting regarding the Downtown Project Authorization application, Conditional Use
application, and Variance and Elevator Exemption application 2009.0159BEGPAMAPDNXCUAVARK,
The Commission heard and considered the testimony presented to it at the public hearing and further
. considered written materials and oral testimony presented on behalf of the applicant, Department staff
and other interested parties, and the record as a whole. :

The Planning Department, Jonas P. Tonin, is the custodian of records; all pertinent documents are located
in the File for Case No, 2009.0159EGPAMAPDNXCUAVARK, at 1650 Mission Street, Fourth Floor, San
Francisco, California,

MOVED, that the Planning Commission hereby adopts findings under the California Environmental
Quality Act, including rejecting alternatives as infeasible and adopting a Statement of Overriding
Considerations, and adopts the MMRP attached as Attachment B, based on the findings attached to this
Motion as Attachment A as though fully set forth in this Motion, and based on substantial evidence in the
entire record of this proceeding,

1 hereby certify that the foregoing Motion was ADOPTED by the Planning Commission-at its regular
meetingfaf June §5, 2017,

Commission Secretary

AYES: Commissioners Hillis, Johnson, Melgar, Moore, Richards

NAYS: " Commissioner Koppel

ABSENT: Commissioner Fong }
DATE: June 15, 2017

ACTION: Adoption of CEQA Findings
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SAN FRANCISCO |
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

ATTACHMENT A TO MOTION NO. 19939 .

California Environmental Quality Act Findings

PREAMBLE

In determining to apptrove the project described in Section I, below, the ("Project”), the San Francisco
Plarming Commission (the “Commission”) makes and adopts the following findings of fact and decisions
regarding the Project description and objectives, significant impacts, significant and unavoidable impacts,
mitigation measures and alternatives, and a statement of overriding considerations, based on substantial
evidence in the whole record of this proceeding and pursuant to the California Environmental Quality

1650 Misaion St.
Sufte 406

San Francisco,
GA 94103-2479

HReception:
415.558.6378

Fax;
415.558.5408

Planning
Information:
415.558.6377

Act, California Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq. (“CEQA”), particularly Section 21081 and .

210815, the Guidelines for Implementation of CEQA, 14 California Code of Regulations Section 15000 et
seq. (“CEQA Guidelines”), Section 15091 through 15093, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco
Administrative Code ("Chapter 31"). The Commission adopts these findings in conjunction with the

Approval Actions described in Section I(c), below, as required by CEQA, separate and apart from the

Commission’s certification of the Project’s Final EIR, which the Commission certified prior to adopting
.these CEQA findings.

These findings are organized as follows:

Section I provides a description of the proposed project at 1540 Market Street, the environmental review
process for the Project, the City approval actions to be taken, and the location and custodian of the record.

Section I lists the Project’s less-than-significarit impacts that do not require mitigation.

Section .JII identifies potentially significant impacts that can be avoided or reduced to less-than-
significant levels through mitigation and describes the disposition of the mitigation measures.

Section IV identifies one significant impact that would not be eliminated or reduced to a less-than-
significant level and describes any applicable mitigation measures as well as the disposition of the
mitigation measures. The Final EIR idenfified a mitigation measure to address this impact, but
implementation of the mitigation measure will not reduce the impact to a less than significant level,

Sections IIT and IV set forth findings as to the mitigation measures identified in the Final EIR. (The Draft
EIR and the Comments and Responses document (the “RTC document”) together comprise the Final EIR,
or “FEIR.”) Attachment B to the Planning Commission Motion contains the Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program (“MMRP”), which provides a table setting forth each mitigation measure listed in the
Final Environmental Impact Repott that is required to reduce a significant adverse impact and is deemed
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feasible, identifies the parties responsible for carrying out the measiire and Teporting on its progress, and
. presents a schedule for implementation of each measure listed.

Section V evaluates the alternatives to the proposed project that were analyzed in the EIR and the economic,
legal, social, technological and other considerations that support the approval of the Project and discusses the
reasons for the rejection of the Project Alternatives, or elerhents thereof,

Section VI sets forth the Planning: Commission’s Statement of Overriding Considerations pursuant to
CEQA Guidelines Section 15093.

The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the mitigation measures that have been
proposed for adoption is attached with these findings as Attachment B fo this-Motion. The MMRP is
required by CEQA Section 21081.6 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15091 and 15097. Attachment B
provides a table setting forth each mitigation measure identified in the FEIR that would reduce a
significant adverse impact and has been adopted as a condition of approval of the Project. Attachment B
also specifies the agency responsible for implementation of each measure and establishes monitoring
actions and a monitoring schedule, The full text of the mitigation measures adopted as conditions of
approval is set forth in Attachment B.

These findings are based upon substantial evidence in the entire record before the Commission. The -
references set forth in these findings to certain pages or sections of the Draft Environmental Impact
Report ("Draft EIR" or "DEIR") .or the Responses to Comments ("RTC”) document, with together
comprise the Final EIR, are for ease of reference and are not intended to provide an exhaustive list of the
evidence relied upon for these findings.

I. PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGEDURAL BACKGROUND
A. Project Description

The Project site is located at 1500-1540 Market Street at the northwest corner of the intersection of Market
Street, Oak Street, and Van Ness Avenue in the sonthwestern portion of San Francisco’s Downtown/Civic
Center neighborhood, within the Market and Octavia Plan Area,

The Project’s building site is made up of five contiguous privately owned lots within Assessor’s Block
0836, Lots 001, 002, 003, 004, and 005), an 18,219-square-foot (sf) trapezoid, bounded by Oak Street to the
north, Van Ness Avenue to the east, Market Street to the south, and the interior property line shared with
the neighboring property to the west at 1546-1564 Market Street. The building site measures about 177
feet along its Oak Street frontage, 39 feet along Van Ness Avenue, 218 feet along Market Street, and 167
feet along its western interior property line. The existing street address of the project parcels is referred to
as 1500-1540 Market Street. The easternmost portion of the building site, 1500 Market Street (Lot 001), is
currently occupied by an existing three-story, 2,750 square foot commercial building, built in 1980. This
building is partially occupied by a limited-restaurant retail use doing business as “All Star Café” on the
ground floor and also contains an elevator entrance to the Muni Van Ness station that opens onto Van
Ness Avenue. Immediately west of the 1500 Market Street building is an existing 47-car sutface ‘
commercial parking lot, on Lots 002, 003, and 004. The surface parking lot is fenced along its Market
Street and Oak Street frontages and is entered from Oak Street. The westernmost portion of the building
site at 1540 Market Street, Lot 005, is occupied by a four-story, 48,225 square foot commerdial office
building, built in 1920. As of 2016, this building is partially occupied.
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In addition to the building site, the Project site also includes surrounding areas within the adjacent public
rights-of-way in which streetscape improvements would be constructed as part of the proposed Project.

The proposed One Oak Street Project would demolish all existing structures on the project site at 1500-
1540 Market Street including 47 existing valet-operated on-site commercial parking spaces and construct
a new 310 unit, 40-story residential tower (400 feet tall, plus a 20-foot-tall parapet, and a 26-foot-tall
elevator penthouse measured from roof level) with ground-floor commercial space, one off-street loading
space, two off-street service vehicle ‘spaces, and a subsurface parking garage containing 136 spaces for
residents. Bicycle parking accommodating 310 Class 1 and 62 Class 2 spaces would be provided for
residents on the second-floor mezzanine and for visitors in bicycle racks on adjacent sidewalks, The
proposed project would also include the following: construction of a public plaza and shared public way
within the Oak Street right-of-way; constructon of several wind canopies within the proposed plaza and
one wind canopy within the sidewalk at the northeast corner of Market Street and Polk Street to reduce
pedestrian-level winds. In addition, the existing on-site Mimi elevator will remain in its current location,
and a new weather protechve enclosure will be constructed around it.

The proposed project would necessitate approval of legislative text and map amendments to shift the
existing Height and Bulk District 120/400-R-2 designation at the eastern end of the project site (Assessor
Block 0836/01) to the western portion of the project site (Assessor Block 0836/05), which would not result
in any increased development potential,

B. Project Objectives -

The FEIR discusses several project objectives identified by the Projéct Sponsor. The objectives are ag
follows: .

»  toincrease the City’s supply of housing in an area designated for higher density due fo its proximity
. to downtown and accessibility to local and regional transit.

» to create a welcoming public plaza and shared street that calms vehicular ’rrafﬁc,‘ encourages
pedestrian activity, consistent with the City’s Better Streets Plan and celebrates the cultural arts,

b to permit a more gradous and engaging street-level experience for pedestrians, iransit users, and
“future residents.

» o realize the uses at intehsities envisioned in the Market and Octavia Neighborhood Plon while
incorporating feasible means to reduce project winds on public areas.

» ‘o construct a high-quality project with enough residential floor area to produce a return on
investment sufficient to attract private capital and construction financing.

»  to encourage and enliven pedestrian activity by developing ground-floor retail and public amenity
space that complements existing uses'and serves neighborhood residents and visitors, and responds
to future users who will be accessing the site and future Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) stations in the area,

» to improve the architectural and urban design character of the project site by replacing existing

utilitarian structures and a surface parking lot with a prominent residential tower that provides a
transition between two planming districts,
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» toprovide adequate parking and vehicular and loading access to serve the needs of project residents
and their visitors.

C. Project Approvals. : : !
The Project requires the following Board of Supervisors approvals:

» Approval of an ordinance amending the Zoning Map to exchange Height and Bulk District
designations on Assessor’s Block 0836 within the Project site, by reclassifying approximately 668
square feet of designated height zoning from 120/400-R-2 to 120-R-2 on Lot 001, and reclassifying an
equivalent area of approximately 668 square feet from 120-R-2 to 120/400-R-2 on Lot 005

»  Approval of a General Plan amendment to revise Map 3 of the Market and Octavia Area Plan to
exchange Height and Bulk District designations on Assessor’s Block 0836 within the Project site, by
reclassifying approximately 668 square feet of designated height zoning from 400 Tower/120/
Podium to 120’ on Lot 001, and reclassifying an equivalent area of approximately 668 square feet
from 120’ to 400’ Tower/120' Podium on Lot 005

»  Approval of a General Plan amendment to revise Map 5 of the Downtown Area Plan to exchange
Height and Bulk District designations on Assessor’s Block 0836 within the Project site, by
reclassifying approximately 668 square feet of designated height zoning from 150-S to 120-R-2 on
Lot 001, and reclassifying an equivaient area of approxdmately 668 square feet from 120-F to 120/400-
R-2 on Lot 005,

» If required, adoption of the proposed Oak Plaza into the City’s Plaza Program, pursuant to SF
Admindistrative Code Section 94.3.

y If réquired approval of a Street Encroachment Permit for improvements (including retail kiosks)
within the proposed Oak Plaza and wind canopies in the public right of Way (at Oak Plaza and at
the northeast corner of Polk and Market Streets). *

The Project requires the following Planning Commission approvals:

» Initiation Hearing of the San Francisco General Plan (General Plan) amendment to revise Map 3 of the
Market and Octavia Ares Plan and Map 5 of the Downtown Area Plan and amendment to Height and
Bulk Map HT07 to exchange Height and Bulk District designations on Assessor' s Block 0836 within
the Project site, between Lot 001 and Lot 005,

» Certification of the Final EIR and adoption of CEQA Findings and adopﬁon of a Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program,

» General Plan referral to allow construction in the Oak Street right-of-way, and installation of
proposed wind canopies within Oak Street Plaza and the public right-of way.

b Approval of the project under Planning Code Section 309, including exceIStions with regard to
ground-level winds and maximum lot coverage.

4 ApprovaIAof a conditional use authorization for parking exceeding principally permitted amounts
pursuant to Planning Code Section 151.1 and 303,
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¥ Approval of an In-Kind Improvements Agreement under Planning Code Section 424.3(c) for
community improvements for the Complete Streets infrastructure portion of the Van Ness and
Market Downtown Residential Special Use District Neighborhood Infrastructure Fee. '

b} Recommendation of an ordinance amending the Zoning Map to exchange Height and Bulk District
designations on Assessor’s Block 0836 within the Project site, by reclassifying approximately 668
square feet of designated height zoning from 120/400-R-2 to 120-R-2 on Lot 001, and reclassifying an
equivalent area of approximately 668 square feet from 120-R-2 to 120/400-R-2 on Lot 005.

b Recommendation of a General Plan amendment to revise Map 3 of the Market and Octavia Area Plan to
exchange Height and Bulk District designations on Assessor’s Block 0836 within the Project site, by
reclassifying approximately 668 square feet of designated height zoning from 400" Tower/120
Podium to 120’ on Lot 001, and reclassifying an equivalent area of approximately 668 square feet
from 120’ to 400" Tower/120" Podium on Lot 005.

¥ Recommendation of a General Plan amendment to revise Map 5 of the Downtown Areq Plan to
exchange Height and Bulk District designations on Assessor’s Block 0836 within the Project sife, by
reclassifying approximately 668 squate feet of designated height zoning from 150-5 to 120-R-2 on
Lot 001, and reclassifying an equivalent area of approximately 668 square feet from 120-F to 120/400-
R-2 on Lot 005, ' ,

¥  Determination under Planning Code Section 295 that net new project shadow being cast on Patricia’s
Green, Page and Laguna Mini Park, and the future 11% and Natoma Streets Park would not
adversely affect the use of the parks.

The Project requires the following Historic Preservation Commission appravals:

» A Permit to Alter would be required for the proposed retail kiosks at 11 Van Ness Avenue. If the
proposed kiosks are determined to constitute as a Minor Permit to Alter, review is delegated to
Planning Department Staff and would not need to be reviewed by the Historic Preservation
Commission, If the work is determined fo constitute as a Major Permit to Alter, a hearing before the
Historic Preservation Commission may be required.
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»

‘Department of Public Works (DPW)

Approval of changes in public rights-of—waj and conversion of a portion of Ozk Street into a
pedestrian plaza. This approval may proceed under the City’s newly adopted Plaza Program, San
Francisco Administrative Code Sections 94.1-94.7.

Permit for planting of street trees.
Approval of subdivision map and condominium map applications.
Approval of a lot line adjustment. ‘

Approval of a Street Space Permit from the Bureau of Street Use and Mapping for use of a public
street space during project construction.

Approval of a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) regarding the maintenance and availability
of curbside loading zones on Oak Street and Market Street.

Street Encroachment Permit, to be approved by the Director of Public Works, and by the Board of

Supervisors if required by the Director, for wind canopies in the public right of way to be located at

Oak Plaza and at the corner of Market and Polk streets and for improvements (including retail
kiosks) within the proposed Oak Plaza, .

Actions by Other City Departments and State Agencies

»

¥

Demolition, grading, building and occupancy permits (Department of Building Hxspecﬁon)

Approval of Plarming Code variances under Planning Code Section 305 related to dwelling unit
exposure and garage enttance width and an elevator penthouse height exemption under Planning
Code Section 260(b)(1)(B). (Zoning Administrator)

Approval of the recladding of the existing Muni Metro elevator; approval of ADA and Title 24 access
solution during temporary closure of station elevator, if necessaty; approval of foundation, shoring
and dewatering systems as they relate to the Muni-Zone-of-Influence; approval of Oak Plaza
conversion; approval of Special Traffic Permit from the Department of Parking and Traffic for use of
a public street space duriig project construction; approval of the passenger loading (white) zone on
the south side of the proposed Oak Street shared street pursuant to the SFMTA Color Curb program
(San Brancisco Municipal Transportation Agency)

Approval of redadding of the existing Muni Metro elevator; approval of ADA and Title 24 access
solution during temporary closure of station elevator, if necessary; approval of foundation, shoring
and dewatering systems as they relate to the Bart-Zone-of-Influence (Bay Area Rapid Transit).

Approval of the proposed Oak Plaza design by the Civic Design Review Committee and approval of
the wind canopies design at the project site and at the corner of Market and Polk. streets by the

Visual Arts Committee; approval of 1 percent Art Fee for art canopies or other art pieces within the
Plaza (San Francisco Arts Commission) '
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b Recommendation to the Planning Commission that shadow would not adversely affect open spaces
-under Commission jurisdicton (San Francisco Recreation and Park Commission and General
Manager)

b Approval of project compliance with San Francisco Fealth Code Asticle 22A (the Maher Ordinance)
(San Francisco Department of Public Health)

b Recommendation of conditions of apptoval for ‘residential development proposals under

Administrative Code Chapter 116 (San Francisco Entertainment Commission)
D, Environmental Review

On February 26, 2009, Stephen Miller of Reuben & Junius, LLP filed an Environmental Fvaluation
application on behalf of CMR Capital, LLC, the previous property owner, for a previous iteration of the
project that occupied Lots 2, 3, 4, and 5 of Assessors Block 0836 but did not include the easternmost lot on
the block (Lot 1) within the project site. On August 27, 2012, John Kevlin of Reuben & Junius, LLP filed a
revision to the Environmental Evaluation application on behalf of CMR Capital, LLC. The Planning
Department published a Notice of Preparation for the previous iteration of the project on October 10,
2012,

The current project sponsor, One Oak Owner, LLC, submitted updated project information to the
Planning Department to add Lot 1 and to address changes in the project under the same Planning
Department Case Number (Case No. 2009.0159E). For the sake of clarity, a Notice of Preparation was
published for the current proposal on June 17, 2015, which incorporated information from the prior
Notice of Preparation for the site and described the revisions to the project. The NOP was accompanied
by an Initial Study (“IS”) that fully analyzed some environmental topics, supporting preparation of a
focused EIR. Publication of the'NOP initiated a 30-day public review and comment period that began on
June 17, 2015 and ended on July 17, 2015.

On November 16, 2016, the Department publistied the Draft Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter-

“DEIR”), including the NOP and IS, and provided public notice'in a newspaper of general circulation of
the availability of the DEIR for public review and comment and of the date and time of the Planning
Commission public hearing on the DEIR; this notice was mailed to the Department’s list of persons
requesting such notice,

Notices of availability of the DEIR and of the date and ttme of the pubhc hearmg were posted near the
Project Site on November 18, 2016,

QOn November 18, 2016, copies of the DEIR were mailed or otherwise delivered to a list of persons
requesting it, to adjacent property owners and tenants, and to government agencies, the latter both
directly and through the State Cléaringhouse.

Notice of Completion was filed with the State Secretary of Resources via the State Clearinghouse on
November 17, 2016.

The Commission held a duly advertised public hearing on the DEIR on January 5, 2017, at which

opportunity for public comment was given, and public comment was received on the DEIR. The period
for commenting on the EIR ended on January 10, 2017,

'11
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The Department prepared responses to comments on environmental issues received during the 55 day
public review period for the DEIR, prepared revisions to the text of the DEIR in response to comments
received or based on additional information that became available during the public review period, and
corrected clerical errors in the DEIR. This materjal was presented in the RTC document, published on
June 1, 2017, distributed to the Commission and all parties who commented on the DEIR, and made
available to others upon request at the Department.

The Planning Commission recognizes that minor changes have been made to the Project and additional
evidence has been developed after publication of the DEIR. Specifically, as discussed in the RTC
document, after publication of the DEIR, the Project Sponsor has proposed Project refinements that are
desctibed in Chapter 2 of the RTC document. The Project refinements constitute minor Project changes
which include (i) selection of the project variant as the preferred project, (i) reduction in project parking
spaces, (iii) specifying that the existing Market Street loading zone would not be used for proposed
project loading, (iv) addition of retail kiosks in the proposed Oak plaza, and (v) other minor revisions to
dlarify or .address more accurately specific details of the proposed project or setting described in the
DEIR.

A Final Environmental Impact Report thereinafter “FEIR”) has been prepared by the Department,
consisting of the DEIR, any consultations and comments received duting the review process, any
additional information that became available, and the RTC document all as required by law. The IS is
included as Appendix A to the DEIR and is incorporated by reference thereto. As described in the FEIR,
the refinements discussed above would result in either no changes to the impact conclusions or a
reduction in the severity of the impact presented in the DEIR. '

Under section 150885 of the CEQA Guidelines, recirculation of an EIR is required when “significant
new information” is added to the EIR after public notice is given of the availability of the Draft EIR for
public review but prior to certification of the Final EIR. The term “information” can include changes in
the project or environmental setting, as well as additional data or other information. New information
added to an EIR is not “significant” unless the EIR is changed in a way that deprives the public of a
meaningful opportunity to comment ttpona substantial adverse environmental effect of the project or a
feasible way to mitigate or avoid such an effect (including a feasible project alternative) that the
project’s proponents have declined to implement. "ngmﬁcant new mformahon” requiring recirculation .
includes, for example, a disclosure showing that;

(1) A new significant environmental impact would result from the project or from a new
mitigation measure proposed to beimplemented. ’

(2) A substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact would result unless
mitigation measures are adopted that reduce the impact to alevel of insignificance,

(3) A feasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from others
previously analyzed would clearly lessen the significant environmental impacts of the
project, but the project’s proponents decline to adoptit.

(4). The DEIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and condusory in nature that

meaningful public review and comment were precluded.
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(CEQA Guidelines, § 15088.5, subd. (a).)

Recirculation is not required where the new information added to the EIR merely clarifies or amplifies
or makes insignificant modifications in an adequate EIR.

Here, the FEIR includes supplemental data and information that was developed after publication of the
DEIR to further support the information presented in the DEIR. None of this supplemental information
affects the conclusions or results in substantive changes to the information presented in the DEIR, or to
the significance of impacts as disclosed in the DEIR. Nor does it add any new mitigation measures or
alternatives that the project sponsor declined to implement. The Planning Commission finds that none of
the changes and revisions in the FEIR substantially affects the analysis or conclusions presented in the
DEIR; therefore, recirculation of the DEIR for additional public comments is not required.

Project EIR files have been made available for review by the Commission and the public. These files are
available for public review at the Department at 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, and are part of the record
before the Commission,

On June 15, 2017, 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 reviewed comply with

the provisions of CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative
-Code. The FEIR was certified by the Commission on June 15, 2017 by adoption of its Motion No. 19938,

E. Content and Location of Record

The record upon which all findings and determmatlons related to the adoption of the proposed Project
are based include the following:

o The FEIR, and all documents referenced in or relied upon by the FEIR, including the 15

. All information (inchiding written evidence and testimony) provided by City staff to the
Planning Commission relating to the FEIR, the proposed approvals and entitlements, the
Project, and the alternatives set forth in the FEIR;

o All information (inclirding written evidence and teslimon.y) presented to the Planning
Commission by the environmental consultant and subconsultants who prepared the FEIR, or
“incorporated into reports presented to the Planning Commission;

s All information (including written evidence and testimorty) presented to the City from other
public agencies relating to the project or the FEIR;

All applications, letters, testimony, and presentations presented to the City by the Project
Sponsor and its consultants in connection with the Project;

o Al information (including written evidence and festimony) presented at any public hearmg
related to the EIR;

e The MMRP; and,
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o All other documents comprising the record pursuant to Public Resources Code Section
21167.6(e).

The public hearing transcripts and audio files, a copy of all letters regarding the FEIR received during the
public review period, the administrative record, and background documentation for the FEIR are located
at the Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor, San Francisco. The Planning Department,
Jonas P. Ionin, is the custodian of these documents and materials,

F. Findings about Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

The following Sections I, Il and IV set forih the Commission’s findings 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 identified in the FEIR and adopted by
the Commission as patt of the Project. To avoid duplication and redundancy, and 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 incorporate them by reference and rely upon 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 (i) the determination of significance
thresholds is a judgment decision within the discretion of the City and County of San Francisco; (i) the
significance thresholds used in the FEIR are supported by substantial-evidence in the record, induding
the expert opinion of the City staff; and. (iii) the significance thresholds used in the FEIR provide
reasonable and appropriate means of assessing the significance of the adverse environmental effects of
the Project. Thus, although, as a legal matter, the Commission is not bound by the significance
determinations in the FEIR (see Public Resources Code, Section 21082.2, subdivision (g)), the Commission
finds them persuasive and hereby adepts them as its own. :

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 and analysis in.the FEIR
supporting the determination regarding the project impact and mitigation measures designed to address
those impacts. In making these findings, the Commission ratifies, adopts and incorpotates 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, and relies upon them as substantial evidence supporting these
findings. '

As set forth below, the Commission adopts and incorporates the tnitigation measures set forth in the
FEIR, which to the extent feasible are set forth in the attached MMRP, to reduce the significant and
unavoidable impacts of the Project. The Commission intends to adopt the mitigation measures proposed
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 that is deemed feasible and should
have been included in the MMRP but was inadvertently omitted 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 dlerical error, the language of the policies and implementation measures as set forth in the FEIR shall
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control. The impact numbers and mitigation measure numbers used in these findings reflect the
information contained in the FEIR,

In Sections TI, I and IV below, the same findings are made for a category of environmental impacts and
mitigation measures, Rather than repeat the identical finding to address each and every significant effect
and mitigation measure, the initial finding cbviates the need for such repetition because in no instance is
the Commission rejecting the conclusions of the FEIR or the mitigation measures recommended in the
FEIR for the Project. :

These findings are based upon substantial evidence in the entire record before the Planning Commission.
The references set forth in these findings to certain pages or sections of the EIR or responses to comments
in the Final EIR are for ease of reference and are not intended to provide an exhaustive list of the evidence
relied upon for these findings.

Il. LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS

The FEIR finds that implementation of the Project would result in less-than-sigrificant impacts in the
following environmental topic areas: Land Use and Land Use Planning, Population and Housing,
Gréenhouse Gas Emissions, Recreation, Utiliies and Services Systems, Public Services, Biological
Resonrces, Geology and Soils, Hydrology and Water Quality, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Mineral
and Energy Resoutces, Agriculture and Forest Resources, and Wind and Shadow.

Note: Senate-Bill (SB) 743 became effective on January 1, 2014. Among other things, SB 743 added § 21099
to the Public Resources Code and eliminated the requirement to analyze aesthetics and parking impacts
for certain urban infill projects under CEQA. The proposed Project meets the definition of a mixed-use
residential project on an infill site within a transit priority area as specified by Public Resources Code §
21099. Accordingly, the FEIR did not discuss the topic of Aesthetics, which is no longer considered in
determining the significince of the proposed Project’s physical environmental effects under CEQA, The
. FEIR nonetheless provided renderings illustrating the proposed project for informational purposes.
Sirnilarly, the FEIR included a discussion of parking for informational purposes. This information,
however, did not relate to the significance determinations in the FEIR,

I, FINDINGS OF POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS THAT CAN BE AVOIDED OR REDUCED TO
A LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT LEVEL THROUGH MITIGATION AND THE DISPOSITION OF THE
MITIGATION MEASURES

CEQA requires agencies to adopt mitigation measures that would avoid or substantially lessen a project’s
identified significant impacts or potential significant impacts if such measures are feasible. The findings
in this section concern 8 potential impacts and mitigation measures proposed in the IS and/or FEIR. These
mitigation measures are included in the MMRP. A copy of the MMRP is included as At{achment B to the
Planning Commission Motion adopting these findings.

The Project Sponsor has agreed to implement the following mitigation meastires to address the potential
cultural and paleontological resources, air quality, and noise impacts identified in the IS and/or FEIR. As
authorized by CEQA Section 21081 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15091, 15092, and 15093, based on
substantial evidence in the whole record of this proceeding, the Planming Commission finds that, unless
otherwise stated, the Project Sponsor will be required to incorporate mitigation measures identified in the
IS and/or FEIR into the Project to mitigate or to avoid significant or potentially significant environmental
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impacts. Except as otherwise noted, these mitigation measures will reduce or avoid the potentially
significant impacts described in the IS and/or Final EIR, and the Commission finds that these mitigation

-measures are feasible to implement and are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the City and -
" County of San Francisco to implement or enforce. \

Additionally, the required mitigation measures are fully enforceable and are included as conditions of
approval in the Planning Commission’s Downtown Project Authorization under Planning Code Section
309 and also ‘will be enforced through conditions of approval in any building permits issued for the
Project by the San Francisco Department of Building Inspection. With the required mitigation measures,
these Project impacts would be avoided or reduced to a less-than-significant level. The Planning
Cotmmission finds that the mitigation measures presented in the MMRP are feasible and shall be adopted
as conditions of project approval

The following mitigation measures would be required to reduce 16 impacts identified in the Initial Study
and/or FEIRto a Iess-&lan—agmﬁcant level:

Impacts on Cultural and Paleontological Resources

s Impact CP-2: Construction activities for the proposed project could cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of archaeological resources and human remains, if such resources are
present within the project site. With implementation of Mitigation Measure M-CP-2
(Archeological Testing, Monitoring, Data Recovery and Reporting), Impact CP-2 is reduced to a
less-than-significant level.

+  TImpact CP-3: Construction activities of the proposed project could affect a unique paleontological
resource or a unique geologic feature. With implementation of Mitigation Measure M-CP-3
(Paleontological Resources Monitoring and Mitigation Program), Impact CP-3 is reduced to a
less-than-significant level.

» Impact C-CP-1: The proposed project, in combination with past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future projects in the vicinity, would not result in a cumulatively considerable
contribution to significant cumulative impacts on cultural resources. With implementation of
Mitigation Measure M-CP-2 (Archaeclogical Testing, Monitoring, Data Recovery and Reporting)
and Mitigation Measure M-CP-3 (Paleontological Resources Monitoring and thaﬂon
Program), Impact C-CP-1 is reduced to a less-than-significant level. .

Impacts on Air Quality

» Impact AQ-2: The proposed project’s construction activities would generate toxic air

- contaminants, including diesel particulate matter, which would expose sensitive receptors to

substantial pollutant concentrations. With implementation of Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2
(Construction Air Quality), Impact AQ-2 is reduced to a less-than-significant level.

s Impact AQ-4: The proposed project would generate toxic air comtaminants, including diesel
particulate matter, exposing sensitive receptors to substantial air pollutant concentrations, With
implementation of Mitigation Measure M-AQ-4 (Best Available Conirol Technology for Diesel
Generators), Impact AQ-4 is reduced to a less-than-significant level.

s Impact C-AQ-1: The proposed project, in combination with past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future projects in the project area would contribute to cumulative air quality impacts.
With implementation of Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2 (Construction Air Quality) and Mitigation
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Measure M-AQ-4 (Best Available Control Technology for Diesel Generators), Impact C-AQ-1 is
reduced to a less-than-significant level.

Impacts frem Noise

B Impact NO-2: Project demolition and construction would temporarily and periodically increase

‘ambiént noise and vibration in the project vicinity compared fo existing conditions. With

implementation of Mitigation Measure M-NO-2 (General Construction Noise Control Meastires),
Impact NO-2 is reduced to a less-than-significant level.

e Impact C-NO-1: Construction of the proposed project, in combination with other past, present,
and reasonably foreseeable future projects in the site’s vicinity, would not result in a
cumulatively considerable contribution to significant temporary or periodic increases in ambient
noise or vibration levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the proposed project.
With implementation of Mitigation Measure M-NO-2 (General Construction Noise Control
Measures), Impact C-NO-1 is reduced to a less-than-significant level.

IV. SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS THAT CANNOT BE AVOIDED OR REDUCED TO A LESS-THAN-
SIGNIFICANT LEVEL ‘

Based on substantial evidence in the whole record of these proceedings, the Planning Commission finds
that there is a significant cumulative impact that would not be eliminated or reduced to an insignificant
level by the mitigation measures listed in the MMRP. Specifically, the FEIR identifies one significant and
unavoidable cumulative construction related transportation impact. The Planning Commission finds that,
although a mitigation measure has been included in the FEIR and MMRP to address this impact, this
impact would remain significant and unavoidable even with mitigation.

Thus, the following significant impact on the environment, as reflected in the FEIR, is unavoidable, But,
as more fully explained in Section VI, below, under Public Resources Code Section 21081(a)}(3) and (b),
and CEQA Guidelines 15091(a)(3), 15092(b)(2)(B), and 15093, the Planning Commission finds that this
impact is acceptable for the legal, environmental, economic, social, technological and other benefits of the
Project. This finding is supported by substantial evidence in the record of this proceeding, '

The FEIR identifies the following impact for which no feasible mitigation measures were identified that
would reduce fhis impact to a less than significant level: '

Impact on Transportation and Circulation — Impact C-TR-7

The proposed Project in combination with past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future development
in the project’s vicinity would contribute considerably to significant cumulative construction-related
transportation impacts. No feasible mitigation measures were identified that would reduce this impact to
a less than significant Jevel after consideration of several potential mitigation measures. The Project
Sponsor has agreed to implement one mitigation measure, as follows:

»  Mitigation Measure M-C-TR-7 (Cumulative Construction Coordination)

The Commission finds that, for the reasons set forth in the FEIR, although imiplementation of Mitigation
Measure M-C-TR-7 would reduce the Project’s contribution to cumulative transportation and circulation
impacts during the construction phase of the Project, this impact would nevertheless remain significant
and unavoidable.
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Y. EVALUATION OF PROJECT ALTERNATIVES
A. Alternatives Analyzed in the FEIR

This section describes the alternatives analyzed in the Project FEIR and the reasons for rejecting the
alternatives as infeasible. CEQA mandates that an EIR evaluate a reasonable range of alternatives to the
Project or the Project location that generally reduce or avoid potentially significant impacts of the Project.
CEQA requires that every EIR also evaluate a “No Project” alternative. Alternatives provide a basis of
comparison to the Project in terms of their significant impacts and their ability to meet project objectives,
This comparative analysis is used to consider reasonable, potentially feasible options for minimizing
environmental consequences of the Project.

The Planning Department consideted a range of alternatives in Chapter 6 of the FEIR. The FEIR analyzed
the No Project Alternative and the Podium-only Alternative. Each alternative is discussed and analyzed
in these findings, in addition to being analyzed in Chapter 6 of the FEIR. The Planning Commission
certifies that it has independently reviewed and considered the information on the alternatives provided
in the FEIR and in the record. The FEIR reflects the Planning Commission’s and the City’s independent
judgment asto the alternatives. The Planning Commission finds that the Project provides the best balance

_ between satisfaction of Project objectives and mitigation of environmental impacts to the extent feasible,
as described and analyzed in the FEIR.

B. Reasons for Selecting the Project

The Proposed Project would meet the Project Sponsor’s Objectives, and would proﬁde numerous public
benefits, including the following:

» Build a substantial number of residential dwelling umnits within a transit rich neighborhood
designated for higher density due to its proximity to downtown and access1bxl1ty to local and
* regional transit.

» Create a welcoming public plaza and shared street that calms vehicular traffic, encourages
pedestrian activity, consistent with the City’s Better Streets Plan and celebrates the cultural arts.

» Permit a more gracious and engagmg street-level experience for pedestrians, transit users, and
future residents.

»  Contibute to the development of permanently affordable housing in the City through the payment
of an in leu fee under the City’s Inclusionary Housing Ordinance, Additionally, the fee could
potentially be used for the development of affordable housing in the vicinity of the project pursuant
fo a letter agreement and conditions imposed by the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community
Development (MOHCD) (including the requirement for an independent environmental review of
the Octavia BMR Project under the CEQA), will be directed towards the future development of 72
permarnently affordable housing units on three Octavia Boulevard Parcels (R, § & U) (collectively,
“the Octavia BMR Project”) within 1/3 mile of the project site.

" » Realize the uses at intensities envisioned in the Market and Octavia Neighborhood Plan while
incorporating feasible means to reduce project winds on public areas.
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¥ Create a residential building with ground floor retail and public open space generally consistent
with the land use, housing, open space and other objectives and policies of the Market & Octavia
Area Plan.

" b Encourage and enliven pedestrian activity by developing ground-floor retail and public amenity
space that complements existing uses and serves neighborhood residents and visitors, and responds
to future users who will be accessing the site and future Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) stations in the area.

» Improve the architectural and urban design character of the project site by replacing existing
utilitarian structures and a surface parking lot with a prominent residential tower that prov1des a
transition between two planning districts.

C. Evaluation of Project Alternatives

CEQA provides that alternatives analyzed in an EIR may be rejected if “specific'economic, legal, social,
technological, or other considerations, including provision of employment opportunities for highly
trained workers, make infeasible . . . the project alternatives identified in the EIR.” (CEQA Guidelines
§ 15091(a)(3).) The Commission has reviewed each of the alternatives to the Project as described in the
FEIR that would reduce or avoid the impacts of the Project and finds that there is substantial evidence of
specific economic, legal, social, technological and other considerations that make these Alternatives
infeasible, for the reasons set forth below.

In making these determinations, the Planning Commission is aware that CEQA defines “feasibility” io
mean “capable of being accomplished in a successful manner within a reasonable period of time, taking
into account economic, environmental, social, legal, and technological factors.” The Commission is also
aware that under CEQA. case law the concept of “feasibility” encompasses (i} the question of whether a
particular alternative promotes the underlying goals and objectives of a project, and (ii) the question of
whether an alternative is “desirable” from a policy standpoint to the extent that desirability is based on a
reasonable balancing of the relevant economic, environmental, social, Jegal, and technological factors.

Three alternatives were considered as part of the FEIR's overall alfernatives analyms, but ultlmately
- rejected from detailed analysm Those alternatives are as follows:

s Off:site Alternative, This alternative was rejected because the Project Sponsor does not have
control of another site that would be of sufficient size to develop a mixed-use project with the
intensities and mix of uses that would be necessary to achieve most of the basic Project objectives
listed in the FEIR,

¢« Code Compliant with Tower Alternative, An alternative that would consider project
development of the site compliant with the site’s existing Height and Bulk districts by shifting the
placement of a 400-foot-tall tower eastward so that the tower would be located entirely outside of
the existing 120-R-2 Height and Bulk District at the western end of the project site and entirely
within the existing 120/400-R-2 Height and Bulk District (a shift eastward of 4 feet, 7.5 inches)
was not considered for further analysis because such an alternative would not improve, and
could worsen, wind impacts from the less-than-significant impact identified for the proposed
project, and furthermore, would reduce the amount of public open space offered under the
proposed project, while offering no environmental advantages over the proposed project.
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» Lower Podium-Only Alternative. An alternative that would include a lower podium only was
considered but rejected because such an alternative would fail to meet key project objectives and
would fail to reduce to a less-than-significant level the proposed project’s significant and
unavoidable fransportation  impact related to construction traffic.

¢ Lower Podium with Tower Alternative, An alternative that would include a lower podium with
tower was considered but rejected because such an alternative would not substantially reduce
environmental impacts as compared to the proposed project.

The following alternatives were fully considered and compared in the FEIR:

1. No Project Alternative

Under the No Project Alternative, the Project Site would foreseeably remain in its existing condition. The
existing commerdal buildings and 47-car surface parking lot on the project site would remain, and the
proposed 499,680 combined square feet residential building with ground floor retail, and approximately
14,000 square foot neighborhood serving public plaza would not be constructed. Because no directed in
lieu fee would be provided, no offsite below market rate units would be provided. No improvements
would be made to the existing Muni Van Ness station elevator. The project site would not be rezoned to
shift the existing 120/400-R-2 Height and Bulk District from the easternmost porhon of the bmldmg site
(Lot 1) to the westernmost portion (Lot 5).

Thiis alternative would not preclude development of another project on the project site should such a
proposal be put forth by the project sponsor or another entity. However, it would be speculative to set
forth such an alternative project at this time.

The Planning Comumission rejects the No Project Alternative as unreasonable and infeasible because it
would fail to meet the Pxoject Objectives and the City’s policy objectives for the following reasons:

1) The No Project Alternative would not meet any of the Projéct Sponsotr’s objectives;

2} The No Project Alternative would be inconsistent with key goals of the General Plan with respect
to hausing production, With no new housing created here and no construction, the No Project
Alternative would not increase the City’s housing stock of both market rate and affordable
housing, would not create new job opportunities for construction workers, and would not
expand the City’s property tax base.

3) The No Project Alternative would leave the Project Site physically unchanged, and thus would
not result in the redevelopment of an underutilized site (consisting of underdeveloped
commercial buildings and a surface parking lot), creation of a residential project with ground
floor retail that provides a substantial number of new residential dwelling units and affordable
housing through the payment of a directed in lieu fee, in immediate proximity to mass transit
and jobs within the Downtown Core.

For the foregoing reasons, the Planning Commission rejects the No Project Alternative as infeasible,
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2. Podium-only Alternative

The Podium-only Alternative would comply with the existing height and bulk lmits by reducing the
height of the proposed building to inciude the podium only; thus mot requiring the legislative
amendments required for the proposed project to shift the existing Height and Bulk District 120/400-R-2
designation from Lot 1 to the western half of Lot 5 on Assegsor's Block 0836, Under this alternative, a new
12- story residential building measuring 120 feet tall (136 feet tall including a mechamcal penthouse)
would be constructed within the building site,

In plan, this alternative would resemble the site plan and corresponding floor level plans of the proposed
project. -However, fhe Podium-only Alternative would contain 119 dwelling units (191 fewer units than
under the proposed project), consisting of 35 studio units, 36 one-bedroom units, and 48 two-bedroom
units. No three-bedroom units would be constructed. Like the proposed project, this alternative would
also provide for approximately 4,025 gsf of ground-floor retail/restaurant uses. Parking uses would total
53,308 gsf (6,782 gsf less than the proposed project). The alternative would provide 59 residential parking
spaces, as compared to 136 spaces with the proposed project, Like the proposed project, the Podium-only
Alternative would provide two carshare spaces, one off-street truck loading space, and two service
vehicle loading spaces. The number of bicycle parking spaces would total 127 (119 Class 1 and 8 Class 2
spaces), fewer spaces than with the proposed project (366 spaces consisting of 310 Class 1 and 62 Class 2
spaces). This alternative would also include the same right of way improvements as'the proposed project,
including the construction of the proposed Oak Plaza and wind canopies.

Construction activities associated with the Podium-only Alternative would be similar to those described
for the proposed project. Accordingly, as with the proposed project, the Podium-only Alternative would
result in a considerable contribution to a significant and unavoidable cumulative impact related to
transportation (constructon traffic), and the same less-than-significant impacts related to other
transportation subtopics, air quality, wind and shadow, and cultural resources impacts as the proposed
project. Additionally, this alternative meets many but not all of the Project Sponsor's objectives.
Specifically, while this alternative provides the ability to redevelop the underutilized site, it reduces the
" number of residential units by roughly 62%.

The Planning Commission rejects the Podium-only Alternative because it would not eliminate the
significant unavoidable impact of the proposed Project and it would not meet the Pro;ect Objectives or
City policy objectives for reasons mcludmg, but not limited to, the following:

1)  The Podium-only Alternative would limit the Project to 119 dwelling units; whereas the
proposed Project would provide up to 310 units to the City’s housing stock and maximize the
creation of new residential units, The City’s important policy objective as expressed in Policy
1.1 of the Housing Element of the General Plan is to increase the housing stock whenever
possible to address a shortage of housing in the City.

2)  The Podium-only Alternative would not fulfill the objective of the Market & Octavia Plan to
increase housing density by eliminating density maximums close to transit (Policy 2.2.1) and to
encourage the development of slender residential towers above the base height along the
Market Street corridor (Policy 1.2.8).

3)  The Podium-Only Alternative would also reduce the Project’s in lieu fee confribution under the
City's Inclusionary Housing Program by approximately $11.9 million, thus reducing the
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project’s inclusionary “housing fee and .the potential directed fee contribution foward the
development of permanently. affordable housing units and potentially delaying the production
of those units. The City’s important policy objective as expressed in Policy 1.1 of the Housing
Element of the General Plan is to increase the affordable housing stock whenever possible to
address a shortage of housing in the City.

4)  The Podium-only Alternative would create a project that would not fully utilize this site for
housing production, thereby not fully satisfying General Plan policies such as Housing Element
Policies 1.1 and 1.4, among others, The alternative would not further the City’s housing policies
to create more housing, particularly affordable housing opportunities as well as the proposed
Project does, and would not remove all significant unavailable impacts,

For the foregoing reasons, the Planning Commission rejects the Podium~only Alternative as infeasible.
VI. STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

The Planning Commission finds that, notwithstanding the imposition of all feasible mitigation measures,
one impact related to Transportation and Circulation will remain significant and unavoidable., Pursuant
“to CEQA section 21081 and CEQA Guideline Section 15093, the Planning Commissiori hereby finds, after
consideration of the Final EIR and the evidence in the record, that each of the specific overriding
economic, legal, sodal, technological and other benefits of the Project as set forth below independently
and. collectively outweighs this significant and unavoidable impact and is an overriding consideration
warranting approval of the Project. Any one of the reasons for approval cited below is sufficlent to justify
approval of the Project, Thus, even if a court were to conclude that not every 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 be found in the preceding
findings, which are incorporated by reference into this Section, and in the documents found in the record,
as defined in Section L . :

On the basis of the above findings and the substantial evidence in the whole record of this proceeding,
the Planning Commission specifically finds that there are significant benefits of the Project to support
approval of the Project in spite of the unavoidable significant impact, and therefore makes this Statement
of Overriding Considerations, The Commission further finds that, as part of the process of obtaining
Project approval, significant effects on the environment from implementation of the Project have been
eliminated or substantially lessened where feasible. All mitigation measures identified in the FEIR/IS and
MMRP are adopted as part of the Approval Actions described in Section I, above.

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, technological,
legal, social and other considerations.

The Project will have the following benefits:

1. The Project would add up to 310 dwelling units (approximately 57 studios, 100 1-bedroom
units, 138 2-bedroom units, and 15 3-bedroom units), to the City’s housing stock on a
currently underutilized site. The City’s important policy objective as expressed in Policy -
1.1 of the Housing Element of the General Plan is to increase the housing stock whenever
possible to address a shortage of housing in the City. Additionally, the Project promotes
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the objectives and policies of the General Plan by providing a range of 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 displace any
housing because the existing structures on the project site are commercial bulldings and a
suzface parking lot.

2. The Project would increase the stock of permanently affordable housing by paying an in
Heu fee, Further, subject to a letter agreement and certain conditions imposed by the
Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development (including the requirement for
independent environmental review of the Octavia BMR Project under CEQA), such fee
would potentially be “directed” and used to fund the creation of approximately 72 new

N residential units affordable to low-income households at the Octavia BMR Project, within
0.3 mile of the project site. In addition to the directed in lieu fee, the project would also pay
approximately $6.1 million in Market-Octavia Affordable Housing Fees and Van Ness &
Market SUD Affordable Housing Fees. These additional affordable housing fees, in turh,
would fund additional affordable housing,

3. The Project would ptomote the objectives and policies of the General Plan by replacing the
existing underdeveloped commercial structures and surface parking lot with a residential
high-rise tower that is more consistenit 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 surface parking lot
and its 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 indlude an inviting -
public plaza and significant streetscape improvements that would meet or exceed Better
Streets Plan requirements, These changes will enhance the attractiveness of the site for
pedestrians and bring this site into conformity with principles of good urban design.

4.  The Project would construct a development that is in keeping with the scale, massing and
density of other structures in the immediate vicinity, and with that envisioned for the site
under the Planning Code and General Plan.

5. The Project’s iconic and attractive 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 existing character.”

6. The Project will revitalize the Project Site and the surrounding neighborhood. The
replacement of a surface commercial parking lot with private residential underground
parking will bring the site into greater conformity with current Planning Code and urban
design principles.

7. The Project will substantially increase the assessed value of the Project Site, resulting in
corresponding increases in fax revenue to the City.

8. The Project adds approximately 4,110 gross sqﬁare feet of neighborhood serving retail and

restaurant space in an area with a growing residential and workplace population,
consistent with the policies of the Downtown Area Plan and Market & Octavia Area Plan.
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9.

10.

11.

12.

18.

14

15.

The Project will include a high-quality public plaza and streetscape improvements in
accordance with the Market and Octavia Area Flan Design Standards, which would
activate the streetscape, serve to calm traffic on the street and build on the positive traits of
the Hayes Valley neighborhood, extending its walkable scale outward toward the Van
Ness and Market intersection.

The Project includes a massing scheme and wind reduction elements, including wind
canopies, to avoid the creation of any net niew hazardous wind conditions on any nearby
public sidewalks or seating areas and would reduce hazardous wind hours over current
conditions, '

The Project prov:ides approximately 310 Class 1 secure indoor bicycle parking spaces and
62 Class 2 sidewalk bike rack spaces, both in excess of the number required by the Plartaing
Code, encouraging residents and visitors to access the site by bicycle, -

' The Project promotes a number of Downtown Area Plan Objectives and Policies, including

Policy 5.1, which encourages the provision of space for commercial activities; and Policies
7.1 and 7.2, which further the Objective of expanding the supply of housing in and adjacent
to Downtown. The Project also promotes several Market and Octavia Area Plan Objectives
and Policies, including Objectives 2.3 and 2.4, which encourage increasing the existing
housing stock, including affordable units. ‘

The Project promotes a number of City urban design and transportation policies, including;
reducing curb cats; slowing vehicular traffic; providing street trees, landscaping, seating,
bike racks and other street furniture for public use and enjoyment; widening sidewalks,
using high-quality materials; activating the street frontage; maximizing ground floor
transparency; and providing adequate lighting,

The Conditions of Approval for the Project include all the mitigation measures set forth in
the FEIR to mitigate the Project’s potentially significant impact to insignificant levels except
for its cumulative construction impact on Transportation and Circulation which would
remain significant and unavoidable even with the implementation of mitigation measures.
The Conditions of Approval also include all the improvement measures set forth in the
FEIR to further reduce the magnitude of less-than-significant effects,

The Project will create temporary construction jobs and permanent jobs in the retail sector
and for building operations, 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, providing direct and indirect economic benefits to the City.

Having considered the above, the Planning Commission finds that the benefits of the Project outweigh
the unavoidable adverse environmenta! effects identified in the FEIR and/or IS, and that those adverse
environmental effects are therefore acceptable. '
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Responsibility

Cultural Resources Mitigation Measures

. measure could suspend construction ¢f the project for up to a maximum of four

Mitigation Measure M-CP-2: Archaeological Testmg, Monitoring, Data
Recovery, and Reporting.

Based on a reasonable presumption that archeological resources may be Project sponsor Prior to commencement
present. within the project site, the following measures shall be undertaken to ' of demolition and soil-
avoid any potentially significant adverse effect from the proposed project on ) disturbing activities.

buried or submerged historical resources. The project sponsor shall retain the
services of an archaeclogical consultant from the rotational Department
Qualified Archaeological Consultants List (QACL) maintained by the
Planning Department archaeologist. The project sponsor shall contact the
Department archeologist to obtain the names and contact information for the
next three archeological consultants on the QACIL.. The archeological
consultant shall undertake an archeological testing program as specified
berein. In addition, the consultant shall be available to conduct an
archeological monitoring and/or data recovery program if required pursuant
to this measure. The archeological consultant’s work shall be conducted in -
accordance with this measure and with the requirements of the project
archeological research design and treatment plan (WSA Final Archaeological
Research Design Treatment Plan for the 1510-1540 Market Street Project,
February 2012) at the direction of the Environmental Review Officer (ERO).
In instances of inconsistency between the requirement of the-project
archeological research design and treatment plan and of this archeological
mitigation measure, the requirements of this archeological mitigation measure
shall prevail.

All plans and reports prepared by the consultant as specified herein shall be
submitted first and directly to the ERO for review and comment, and shall be
considered draft reports subject to revision until final approval by the ERO.
Archeological monitoring and/or data recovery programs required by this

weeks. At the direction of the ERO, the suspension of consiruction can be
extended beyond four weeks only if such a suspension is the only feasible means

Retain qualified
professional archaeologist
from the pool of
archaeological consultants
maintained by the I“Ianmncr
Department.
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Responsibility for

MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL fmplementation

1o reduce to a less than significant level potential effects on a significant
archeological resource as defined in CEQA Guidelines Sect. 15064.5 (&) and (c).

Consultation with Descendant Communities: On discovery of an Project sponsor and On discovery of an ERO to notify descendant

archeological site! associated with descendant Native Americans, the archacological archeological site - group to give opportunity

. - : consultant to notify associated with to monifor and offer
Overseas Chinese, or other potentially interesied descendant group an ERO. descendant group. recommendations as o

appropriate representative? of the descendant group and the ERO shall be ) treatiment. Prov1de copy of
contacted. The representative of the descendant group shall be given the FARR.

opportunity to monitor archeological field investigations of the site and to
offer recommendations to the ERO regarding appropriate archeological
treatment of the site, of recovered data from the site, and, if applicable, any .
interpretative treatment of the associated archeological site. A copy of the
Final Archaeological Resources Report shall be provided to the
representative of the descendant group.

Archeological Testing Program. The archeological consultant shall prepare ) ,
and submit to the ERO for review and approval an archeological testing plan | Archaeological Prior to commencement
(ATP). The archeological testing program shall be conducted in accordance 3‘.’“5;2@{ gltzheERO ) zf den;glmon%nﬂci soil-
with the approved ATP. The ATP shall identify the property types of the rection o1 the AL isturbing activitics.
expected archeological resource(s) that potentially could be adversely affected
by the proposed project, the testing method to be used, and the locations
recommended for testing. The purpose of the archeological testing program
will be to defermine fo the extent possible the presence or absence of
archeological resources and to identify and to evaluate whether any
archeological resource encountered on the site constitutes an historical resource
under CEQA.

Atthe completion ef the archeological testing program, the archeological

consultant shall submit a written report of the findings to the ERO. Ifbased
on the archeological testing program the archeclogical consultant finds that
L_s_ighiﬁcant archeological resources may be present, the ERO in consultation

Prepare an Archeological
Testing Program with ERO
| consultation and approval.

By the term “archeological site”™ is intended here to mlmmally include any archeologxcal deposit, feature, bunal or evidence of burial.

An “apprepriate representative” of the descendant group is here defined to tmean, in the case of Native Americans, any individual listed in the current Nat:va Amencan Contact List for the City
and County of San Francisco maintained by the California Native American Heritage Commission and in the case of the Overseas Chinese, the Chinese Hxstoncal Society of America. An
appropriate representative of other descendant groups should be determined in consultation with the Depariment archeologist.
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resources and to their depositional context;

- The archeological consultant shall advise all project contractors to
 be on the alert for evidence of the presence of the expected

been implemented.

\ One Oak Street
Attachment B to Motion No. 19939
Page 3
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esponsibility
with the archeological consultant shall determine if additional measures are
warranted. Additional measures that may be undertaken include additional
archeological testing, archeological monitoring, and/or an archeological data
.recovery program. No archeological data recovery shall be undertaken
without the prior approval of the ERO or the Planning Department
archeologist. If the ERO determines that a significant archeological resource is
present and that the resource could be adversely affected by the proposed
project, at the discretion of the project sponsor either:
A) The proposed project shall be re-designed so as 1o avoid any
adverse effect on the significant archeological resource; or
B) A data recovery program shall be implemented, unless the ERO
determines that the archeological resource is of greater
interpretive than research significance and that intexpretive use of
the resource is feasible. -
Archeo logzcal Monitoring Prog{am. Ifthe EROin cqnsultatxoP vsfxth the ifﬁ:gfggﬁjf and fffﬁ:,tx ;g; 2:!0 &fqnsultant, iﬁm&g ¥ gr ;?e?a:egﬁP
archeolo_glcal consultant determmes. that an :frcl{eologlcal monitoring program consultant in and ERO shall meet in consultation with the
shall be implemented the archeological monitoring program shall minimally consultation with the prior to commencement | ERO,
include the following provisions: “ERO: of soils-disturbing
" The archeological consultant, project sponsor, and ERO shall meet Z‘;?;ﬁé:fhiko Project sponsor,
and consult on the scope of the AMP reasonably prior to any archeological monitoring | archeological consultant,
project-related soils disturbing activities commencing. The ERC is necessary, monttor atcheological monitor, and
in consultation with the archeological consultant shall determine throughout all sols~ project sponsor’s
what project activities shall be archeologically monitored. In most disturbing activities. contractors shall implement |
cases, any soils- disturbing activities, such as demolition, Considered complete on | the AMP, if required by the
foundation removal, excavation, grading, utilities installation, ERO’s approval of ERO.
" foundation work, driving of piles (foundation, shoring, etc.), site AMP; submittal of report
remediation, etc., shall require archeological monitoring because rcgarc.lmg ﬁndmgs of
. o e 2 . AMP; and ERO’s
of the risk these activities pose to potential archaeological finding that AMP has
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resource(s), of howto identify the evidence of the expected
resource(s), and of the appropriate profocol in the event of
. apparent discovery of an archeological resource;

x The archeological monitor(s) shall be present on the project site
according 1o a schedule agreed upon by the archeological
consultant and the ERO until the ERO has, in consultation with
project archeological consultant, determined that project
construction activities could have no effects on significant

archeological deposits;

* ' The archeological monitor shall record and be authorized to
collect soil samples and artifactual/ecofactial material as
warranted for analysis; )

u If an intact archeological deposit is encountered, all soils-

disturbing activities in the vicinity of the deposit shall cease. The
archeological monitor shall be empowered to temporarily redirect
demolition/excavation/pile driving/construction activities and
equipment until the deposit is evaluated. Ifin the case of pile
driving activity (foundation, shoring, etc.), the archeological
monitor has cause to believe that the pile driving activity may
affect an archeological resource, the pile driving activity shall be
terminated until an appropriate evaluation of the resource has been
made in consultation with the ERO. The archeological consultant
shall immediately notify the ERO of the encountered
archeological deposit. The archeological consultant shall make a
reasonable effort to assess the identity, integrity, and significance
of the encountered archeclogical deposit, and present the findings
of this assessment to the ERO. '

‘Whether or not significant archeplogical resources are encountered, the
archeological consultant shall submit a written report of the findings of the
monitoring program to the ERO,
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Areheological Data Recovery Program. The archeological data recovery Archaealogical Ifthere isa If required, prepare an
program shall be conducted in accord with an archeological data recovery plan | consultantin determination by the ADRP with ERO
(ADRP). The archeological consultant, project sponsor, and ERO shall meet g;l(s)ultahon with the E;E::;t an ADRP is consultation and approval.

and consult on the scope of the ADRP prior to prepatation of a draft ADRP.
The archeological consultant shall submit a drafi ADRP to the ERO. The
ADRP shall identify how the proposed data recovery program will preserve
the significant information the archeological 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 genetal, 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 archeological resources if nondestructive methods are
practical. ,

The scope of the ADRP shall include the following elements:
» Field Methods and Procedures. Descriptions of proposed field
strategies, procedures, and operations.

= Cataloguing and Laboratory Analysis. Description of selected
' cataloguing system and artifact analysis procedures.

n Discard and Deaccession Policy. Description of and rationale
for field and post-field discard and deaccession policies.

u Interpretive Program. Consideration of an on-site/off-site
public interpretive program during the course of the
archeological data recovery program.

" Security Measures. Recommended securify measures to protect
the archeological resource from vandalism, looting, and non-
intentionally damaging activities.

= Final Report. Description of proposed report format and
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shall have up to but not beyond six days of discovery to make all reasonable
efforts to develop an agreement for the treatment of human remains and
associated or unassociated funerary objects with appropriate dignity (CEQA

{ Guidelines. Sec. 15064.5(d)). The agreement should take into consideration
_the appropriate excavation, removal, recordation, analysis, custodianship,

curation, and final disposition of the human remains and associated or
unassociated fumerary objects. Nothing in existing State regulations or in this
mitigation measure compels the project sponsor and the BRO to accept
recommendations of an MLD. The archeological consultant shall retain
possession of any Native American human remains and associated or
unassociated burial objects until completion of any scientific analyses of the
human remains or objects as specified in the treatment agreement if such as
agreement has been made or; otherwise, as determined by the archeological
consultant and the ERO.

Coroner and NAHC, if
necessary.

One Oak Sireet
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distribution of results.
= Curation. Description of the procedures and recommendations
for the curation of any recovered data having potential research
value, identification of appropriate curation facilities, and a
summary of the accession policies of the curation facilities.
Human Remains and Associated or Unassociated Funerary Objects. The Project sponsor and 1n the event human Archaeological consnltant/
freatment of human remains and of associated or unassociated funerary objects | archacological remains and/or funerary | archaselogical
discovered during any soils disturbing activity shall comply with applicable consultant in objects are encountered | monifor/project sponsor or
State and Federal laws. This shail include immediate notification of the consultation with the project sponsor’s contractor to contact San
Coroner of the City and Cotmty of San Francisco and in the event of the San Francisco Cororer, | construction contractor Francisco County Coroner
Coroner’s determination that the human remains are Nafive American remains, | Native American to contact archaeological | and implement regulatory
notification of the California State Native American Heritage Comrmission Heritage Comnission | consultant and ERO. requirements regarding
_(NAHC) who shall appoint a Most Likely Descendant (MLD) (Pub. Res. Code | 224 Most Likely Considered complefe on | discovery ngaﬁve .
Sec. 5097.98). The archeological consultant, project sponsor, ERO, and MLD Descendent. motification of the Sen American human rematns,
£l project sp * ? Francisco County if applicable.
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and data recovery procedures; procedure for the preparation, identification,
analysis, and curation of fossil specimens and data recovered; preconstruction
coordination procedures; and procedures fot reporting the results of the
monitoring program.

One Oak Street
Attachment B to Motion No. 19939
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Final Archeological Resources:Report. The archeological consultant shall Project sponsor and If applicable, afier If applicable, archeological
submit a Draft Final Archeological Resources Report (FARR) to the ERO that | 2cheological completion of consultant to submit a
evaluates the historical significance of any discovered archeclogical resource consultant in archeological data E ARRS ERO for
and describes the archeological and historical research methods employed in the consulation with ERO. ::'1 ‘:I’V::sy ’a:évemowmg’ approval.
archeological testing/monitoring/data recovery program(s) undertaken. inter};)retaﬁ on.
Information that may put at risk any archeological resource shall be provxded in
a separate removable insert within the final report.
Ongce approved by the ERO, copies of the FARR shall be distributed 2s follows: | Project sponsor and . Archaeelogical consultant
California Archaeological Site Survey Northwest Information Center (NWIC) archeological gﬁgl w‘?gle?o? ti]ed to provide ERO with
shall receive one (1) copy and the ERO shall receive a copy of the transmittal of | consultantto distribute | - A_R;;_p provate wiriiten confirmation of
the FARR to the NWIC. The Environmental Planning division of the Planning | FARR. distribution.
Depariment shall receive 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 of Historic Places/California Register of Historical Resources.
In instances of high public interest in or the high interpretive value of the
" resource, the ERO may require a different final report content, format, and
distribution than that presented above.
Mitigation Measure M-CP-3: Paleontological Resources Monitoring and
Mitigation Program .
The project sponsor shall retain the services of a qualified paleontological Project sponsor to Prior to and during ERO to approve final
consultant having expertise in California paleontology to design and “retain appropriately construction. PRMME.
implement a Paleontological Resources Monitoring and Mitigation Program, | qualified consultant to
‘The PRMMP shall include a description of when and where construction gﬁiﬂ?ﬂi&ﬁfﬂ;;m
monitoring would be required; emergency discovery procedures; sampling reporting, if required.

The PRMMP shall be consistent with the Society for Vertebrate Paleontology
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other interdepartmental meetings as deemed necessary by the SEMTA, Public
Works, and the Planning Department, to develop a Coordinated Construction
Management Plan. The Coordinated Construction Management Plan shail
address construction-related vehicle routing, detours, and maintaining fransit,

One QOuak Street
Atfachment B to Motion No. 19939
Page 8
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
One Oak Street Project
(Includes Text for Adopted Mitigation Measures and Improvement Meastures)
- ’ Monitoring/Reporting X
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL Responsinility for Schedule Actions and StatusDate
) . mplementation Responsibility P .
Standard Guidelines for the mitigation of construction-related adverse
impacts to paleontological resources and the requirements of the designated
repository for any fossils collected. 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 sediment or
sedimentary rocks. Monitoring need not be conducted in areas where the
ground has been previously disturbed, in areas of artificial fill, in areas
underlain by non-sedimentary rocks, or in areas where exposed sediment
would be buried, but otherwise undisturbed.
The consultant’s work shall be conducted in accordance with this measure . . .
and at the direction of the City’s ERO. Plans and reports prepared by the The project - Prior to and during Consultant shall provide
: . : paleontological construetion, ifrequired. | brief monthly reports to
consultant shall be submitted first and directly to the ERO for review and consultant fo consalt Considered compl ERO during monitoring or
- . . .. . mplete on
comment, and shall be considered draft reports subject fo revision until final | g - ERO as approval of final as identified in the
approval by the ERO. Paleontological monitoring and/or data recovery indicated. documentation by ERO. | PRMMP, and notify the
programs required by this measure could suspend construction of the 1 ERO immediately if work
proposed project for as short a duration as reasonably possible and in no should stop for data
event for more than a maximum of four weeks. At the direction of the ERO, recovery during
the suspension of construction can be extended beyond four weeks only if monitoring. The ERO to
such a suspension is the only feasible means to reduce potential eﬁects ona Eﬁ‘;ﬁiﬁﬁﬁf
:g]ulgzz; f;lf:;mtologxcal resource as prevmusly defined fo a less- established in the PRVIMP.
Transportation and Circulation Mitigation Measures
Mitigation Measure M-C-TR-7: Cumulative Construction Coordmatwn
If construction of the proposed project is determined to overlap with nearby Project sponsor and Priorto, and as & ﬁﬁ;‘;aggp‘;ﬁim
project(s) as to result in temporary construction-related transportation project construction condition of; building approval of a Coordinated
impacts, the project sponsor or its contractor(s) shall consult with City confractor(s) and permit issuance. Construction Management
departments such as the SFMTA and Public Works through ISCOTT, and Planning Depattment. Plan.
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bicycle, vehicle, and pedestrian movements in the vicinity of the construction
area for the duration of the construction period overlap. Key coordination
meetings would be held jointly between project sponsors and contractors of
other projects for which City departments determine impacts could overlap.
The Coordinated Construction Management Plan shall consider other
ongoing construction in the project vicinity, including development and
transportation infrastructure project, and shall include, but not be limited to,
the following:
e Restricted Construction T: ruck Access Hours — Limit construction Project sponsor and Throughout all phases of gﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁ&e
truck movements to the maximum extent feasible to the hours project construction: construction to the extent | Management Plan,
between 9:00 AM and 4:30 PM, or other times if approved by the contractor(s) applicable.

SEMTA, to minimize disruption to vehicular traffic, including -
transit during the AM and PM peak periods.

e Construction Truck Routing Plans — Identify optimal truck routes
between the regional facilities and the project site, taking into
consideration truck routes of other development projects and any
construction activities affecting the roadway network.

e  Coordination of Temporary Lane and Sidewalk Closures — The
project sponsor shall coordinate lane closures with other projects
requesting concurrent lane and sidewalk closures through the

"ISCOTT and interdeparimental meetings process above, to minimize
the extent and duration of requested lane and sidewalk closures.
Lane closures shall be minimized especially along transit and
bicycle routes, so as to limit the impacts to transit service and
bicycle circulation and safety.

¢ Maintenance of Transit, Vehicle, Bicycle, and Pedestrian Access —
The project sponsor/construction contractor(s) shall meet with
Public Works, SFMTA, the Fire Department, Muni Operations and
other City agencies to coordinate feasible measures to include in the
Coordinated Construction Management Plan to maintain access for
transit, vehicles, bicycles and pedestrians. This shall include an
assessment of the need for temporary transit stop relocations or
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other measures to reduce potential traffic, bicycle, and transit
disruption and pedestrian circulation effects during construction of
the project.’ .

Carpool, Bicycle, Walk and Trausit Access for Construction
Workers — The construction contractor shall include methods to
encourage carpooling, bicycling, walk and transit access to the
project site by construction workers {such as providing transit
subsidies to construction workers, providing secure bicycle parking
spaces, participating in free-to-employee and employer ride
matching program from www.511.0rg, participating in emergency
ride home program through the City of San Francisco
(www.sferh.org), and/or providing transit information to
construction workers).

Construction Worker Parking Plan — The location of construction
waorker parking shall be identified as well as the person(s)
responsible for monitoring the implementation of the proposed
parking plan. The use of on-street parking to accommodate
construction worker parking shall be discouraged. The project
sponsor shall provide on-site parking fo the extent feasible once the
below-grade parking garage is usable. '

Project Construction Updates for Adjacent Businesses and
Residents - To minimize construction impacts on access for nearby
institutions and businesses, the project sponsor shall provide nearby
residences and adjacent businesses with regularly-updated
information regarding project construction, including construction
activities, peak construction vehicle activities (e.g., concrete pours),
travel lane closures, and lane closures. At regular intervals to be

" defined in the Coordinated Construction Management Plan, 2
regular email notice shall be distributed by the project sponsor that
shall provide current construction information of interest to
neighbors, as well as contact information for specific construction
inquiries or concerns.
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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 recepfors as possible, to muffle such noise
sources, and to construct barriers around such sources and/or the
construction site, which could reduce construction noise by ag much
as § dBA. To further reduce noise, the contractor shall locate
stationary equipment in pit areas or excavated areas, if feasible.

The project sponsor shall require the general confractor to use
impact tools {e.g., jack hammers, pavement breakers, and rock
drills) that are hydraulically- or electrically-powered wherever

" possible to avoid noise associated with compressed air exhaust from

pneumatically-powered tools. Where use of pneumatic tools is
unavoidable, an exhaust muffler on the compressed air exhanst shall
be used, along with external noise jackets on the tools, which could
reduce noise levels by as mauch 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 2 manner that minimizes noise to the extent feasible; use of
equipment with effective mufflers; undertaking the most noisy

Planning Dept. and DBL.

One Ozk Street
Attachment B to Motjen No. 19939
-Page 11
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
Oune Oak Street Project
(Includes Text for Adopted Mitigation Measures and Improvement Measures)
: - Monitoring/Reporting
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL Responsibility for Schedule Actions and Status/Date
Implementation R, PR Completed
esponsibility
Noise Mitigation Measures
Mitigation Measure M-NO-2: General Construction Noise Control
Measures
To ensure that project noise from construction activities is minimized to the Project sponsor and - Prior to, and as a Submit contract documents
-maximum extent feasible, the project sponsor and/or its construction project construction condition of building incorporating identified
contractors shall undertake the following: contractor(s). permit issuance. practices along with
documentation designating
* The project sponsor shall require the general contractor to ensure . a Noise Disturbance
that equipment and frucks used for project construction utilize the Implement measures Caordinator and protocol
best available noise control techniques (e.g., improved mufflers, thm“gh"t‘;t all phases of | for noise complaints to
constructiosn.
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activities during times of least disturbance to surrounding residents
and occupants, as feasible; and selecting haul routes that avoid

residential buildings inasmuch as such routes are otherwise feasible. |

Prior to the issuance of building permits, along with the submission
of construction documents, the project sponsor shall submit to the
Planning Department and Department of Building Inspection (DBI}
a list of measures to respond fo 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 number 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.

" Air Quality Mifigation Measures

Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2: Construction Air Quality

Prior to the
commencement of

Project sponsor and
construction

Project sponsor/contractor -

The project sponsor or the project sponsor’s Contractor shall comply with th
Py P project sp on ¥ 5ha mpLy Wi ¢ to submit a Construction

following:

‘A.  Engine Requirements.
1. All offroad equipment greater than 25 hp and operating for

more than 20 total hours over the entire duration of construction }

activities shall have engines that meet or exceed either U.S..

Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) or California Air
Resources Board (ARB) Tier 2 off-road emission standards, and

have been retrofitted with an ARB Level 3 Verified Diesel

contractor(s) shall
prepare and implement
Construction Emissions
Minimization Plan.

construction activities,
the project sponsor must
certify (1) compliance
with the Plan, and (2) all
applicable requirements
of the Plan have been
incorporated into
contract specifications.

Emissions Minimization
Plan. Monthly reports shall
be submitted to the ERO
indicating the construction
phase and off-road
equipment information
used during each phase.
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Emissions Control Strategy. Equipment with engines meeting The Plan shall be kepton. | For off-road equipment
Tier 4 Interim or Tier 4 Final off-road emission standards site and available for using alternative fuels,
automatically meet this requirement. review. Asignshallbe | reporting shall include the
. posted af the perimeter actual amount of
2. Where access to alternative sources of power are reasonably of the c.onstructior-l site alternative fuel nsed.
available, portable diesel engines shall be prohibited. indicating the basic
N X : B requirements of the Plan
3. Diesel engines, whether for off-road or on-road equipment, and where copies ofthe | Within six months of the
shall not be left idling for more than two minutes, at any . Plan are availableto the | completion of construction
location, except as provided in exceptions to the applicable state public for review. activities, the project
regulations regarding idling for off-road and on-road equipment sponsor shall submit to the
(e.g., traffic conditions, safe operating conditions). The - ERO afinal report
Contractor shall post legible and visible signs in English, suglt{lérmﬁicogsgucnm:t
Spanish, and Chinese, in designated queuning areas and at the :{; al‘l’lmfisi.cate :he. sta;te 52 d
;ioni-mcﬁon site to remind operators of the two minuts idling end dates and duration of
1 each construction phase. In
4. The Contractor shall instruct construction workers and :dg;ﬁ;t nitbr ‘znﬁ: r:;:mat'rve
equipment operators on the maintenance and tuning of ﬁ?elsg rep 0;;1 ggsh all
construction equipmm}t, apd require that §uch qukers and inchude the actual amount
operators properly maintain :_and tune equipment in zecordance of alternative fuel used.
with manufacturer specifications.
B. Waivers. Considered complete upon
1. The Planning Departmerit’s Environmental Review Officer or ERO/Planning Department
. . A review and approval of
designee (ERO) may waive the alternative source of power Constroction Brmissions
requireme‘nt f’f Subs.ectim} (A)2)ifan z_ﬂternative source of Minfmization Plan or
power is limited or infeasible at the project site. If the ERO alternative measures that .
grants the waiver, the Contractor must submit documentation * - achieve the same emissions
that the equipment used for onsite power generation meets the reduction.
requirements of Subsection (A)(1).
2. The ERO may waive the equipment requirements of Subsection

(A)(1) if: a particular piece of off-road equipment with an ARB
Level 3 VDECS is technically not feasible; the equipment
would not produce desired emissions reduction due to expected
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C. Construction Emissions Minimization Plan.

operating modes; installation of the equipment would create a
safety hazard or impaired visibility for the operator; ot, there is
a compelling emergency need to use off-road equipment that is
not retrofitted with an ARB Level 3 VDECS. If the ERO grants
the waiver, the Contractor must use the next cleanest piece of
off-road equipment, according to Table M-AQ-2, below.

Table M-AQ-2: Off-Road Equipment Compliance Step-~

" down Schedule
g;’;;ﬂ;:;:;e gﬁ;ﬁrﬁm‘mon Emissions Control
1 Tier2 ARB Level 2 VDECS
2 Tier2 ARB Level 1 VDECS
3 ' Tier2 Alternative Fuel*
| * Alternative fuels are not a VDECS ‘

How to use the table: If the ERO determines that the equipment
requirements cannot be met, then the project sponsor would need to
meet Compliance Alternative 1, If'the ERO determines that the
Contracfor cannot supply offroad equipment meeting Compliance
Alternative 1, then the Contractor must meet Compliance Alternative 2.
Ifthe ERO determines that the Condractor cannot supply off-road
equipment meeting Compliance Alternative 2, then the Contractor must
meet Compliance Aliernative 3.

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

1. The Plan shall include estimates of the construction timeline by
phase, with a description of each piece of off-road equipment
required for every construction phase. The description may

include, but is not limited to: equipment type, equipment
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N

manufacturer, equipment identification number, engine model
year, engine certification (Tiet rating), horsepower, engine
serial number, and expected fuiel usage and hours of operation.
For VDECS installed, the description may include: technology
type, serial number, make, model, manufacturer, ARB
verification number level, and installation date and hour meter
reading on installation date. For off-road equipment using
alternative fuels, the description shall also specify the type of
alternative fuel being used.

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

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

Moniforing.

After start of Construction Activities, the Contractor shalf submit
guarterly reports to the ERO documenting compliance with the Plan.
After completion of construction activities and prior to receiving a
final certificate of occupancy, the project sponsor shall submit to the
ERO a final report summarizing construction activities, including
the start and end dates and duration of each construction phase, and
the specific information required in the Plan.




8881

Case No. 2009.0159E

. Transportation and C'lrculatlan ImprovementMeasures

One Oak Street
Attachment B to Motion No. 19939
Page 16
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
One Ozak Street Project
(Includes Text for Adopted Mitigation Measures and Improvement Measures)
. Monitoring/Reporting
MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL Responsibility fox Schedule Actions and Sésfx‘l‘;’&ﬁ
P Responsibility
M-AQ-4: Best Available Control Technology for Diesel Generators ) _
The project sponsor shall ensure that the backup diesel generator meet or Project sponsor i ;f;é%ﬁ?é: 5 ding fggﬁf sgz Z;f’;ftﬁfign o
exceed one of the following emission standards for particulate matter: (1) permit issuance, the Planning Department
Tier 4 certified engine, or (2) Tier 2 or Tier 3 certified engine that is equipped verifying best available
with a California Air Resources Board(ARB) Level 3 Verified Diesel control technology for all
Emissions Control Strategy (VDECS). A non-verified diesel emission installed diesel generators
control strategy may be used if the filter has the same particulate matter on the project site.

reduction as the identical ARB verified model and if the Bay Area Air
Quality Management District (BAAQMD) approves of its use. The project
sponsor shall submit documentation of compliance with the BAAQMD New
Source Review permitting process (Regulation 2, Rule 2, and Regulation 2,
Rule 5) and the emission standard requirement of this mitigation measure to
the Planning Department for review and approval prior to issuance of a

permit for a backup diesel generator from any City agency.

Considered complete upon
submitial of documentation
to the Planning
Department.

Improvement Measure I-TR-B: Loading Operations Plan

As an improvement measure to reduce potential conflicts between dtiveway

-| operations, including loading activities, and pedestrians, bicycles, and

vehicles on Oak and Market streets, the project sponsor could prepare a
Loading Operations Plan, and submit the plan for review and approval by the
Planning Department and the SFMTA prior to receiving the final certificate
of occupancy. As appropriate, the Loading Operations Plan could be
periodically reviewed by the sponsor, the Planning Department, and the
SFMTA and revised as necessary and feasible to more appropnately respond
to changes in street or circulation conditions.

Project sponsor

Prior to, and as a
condition of, certificate
of occupancy issuance.

Develop and obtain,
Planning Department and
SFMTA approval of a
Loading Operations Plan.
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: . e . Implementation of this
The Loading Operations Plan would include a set of guidelines related to the | Project sponsor or improvement measure is
operation of the Oak Street driveways into the loading facility, and large building management | /00500 and enforceable
truck curbside access guidelines, and would specify driveway attendant representative during the life of the
responsibilities to ensure that truck queuning and/or substantial conflicts project.

between project loading/unloading activities and pedestrians, bicyclists,
transit and autos do not ocour. Elements of the Loading Operations Plan may
include the following:

e  Commercial loading for the project should be accommodated on-site and
within planned on-street commercial loading spaces on Oak Street.
Loading activities should comply with all posted time limits and all other
posted restrictions.

&  Double parking or any form of illegal parking or loading should not be
permitted on Oak or Market streets. Working with the SFMTA Parking
Control Officers, building management should ensure that no project-
related loading activities occur within the Oak Street pedestrian plaza, or
within the Market Street bicycle lanes, or upon any sidewalk, or within
any travel lane on either Market, Franklin, or Oak streets.

e  Building management should direct residents to schedule all move-in
and move-out activities and deliveries of large items (e.g., furniture) with
building management.

» All move-in and move-out activities for both the proposed project and
the adjacent 1546-1554 Market Street residential project should be
coordinated with building management for each project. For move-in and
move-out activities that would require loading vehicles larger than 40
feet in length, building management should request a reserved curbside
permit for Oak Street from the SEMTA. in advance of move-in or move-
out activities. (Information on SFMTA temporary signage permit process
available online at hitps://www.sfinta.com/services/streeis-
sidewalks/temporary-signage)

e Reserved curb permits along Oak Street should be available throughout
the day, with the exception of the morning and evening peak periods on
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weekdays, or 60 minutes following the end of any scheduled events at
any adjacent land uses on the project block of Oak Street or at the
proposed pedestrian plaza, whichever is later, to avoid conflicts with
commercial and passenger loading needs for adjacent land uses and the
proposed pedestrian plaza. Weekend hours should not be restricted, with
the exceptions that if events are planned on weekend days at adjacent,
land uses on the project block or within the pedestrian plaza, reserved
curb permits should be granted for 60 minutes following the end of any
scheduled events at any adjacent land uses on the project block of Oak
Street or at the proposed pedesttian plaza.

The granted hours of réserved curbside permits should not confliet with
posted sireet sweeping schedules.

Building management should implement policies which prohibit any
project-related loading operations, including passenger loading,
residential deliveries, retail deliveries, aud move-in and move-out
activities, from occurring within the existing commercial loading zone
on Market Street. To achieve this, building management should be
instructed to proactively direct residents and retail tenants to utilize the
on-site loading spaces and the Oak Street loading zones. In addition,
building management shonld include within its leases, vendor contracts,
and governing documents (i.e., CC&Rs and Rules & Regulations),
written prohibitions against project-related loading and unloading
operations from oceurring within the existing commereial loading zone
on Market Street. These operations include, but are not limited to,
residential deliveries, move-in-and move-out activities, and passenger
pick-up and drop-off activities. -
The HOA should make commercially reasonable efforts to request of the
service provider that all trash, recycling and compost pick-up activity
should be scheduled to ocour only during non-AM and PM peak hours (9
am to 3:30 pm and 6 pm to 7 am). -

Trash bins, dumpsters and all other containers related to refuse collection
should remain in the building at street level until the arrival of the

collection truck. Refuse should be collected from the building via Osk
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Street, and bins should be returned into the building. At no point should '
trash bins, empty or loaded, be left on Oak Street on the sidewalk,
roadway, or proposed pedestrian plaza.
Improvement Measure I-TR-C: Construction Measures , )
. . : : . Project sponsor and Priorto,and as a Develop and obtain
L.onsiruciion Management Iian 1or 1ransportation — p . e .
Construction Management Plan for Transportation ~The project sponsor projet construction- condition of, building SFMTA and DPW

should develop and, upon review and approval by the SFMTA and Public P .
Works, impleienf; Cponsu-uétion Manggement I}’,lan addressing contractor(s). permit issuance. %ﬁgn;i:gﬁtmmm
transportation-related circulation, access, staging and hours of delivery. The
Construction Management Plan would disseminate appropriate information to
contractors and affected agencies with respect to coordinating construction
activities to minimize overall disruption and ensure that overall circulation in
the project area is maintained to the extent possible, with particular focus on
ensuring transit, pedestrian, and bicycle connectivity. The Construction
Management Plan would supplement and expand, rather than modify or
supersede, manual, regulations, or provisions set forth by the SFMTA, Public
Works, or other City departments and agencies, and the California
Department of Transportation. Management practices could include: best
practices for accommodating pedestrians and bicyclists, identifying routes for
construction trucks to utilize, minimizing deliveries and travel lane closures
during the AM (7:30 to 9:00 AM) and PM (4:30 to 6:00 PM) peak periods
along South Van Ness Avenue and Mission Street (Monday through Friday).

Carpool. Bicycle, Wal'lg, and Transit Access for Construction Workers — To Project sponsor and Implementation of this

minimize parking demand and vehicle trips associated with construction project consiruction improvement measure is

workers, the construction contractor could include as part of the Construction | contractor(s). ongoing and enforeeable

Meanagement Plan methods to encourage carpooling, bicycle, walk, and throughout all phases of
construction.

transit access to the project site by construction workers (such as providing
transit subsidies to construction workers, providing secure bicycle parking
spaces, participating in free-to-employee ride matching program from
www.511.0rg, participating in the emergency ride home program through the
City of San Francisco (www.sferh.org), and providing transit information to
construction workers.
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Construction Worker Parking Plan — As part of the Construction,
Management Plan that would be developed by the construction contractor,
the location of construction worker parking could be identified as well as the
person(s) responsible for monitoring the implementation of the proposed
parking plan. The use of on-street parking to accommodate construction

worker parking could be discouraged. The project sponsor could provide on- '

site parking once the below grade parking garage is usable.
Project Construction Updates for Adjacent Businesses and Residents —Asan

improvement measure to minimize construction impacts on access to nearby
institutions and businesses, the project sponsor would provide nearby

| residences and adjacent businesses with regularly updated information

regarding project construction, including construction activities, peak
construction vehicle activities (e.g., concrete pours), travel lane closures, and
parking lane and sidewalk closures. The project sponsor could create a web
site that would provide current consfruction information of interest to
neighbors, as well as contact information for specific construction inquiries
Or concerns.

Wind Improvement Measure

Improvement Measure I-W-1: Wind Reduction Features

To reduce ground-level wind speeds and project comfort criteria exceedances
in areas used for public gathering, such as MUNI transit stops and crosswalk
entrances, the Project Sponsor is encouraged to install, or facilitate
installation of, wind reduction measures that conld include but are not limited
to structures, canopies, wind screens and landscaping as feasible. In so doing,
the Project Sponsor would coordinate with the Planning Department and
representatives of responsible City agencies or third parties, as may be
warranted by the specific nature and location of the improvement, as
applicable.

Project sponsor

Install, wind reduction
features prior to issuance
of a certificate of

pccupancy.

Project sponsor fo
coordinate with the
Planning Department and
other responsible agencies
to determine the focations
and types of wind reduction
features to be implemented.
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415.558.6377

ADOPTING FINDINGS, WITH THE RECOMMENDATION'~ OF THE GENERAL

MANAGER OF THE RECREATION AND PARK DEPARTMENT, IN CONSULTATION
WITH THE RECREATION AND PARK COMMISSION, THAT NET NEW SHADOW ON
PATRICIA’S GREEN, PAGE AND LAGUNA MINI-PARK, AND THE PROPOSED 11™
AND NATOMA PARK DESIGNATED FOR ACQUISITION BY THE RECREATION AND
PARK COMMISSION BY THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 1540 MARKET STREET WOULD
NOT BE ADVERSE TO THE USE OF PATRICIA’S GREEN, PAGE AND LAGUNA MINI-
PARK, OR THE FPROPOSED 11™ AND NATOMA PARK AND ADOPTING FINDINGS
UNDER THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT. .

PREAMBLE

Under Planning Code Section ("Section") 295, a building permit application for a project exceeding a .

height of 40 feet cannot be approved if there is any shadow impact on a property under the jurisdiction of
the Recreation and Park Department, unless the Planning Commission, upon recommendation from the

General Manager of the Recreation and Park Department, in consultation with the Recreation and Park

Commission, makes a determination that the shadow impict will not be significant or adverse.

s sfpianningone
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On February 7, 1989, the Recreation and. Park Commission and the Planning Commission adopted criteria
establishing absolute cumulative limits for additional shadows on fourteen parks throughout San
Francisco (Planning Commission Resolution No, 11595). '

Patricia’s Green-is a 0.41 acre park located in the Western Addition neighborhood along the former
Central Freeway parcel where Octavia Boulevard splits into two lanes flanking the park to the east and
“west. The park is bounded by Hayes Street to the north and Fell Street to the south. Patricia’s Green is
characterized by a picnic seating area, a circular plaza, grassy areas, and a children’s play area. The
neighborhood immediately surrounding Patricia’s Green is characterized by residential bulldmgs of two
fo five stories in height, as well as ground floor retail and restaurant uses.

On an ‘annual basis, the Theoretically Available Annual Sunlight ("TAAS") on Patricia’s Green (with no
adjacent structures present) is approximately 66,622,661 square-foot-hours of sunlight. Existing structures
in the area cast shadows on that total approximately 12,034,236 square-foot hours, or approximately 18.06
percent of the TAAS.

Page Laguna Mini Park is a 0.15 acre park 6 located in the Western Addition Neighborhood of San
Francisco on Assessor’s Block 0852 / Lot 015. It is located mid-block with residences east and west and is
bounded by Page Street to the north and Rose Street to the south, Page Laguna Mini Park is enclosed by
fences--cne alorig Rose Street and another which hisects the site from east to west. The mini park has two
entrances oh Page and Rose Streets, respectively which are connected by a meeandering serpentine path
creating a pedestrian connection between the two streets. The mini park features two fixed benches, a
designated community gardening area and several trees ranging in size from small shrubbery to
deciduous trees with larger canopies.

On an annual basis, the Theoretically Available Annual Sunlight (‘“TAAS") on Page and Laguna Mini Park
{with no adjacent structures present) is approximately 24,402,522 square-foot-hours of sunlight., Existing
structures in the area cast shadows on that total approximately 12,098,693 square-foot hours, or
approximately 49.58 percent of the TAAS,

On an arnual basis, the Theoretically Available Annual Sunlight ("TAAS") on the proposed 11t and
Natoma Park (with no adjacent structures present) is approximately 72,829,287 square-foot-hours of
sunlight. Existing structures in the area cast shadows on that total approximately 14,449,512 square-foot
hours, or approximately 19.480 percent of the TAAS. .

On February 26, 2009, Stephen Miller of Reuben & Junius, LLP filed an Environmental Evaluation
application on behalf of CMR Capital, LLC, the previous property owner for a previous iteration of the
project that occupied Assessor’s Block 0836, Lots 002, 003, 004, and 005 but did not include the
easternmost lot on the block (Lot 1) within the project site, and on August 27, 2012, John Kevlin of Reuben
& Junius, LLP filed a revision to the Environmental Evaluation application on behalf of CMR Capital,
LLC. The current project sponsor, One Oak Owner, LLC, submitted updated project information to the
Planning Department to add Lot 001 and to address changes in the project under the same Planning
Department Case Number (Case No. 2009.0159E) after acquiring the site in 2014.

SAH FRANGISGO . 2
FLANNING DEPARTMENT -

1894



Motion Me. 19940 v CASE NO, 2009.0159EGPAMAPDNXCUAVARK
Hearing Date: June 15, 2017 1540 Market Street

On November 18, 2015 and December 9, 2016 Steve Kuklin of Build, Inc., on behalf of One Oak Owner,

LLC (“Project Sponsor”) filed applications requesting approval of a.) a Downtown Project Authorization
putsuant to Section 309 of the San Francisco Planning Code; b.) a Zoning Map Amendment; ¢.) a General

Plan Amendment to change 668 square feet of the eastern 15 feet of Assessor's Block 0836, Lot 001 from

120/400-R-2 to 120-R-2, and an equivalent 668 square feet, 4-7.5" wide area located 28-3" from the

western edge of Assessor's Block 0836, Lot 005 from 120-R-2 to 120/ 400-R-2; d.) a Conditional Use

Authorization for on-site parking in excess of the amount principally permitted pursuant to Planning
Code Section 303; e.) Variances for Dwelling Unit Exposure and Maximum Parking/Loading Entrance

Width pursuant to Planning Code Sections 140 and 145.1(c)(2); f.) an Exemption for Elevator Penthouse

Height, pursuant to 260(b)(1)(B),; h.) an In-Kind Fee Waiver Agreement for public realm improvements

pursuant to Planning Code Sections 421.3(d) and 424.3(c). These approvals are necessary to facilitate the

construction of a mixed-use project located at 1540 Market Street, Assessor Block 0836, Lots 1, 2, 3, 4 and

5, ('"Project”), The Project proposes to build an approximately 400-foot tall building containing.
approximately 304 dwelling units with a directed in-lieu contribution to facilitate the development of
approximately 72 Below Market Rate dwellings uhits within 0.3 miles of the project site (the “Octavia

BMR Project’”), amounting to 24 percent of the 304-unit Project, subject to a letter and the conditions set

_forth therein from the Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development, including the

requirement for an independent environmental review of the Octavia BMR Project under CEQA.,

On November 1, 2016, in accordance with the Entertainment Commission’s guidelines for review of
residential development proposals under Administrative Code Chapter 116, a hearing was held for the
Project, and the Entertainment Commission made a‘motion to recommend the standard “Recommended
Noise Attenuation Conditions for Chapter 116 Projects.” The Entertainment Commission recommended
that the Planning Department andfor Department of Building Inspection adopt these standard
recommendations into the development permit(s) for this Project,

On January 5, 2017, the Commission held a duly advertised public hearing on the DEIR, at which
" opportunity for public comment was given, and public comment was received on the DEIR. The period
for commenting on the EIR ended on January 10, 2017, The Department prepared responses to comments
on environmental issues received during the 45-day public review period for the DEIR, prepared
revisions to the text of the DEIR in response to comments received or based on additional information
that became available during the public review period, and corrected clerical errors in the DEIR.

On February 23, 2017, the Planning Commission adopted Resolutions 19860 and 19861 to initiate
legislation entitled, (1) “Ordinance amending the General Plan by revising the height designation for the
One Oak Street Project, at the Van Ness / Oak Street / Market Street intersection, Assessor’s Block 0836
Lots 001 and 005 on Map 3 of the Market and Octavia Area Plan and on Map 5 of the Downtown Area
Plan; adopting findings under the California Environmental Quality Act; and making findings of
consistency with the General Plan and the eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1;" and (2)
Ordinance amending the Planning Code to change the height and bulk district classification of Block
0836, portions of Lots 001 and 005 for the One Oak Project, at the Van Ness / Oak Street / Market Street
Intersection, as follows: rezoning the eastern portion of the property, along Van Ness Averue, located at
Assessor’s Block 0836, Lot 001 (1500 Market Street) from 120/400-R-2 to 120-R-2; and rezoning the central
portion of the property, located at Assessor’s Block 0836, Lot 005 (1540 Market Street) from 120-R-2 to
120/400-R-2; affirming the Planning Commission’s determination under the California Environmental
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Quality Act; and making findings, including findings of public necessity, convenience and welfare under
Planning Code Section 302, and findings of consistency with the General Plan and the eight priority
policies of Planning Code Section 101.1,” respectively.

On June 1, 2017, the Planning Department published a Responses to Comments document. A Final
" Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter “FEIR”) has been prepared by the Department, consisting of
the DEIR, any consultations and comments received during the public review process, any additional
information that became available, and the Responses to Comments docurnent all as required by law,

Ont June 15, 2017, 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 reviewed comply with
the provisions of CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative
Code. The FEIR was certified by the Commission on June 15, 2017 by adoption of its Motion No. 19938.

At the same Hearing and in conjunction with this motion, the Commission made and adopted findings of
fact and decisions regarding the Project description and objectives, significant impacts, significant and
unaveoidable impacts, mitigation measures and alternatives, and a statement of overriding considerations,
based on substantial evidence in the whole record of this proceeding and pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act, California Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq. (“CEQA”),
particularly Section 21081 and 21081.5, the Guidelines for Implementation of CEQA, 14 California Code
of Regulations Section 15000 et seq. (“CEQA Guidelines”), Section 15091 through 15093, and Chapter 31
of the San Francisco Administrative Code ("Chapter 31") by its Motion No. 19939, The Commission
adopted these findings as required by CEQA, separate and apart from the Commission’s certification of
the Project’s Final EIR, which the Commission certified prior to adopting these CEQA findings. The
Commission hereby incorporates by reference the CEQA findings set forth in Motion No. 19939,

On June 15, 2017, the Commission conducted a duly noticed pnblic hearing at a regularly scheduled
meeting regarding (1) the General Plan Amendment amending Map 3 of the Market and Octavia Area
Plan and on Map 5 of the Downtown Area Plan; and {2) the ordinance amending the Zoning Map HT07
to rezone portions of Lots 001 and 005 on Assessor's Block 0836. At that meeting the Commission
Adopted (1) Resolution No. 19941 recommending that the Board of Supervisors approve the requested
General Plan Amendment; and (2) Resolution No. 19942 recommending that the Board of Superv:sors
approve the requested Planrung Code Map Amendments.

On June 15, 2017, the Planning Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regnlarly
scheduled meeting regarding the Downtown Project Authorization application, Conditional Use
application, and Variance and Elevator Exemption application 2009.0159EGPAMAPDNXCUAVARK, At
the same hearing the Commission determined that the shadow cast by the Project would not have any
adverse effect on Parks within the jurisdiction of the Recreation and Parks Department. The Commission
heard and considered the testimony presented to it at the public hearing and further considered written -
materials and oral testimony presented on behalf of the applicant, Department staff and other interested
parties, and the record as a whole.

On June 15, 2017, the Recreation and Park Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a
regularly scheduled meeting and, in consultation with their General Managet, recommended that the
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Planning Commission find that the shadows cast by the Project on Patricia’s Green, Page and Laguna
Mini-Park, and the proposed park at 11t and Natoma Streets will not be adverse to the use of Patricia’s
Green, Page and Laguna Mini-Park, or the proposed park at 11*» and Natoma Streets,

The Planning Department, Jonas P, lonin, is the custodian of records; all pertinent documents are located
in the File for Case No. 2009.0159EGPAMAPDNXCUAVARK, at 1650 Mission Street, Fourth Floor, San
Francisco, California, )

The Planning Commission has reviewed and considered reports, studies, plans and other documents |

pertairﬁrig to the Project.

The Planning Coimmission has heard and considered the testimony presented at the public hearing and
has further considered the written materials and oral testimony presented on behalf of the Project
Sponsor, Department staff, and other interested parties. '

FINDINGS

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

1. The foregoing recitals are accurate, and also constitute findings of this Commission,

2. The Commission made and adopted environmental findings by its Motion No. 19939, which are
incorporated by reference as though fully set forth herein, regarding the Project description and
objectives, significant impacts, significant and unavoidable impacts, mitigation measures and
alternatives, and a statement of overriding considerations, based on substantial evidence in the
whole record of this proceeding and pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act,
Section 15091 through 15093, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administtative Code ("Chapter
31"). The Commission adopted these findings as required by CEQA, éeparate and apart from the
Commission's certification of the Project’s Final EIR, which the Commission certified prior to
adopting the CEQA findings.

3. The additional shadow cast by the Project, while numerically significant, would not be adverse,
and is not expected to interfere with the use of Patricia’s Green, for the following reasons:

a, The proposed project would reduce the annual available insolation by about 0,22 percent
(a reduction of 148,200 square foot hours of sunlight). This results m a total shadow load
of 12,182,435 square foot hours and a reduction of the available insolation by 18.28
percent. '

b. Although the additional shadow cast by the proposed project has a numerically
significant effect, the magnitude of the additional shadow amounts to a reasonable and
extremely small loss of sunlight for a park in an area slated for increased building heights
and residentjal density. ’

¢.  The net new shadow cast upon Patricia’s Green from the Project would occur in the early
- momings from February 17 through April 5, and again from September 8 through

SAN FRANGISCO 5
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October 25, when observed I;ark usage is relatively sparse compared to later moming,
midday peak and afternoon times. At these times, the southwest portion of the park
would continue to be unshaded by existing and pro;ect shadow and would be available
to those park users seeking sunlight..

The net new shadow cast is relatively small in area and the average daily duration of the
net new shadow is approximately 28 minutes,

4. The additional shadow cast by the Project, while numerically significant, would not be adverse,
and is not expected to interfere with the use of the Page and Laguna Mini Park, for the following
reasons:

a.

The proposed project would reduce the annual available insolation by about 0.04 percent
(a reduction of 9,576 square foot hours of sunlight). This results in a total shadow load of

12,108,269 square foot hours and a reduction of the available insolation by 49.62 percent.

Although the additional shadow cast by the proposed project has a numerically
significant effect, the magnitude of the additional shadow amounts to a reasonable and
extremely small loss of sunlight for a park i m an area slated for increased building heights
and residential denszty

The riet riew shadow cast upon Page and Laguna Mini Park from the Préjecf would occur
in the early mornings from May 19 through July 26, when observed park use would be

" considered low.

The net new shadow cast is relatively smiall in area and the average daily dura’uon of the
net new shadow is apprommately 15 minutes.

5. The additional shadow cast by the Project would be numerically insignificant, and therefore
would not be adverse, and is not expected to interfere with the use of the proposed 11* and
Natoma Park, for the following reasons:

a

SAY FRANCISECO

The proposed project would reduce the amnwal available insolation by about 0.004

"percent {a reduction of 2,838 square foot hours of sunlight), This results in a total

shadow load of 14,452,350 square foot hours and a reduction of the available insolation
by 19.844 percent.

The additional shadow-cast by the proposed project has a numerically insignificant effect,
and the magnitude of the additional shadow amounts to a reasonable and exiremely
small loss of sunlight for a park in an area slated for increased building heights and
residential density.

The net new shadow cast upon the proposed 11% and Natoma Park from the Project
would occur in the early evenings from June 9 through July 5.
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d. The net new shadow cast is relatively small in area and the average daily duration of the
net new shadow is approximately 18 minutes.

6. General Plan Compliance, The Project is, on balance, consistent with the Objectives and Policies
of the General Plan, for the reasons set forth in the findings in the Downtown Project
Authorization, Motion No. 19943, whlch are incorporated by reference as though fully set forth

" herein.

7. Planning Code Section 101.1(b) establishes eight priority-planning pelicies and requires review
“of permits for consistency with said policies. On balance, the Project complies with said policies,
for the reasons set forth in the Downtown Project Authorization, Motion No. 19943 which are
incorporated by reference as though fully set forth herein.

8. The Project is consistent with and would promote the general and specific purposes of the Code
provided under Section 101.1(b) in that, as designed, the Project would contxibute to the character
and stability of the neighborhood and would constitute a beneficial development.

9. A determination by the Planning Commission and the Recreéation and Park Commission to
allocate net new shadow to the Project does not constitute an approval of the Project. ’
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DECISION

That based upon the Record, the submissions by the Project Sponsor, the staff of the Planning
Department, the recommendation of the General Manager of the Recreation and Park Department, in
consultation with the Recreation and Park Commission, and other interested parties, the oral tesimony
presented to the Planning Commission at the public hearing, and all other written materials submitted by
all parties, the Planning Commission hereby DETERMINES, under Shadow Analysis Application No.
2009.0159EGPAMAPDNXCUAVARK, that the net new shadow cast by the Project on Patricia’s Green,
Page and Laguna Mini Park, and the proposed park at 11% and Natoma Streets will not be adverse to the
use of Patricia’s Green, Page and Laguna Mini-Park, or the proposed park at 11% and Natoma Streets.

I hereby certify that the foregoing Motion was ADOPTED by the Planning Commission at its regular
meeting on June 15, 2017,

Comumission Secretary

AYES: . Commissioners Hillis, Johnson, Melgar, Moote, Richards
NAYES: Commissioner Koppel

ABSENT: Commissioner Fong

ADOPTED:  TJune 15,2017
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1650 Mission St -
. s . Suie 400
Planning Commission san Feniscr,
; . : : CA 84103-2479
Planning Code Text and Zoning Map Amendmentsamo:
. 415.558.8378
Resolution No. 19942 o
HEARING DATE: JUNE 15, 2017 . WeswmGang
Project Name: _ 1540 Market Street (a.k.a One Oak) ' o ‘ Il‘ﬂl;a;r:yi}r;%om
Case Number: 2009.0159EGPAMAPDNXCUAVARK 415.558.6377
Project Sponsor: Steve Kuklin, 415.551.7627
Build, Inc.
315 Linden Street
steve@bldsf.com
San Francisco, CA 941_02 )
Staff Contact: Tina Chang, AICP, LEED AP |

tina.chang@sfgov,org, 415-575-9197

RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS THE APPROVAL OF AN
AMENDMENT TO THE PLANNING CODE TO FACILITATE THE CONSTRUCTION OF A MIXED-
USE BUILDING CONTAINING APPROXIMATELY 304 DWELLING UNITS AND GROUND FLOOR
RETAIL AND AMEND HEIGHT AND BULK MAP HT07 TO REDESIGNATE A PORTION OF THE
HEIGHT AND BULK OF ASSESSOR'S BLOCK 0836, LOTS 001 AND 005; MAKE AND ADOPT
FINDINGS, INCLUDING FINDINGS OF CONSISTENCY WITH THE GENERAL PLAN AND THE
EIGHT PRIORITY POLICIES OF PLANNING CODE SECTION 101.1 AND FINDINGS UNDER THE
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT.

PREAMBLE

WHEREAS, Section 4,105 of the Charter of the City and County of San Francisco authorizes the Planning
Commission to propose ordinances regulating or controlling the height, area, bulk, set-back, location, use
or related aspects of any building, structure or land for Board of Supervisors’ consideration and
periodically recommend to the Board of Supervisors for approval or rejection proposed amendments to -
the General Plan; and 4

WHEREAS, the Planning Code and associated zoning maps implement goals, policies, and programs of
the General Plan for the future physical development of the City and County of 5an Francisco that take
into consideration social, economic and environmental factors; and '

WHEREAS, the Planning Code and associated zoning maps shall be periodically amended in response to
changing physical, social, economic, environmental or legislative conditions; and

WHEREAS, on February 26, 2009, Stephen Miller of Reuben & Junius, LLP filed an Environmental
Evaluation application on behalf of CMR Capital, LLC, the previous property ownet, for a previous
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iteration of the project that occupied Lots 2, 3, 4, and 5 of Assessor’s Block 0836 but did not include the
easternmost lot on the block (Lot 1) within the project site. On August 27, 2012, John Kevlin of Reuben &
Junius, LLP filed a revision to the Environmental Evaluation application on behalf of CMR Capital, LLC.
The current project sponsor, One Oak Owner, LLC,. submitted updated project information to the
Planning Department to add Lot 1 and to address changes in the project under the same Planning
Department Case Number (Case No. 2009.0159E),

WHEREAS, On November 18, 2015 and December 9, 2016 Steve Kuklin of Build, Inc.,, on behalf of One
Oak Owner, LLC (“Project Sponsor”) filed applications requesting approval of a.) a Downtown Project
Authorization pursnant to Section 309 of the San Francisco Planning Code; b) a Zoning Map
Amendment; c.) a General Plan Amendment to change 668 square feet of the eastern 15 feet of Assessor’s
Block 0836, Lot 001 from 120/400-R-2 to 120-R-2, and an equivalent 668 square feet, 4-7.5" wide area
located 28'-3" from the western edge of Assessor's Block 0836, Lot 005 from 120-R-2 to 120/ 400-R-2; d.) a
Conditional Use Authorization for on-site parking in éxcess of the amount principally permitted
pursuant to Planning Code Section 303; e.) Variances for Dwelling Unit Exposure and Maximum
Parking/Loading Entrance Width pursuant to Planning Code Sections 140 and 145,1(c)(2); £.) an Elevator
Penthouse Height Exemption, pursuant to 260(b)(1)(B); h.} an In-Kind Fee Waiver Agreement for public
realm improvements pursuant to Planning Code Sections 421.3(d) and 424.3(c). These approvals are
necessary to facilitate the construction of a mixed-use project located at 1540 Market Street, Assessor
Block 0836, Lots 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5, ("Project”). The Project proposes to build an approximately 400-foot tall
building containing approximately 304 dwelling units with a directed in-lieu contribution to facilitate the
development of approximately 72 Below Market Rate dwellings units within 0.3 miles of the project site
(the “Octavia BMR Project”), amounting to 24 percent of the 304-unit Project, subject to a letter and the
conditions set forth therein from the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development, including
the requirement for an independent environmental review of the Octavia BMR Project under the CEQA ;

WHEREAS, the Project is located on the Market Street transit cortidor, and responds to the transit-rich
Iocation by proposing increased housing and employment on the Project site; and

WHEREAS, the project site is located within the Hub Plan Area currently being studied by the Planning
Department and.is consistent with the proposed heights and bulks associated with the Matket and
Octavia Plan Area, as well as those currently envisioned for the Hub Project; and

WHEREAS, the Project would address the City’s severe need for additional housing for low income
households, by providing a directed in-Heu contribution to facilitate the development of approximately
72 Below Market Rate dwellings units within 0.3 miles of the project site, amounting to 24 percent of the
304 unit Project; subject to a letter and the conditions set forth therein from the Mayor’s Office of Housing
and Community Development, including the requirement for an independent environmental review of
the Octavia BMR Project under the CEQA; and

WHEREAS, the proposed Zoning Map Amendment would not result in increased development potential
from what is permitted under the existing height and bulk district; and

WHEREAS, the Project proposes neighborhood-serving amemnes, such as new ground floor retail and
proposes new pubhdy accessible open space; and

WHEREAS, the City Attorney’s Office drafted a Proposed Ordinance, attached hereto as Exhibit [__] to
make the necessary amendments to Zoning Map HT07 to implement the Project. The Office of the City
Attorney approved the Proposed Ordinance as to form; and
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WHEREAS, on November 16, 2016, the Planning Department published a Draft Environmental Impact
Report (“DEIR”) for public review (Case No: 2009.0159E). The DEIR was available for public comment
until January 10, 2017. On January 5, 2017, the Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing to
solicit comments regarding the DEIR. On June 1, 2017, the Department published a Comments and
Responses document, responding to comments made regarding the DEIR prepared for the Project.
Together, the Comments and Responses document and DEIR comprise the Final EIR (“FEIR"). On June
15, 2017, the Planning Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled
meeting to certify the FEIR through Motion No. 19938; and

WHEREAS, on June 15, 2017, the Commission adopted the FEIR and the mitigation and improvement
measures contained in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (“MMRP"), attached as
Attachment B of the CEQA Findings Motion No. 19939; and

. WHEREAS, on June 15, 2017, the Commission made and adopted findings of fact and decisions regarding

"the Project description and objectives, significant impacts, significant and unavoidable impacts,
mitigation measures and alternatives, and a statement of overriding considerations, based on substantial
evidence in the whole record of this proceeding and pursuant to the California Environmental Quality
Act, California Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq. (“CEQA"), particularly Section 21081 and
21081.5, the Guidelines for Implementation of CEQA, 14 California Code of Regulations Section 15000 et
seq. (“CEQA Guidelines”), Section 15091 through 15093, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco
Administrative Code ("Chapter 31") by its Motion No. 19939, The Commission adopted these findings as
required by CEQA, separate and apart from the Commission’s certification of the Project’s Final EIR,
which the Commission certified prior to adopting these CEQA findings.

WHEREAS, 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 Planning
Department staff and other interested parties; and

WHEREAS, all pertinent documents may be found in the files of the Planning Department, Jonas lonin
(Commission Secretary) as the custodian of records, at 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco; and

RESOLVED, that pursuant to Planning Code Section 302, the Commission hereby recommends approval
of the amendment to the Zoning Map, and adopts this resolution to that effect;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the findings set forth in the Downtown Project Authorization,
Motion No, 19943 adopted by the Commission on this date are hereby incorporated by reference,

1 hereby certify that the foregomg RESOLUT%ON was ADOPTED by the San Francisco Planning
Commission on June 15, 2017,

FINDINGS

Having reviewed the materials identified in the preamble above, and having heard all testimony and
arguments and the record as a whole, including all information pertaining to the Project in the Planning
Department's case files, this Commission finds, concludes, and determines as follows:

1. The Commission finds that the Project at 1540 Market Street to be a beneficial development to the
City that could not be accommodated without the actions requested. '
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2, The Commission made and adopted environmental findings by its Motion No. 19939, which are
incorporated by reference as though fully set forth herein, regarding the Project description and
objectives, significant impacts, significant and unavoidable impacts, mitigation measures and
alternatives, and a statement of overriding considerations, based on substantial evidence in the
whole record of this proceeding and pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act, the
Guidelines for Implementation of CEQA, 14 California Code of Regulations Section 15000 et seq.
(“CEQA Guidelines”), Section 15091 through 15093, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco
Administrative Code ("Chapter 31"). The Commission adopted these findings as required by
CEQA, separate and apart from the Commission’s certification of the Project’s Final EIR, which
the Commission certified prior to adopting the CEQA findings.

3. The Project would add up to 304 dwelling units (54 studio units (18%), 96 one-bedroom units
(32%); 135 two-bedroom units (44%); 16 three-bedroom units (5%) and 3 four-bedroom units
(1%}), to the City’s housing stock on a currently underutilized site. The City’s important policy
objective ag expressed in Policy 1.1 of the Housing Element of the General Plan is to increase the
housing stock whenever possible to address a shortage of housing in the City. Additionally, the
Project promotes the objectives and policies of the General Plan by providing a range of unit
types to serve a varety of needs. The Proj'ect 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 structures on the project site are commercial
buildings and a surface parking lot.

4. The Project would address the City’s severe need for additional housing for low income
households, by providing a directed in-liew contribution to facilitate the development of
approximately 72 Below Market Rate dwellings units within 0.3 miles of the project site,
amounting to 24 percent of the 304 unit Project, subject to a letter and the conditions set forth
therein from the Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development, including the

_requirement for an independent environmental review of the Octavia BMR Project under the
‘CEQA.

5. The Project proposes neighborhood-serving amenities, such as new ground floor retail, and
pedestrian safety improvements to surrounding streets; proposes new publicly accessible open
space; and would incorporate sustainability features into the Project,

6. The Project would revitalize the Project Site and the surrounding neighborhood.

7. The Project would create temporary construction jobs and permanent jobs in the retail sector and
for building operations. These jobs would provide employment opportunities for San Francisco
residents, promote the City’s role as a commerdial center, and provide additional payroll tax
revenue to the City, providing direct and indirect economic benefits to the City.

8. The Zoning Map Amendment is necessary in order to approve the Project;
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9.

10.

11.
- provided under Section 101.1(b) in that, as designed, the Project would contribute to the character

12,

General Plan Compliance, The Project is, on balance, consistent with the Objectives and Policles
of the General Plan, for the reasons set forth in the findings in the Downtown Project
Authorization, Motion No, 19943, which are incorporated by reference as though fully set forth
herein,

Planning Code Section 101.1(b) establishes eight priority-planning policies and requires review
of permits for consistency with said policies. On balance, the Project complies with said policies,
for the reasons set forth in the Downtown Project Authorization, Motion No. 19943 which are
incorporated by reference as though fully set forth herein. '

The Project is consistent with and would promote the general and specific purposes of the Code

and stability of the neighborhood and would constitute a beneficial development.

Based on the foregoing and in accordance with Section 302, the public necessity, converdence and
general welfare require the proposed Zoning Map Amendment.

Ihereby certify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Resolution on June 15, 2017, .

Jonaz ]

Commission Secretary

AYES: Commissioners Hillis, Johnson, Melgar, Moore, Richards
NOES: Comymissioner Koppel

ABSENT: Commissioner Fong -

ADOPTED:  June 15, 2017
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Planning Commission Motion No. 19943 415.559.6400
HEARING DATE: JUNE 15, 2017 '

Plarning
Infarmation:
v : ~ 415.558.6377
Case No.: 2009.0159EGPAMAPDNXCUAVARK
Project Address: 1540 Market Street (aka One Oak)
Zoning:. C-3-G (Downtown General)

120/400-R-2, 120-R-2 Height and Bulk Districts
Van Ness & Market Downtown Residential Special Use District
Block/Lot: Block 0836; Lots 001, 002, 003, 004 and 005
Project Sponsor: Steve Kuklin, Build Inc.-
315 Linden Street
San Francisco, CA 94102
: steve@bldsf.com, 415.551.7627
Staff Contact: Tina Chang, AICP
fina.chang@sfgov.org, 415-575-9197
Reviewed by: Mark Luellen, Northeast Team Manager
mark luellen@sfov.org, 415-558-6697

ADOPTING FINDINGS RELATED TO THE APPROVAL OF A SECTION 309 DETERMINATION OF
. COMPLIANCE AND REQUEST FOR EXCEPTIONS FOR LOT COVERAGE PER PLANNING CODE
 SECTION 249.33(b)(5) AND REDUCTION OF GROUND-LEVEL WIND CURRENTS PER
PLANNING CODE SECTION 148 TO DEMOLISH AN EXISTING THREE-STORY, 2,750 SQUARE-
FOOT COMMERCIAL BUILDING, A FOUR-STORY, 48,225 SQUARE FOOT COMMERCIAL
BUILDING, AND REMOVAL OF A SURFACE PARKING LOT TO CONSTRUCT A 40-STORY, 400-
FOOT-TALL RESIDENTIAL BUILDING WITH 304 DWELLING UNITS, APPROXIMATELY. 4,110
SQUARE FEET OF GROUND FLOOR RETAIL, APPROXIMATELY 11,056 SQUARE FEET OF
PRIVATE COMMON OPEN SPACE AND PUBLIC OPEN SPACE, 366 BICYCLE PARKING SPACES
(304 CLASS 1, 62 CLASS 2), AND UP TO 136 VEHICULAR PARKING SPACES WITHIN THE VAN
NESS AND MARKET DOWNTOWN RESIDENTIAL SPECIAL USE DISTRICT, DOWNTOWN-
GENERAL (C-3-G) ZONING DISTRICT AND 120/400-R2 AND 120-R-2 HEIGHT AND BULK
DISTRICTS AND ADOPTING FINDINGS UNDER THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY ACT. ‘ -

www sfplanning.org
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PREAMBLE

On February 26, 2009, Stephen Miller of Reuben & Junius, LLP filed an Environmental Evaluation
application on behalf of CMR Capital, LLC, the previous property owner for a previous iteration of the
project that occupied the property at. Assessor’s Block 0836, Lots 002, 003, 004, and 005 but did not include
the easternmost lot on the block (Lot 001) within the project site, and on August 27, 2012, John Kevlin of
Reuben & Junius, LLP filed a revision to the Environmental Evaluation application on behalf of CMR
Capital, LLC. The current project sponsor, One Oak Owner, LLC, submitted updated project information
" to the Planning Department to add Lot 001 and to address changes in the project under the same
Planning Department Case Number (Case No. 2009.0159E) after acquiring the site in 2014.

On November 18, 2015 and December 9, 2016 Steve Kuklin of Build, Inc., on behalf of One Oak Ownetr,
LLC (“Project Sponsor”) filed applications that added Block 0836 Lot 001 into the project area, and
requested approval of a.) a Downtown Project Authorization pursuant to Section 309 of the San Francisco
Planming Code; b.) a Zoning Map Amendment; ¢.) a General Plan Amendment to change 668 square feet
of the eastern 15 feet of Assessor’s Block 0836, Lot 001 from 120/400-R-2 to 120-R-2, and an equivalent 668
square feet, 4'-7.5" wide area located 28'-3" from the western edge of Assessor's Block 0836, Lot 005 from
120-R-2 to 120/ 400-R-2; d.) a Conditional Use Authorization for on-site parking in excess of the amount
principally permitted pursuant to Planning Code Section 303; e.) Variances for Dwelling Unit Exposure
and Maximum Parking/Loading Entrance Width pursuant to Planning Code Sections 140 and 145,1(c)(2);
f.) an Exemption for Flevator Penthouse Height, pursuant to 260(b)(1)(B); and h.) an In-Kind Fee Waiver
Agreement for public realm improvements pursuant to Planning Code Sections 421.3(d) and 424.3(c).
These approvals are necessary to facilitate the construction of a mixed-use project located at 1540 Market,
Street, Assessor Block 0836, Lots 001, 002, 003, 004 and 005, (hereinafter "Project”). The Project proposes
to build an approximately 400-foot tall building containing approximately 304 dwelling units with a
directed in-liew contribution to facilitate the development of approximately 72 Below Market Rate
dwellings units (the “Octavia BMR Project”) within 0.3 miles of the project site, amounting to 24 percent
of the 304-unit Project, subject to a letter and the conditions set forth therein from the Mayor’s Office of
Housing and Community Development, including the requirement for an independent environmental
- review of the Octavia BMR Project under CEQA.

On November 1, 2016, in accordance with the Entertainment Commission’s guidelines for review of
residential development proposals under Administrative Code Chapter 116, a hearing was held for the
Project, and the Entertainment Commission made a motion to recommend the standard “Recommended
Noise Attenuation Conditions for Chapter 116 Projects.” The Entertainment Commission recommended
that the Planning Depariment and/or Department of Building Inspection adopt these standard
recommendations into the development permit(s) for this Project.

On January 5, 2017, the Commission held a duly advertised public hearing on the DEIR, at which
opporfunity for public comment was given, and public comment was received on the DEIR. The period
for commenting on the EIR ended on January 10, 2017, The Department prepared responses to comments
on environmental issues received during the 45-day public review period for the DEIR, prepared
revisions to the text of the DEIR in response o comments received or based on additional information
that became available during the public review period, and corrected clerical errors in the DEIR.
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On February 23, 2017, the Planning Commission adepted Resolution No.’s 19860 and 19861 to initiate
legislation entitled, (1) “Ordinance amending the General Plan by revising the height designation for the
One Oak Street Project, at the Van Ness / Oak Street / Market Street intersection, Assessor’s Block 0836
Lots 001 and 005 on Map 3 of the Market and Octavia Area Plan and on Map 5 of the Downtown Area
Plan; adopting findings under the California Environmental Quality Act and making findings of
consistency with the General Plan and the eight priority pelicies of Planning Code Section 101.1;” and (2)
Ordinance amending the Planning Code to change the height and bulk district classification of Block
0836, portions of Lots 001 and 005 for the One Oak Project, at the Van Ness / Oak Street / Market Street
Intersection, as follows: rezoning the eastern portion of the property, along Van Ness Avenue, Iocated at
. Assessor’s Block 0836, Lot 001 (1500 Market Street) from 120/400-R-2 to 120-R-2; and rezoning the central
portion of the property, located at Assessor’s Block 0836, Lot 005 (1540 Market Street) from 120-R-2 to
120/400-R-2; affirming the Planning Commission’s determination under the California Environmental
Quality Act; and making ﬁndjngs, including findings of public necessity, convenience and welfare under
Planning Code Section 302, and findings of consistency with the General Plant and the eight priority
policies of Planning Code Section 101.1,” respectively.

- On June 1, 2017, the Planning Department published a Responses to Comments document. A Final
_ Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter “FEIR”) has been prepared by the Department, consisﬁng of
the DEIR, any consultations and comments received during the public review process, any additional
information that became available, and the Responses to Cotnments document all as xequired by law.

On June 15, 2017, 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 reviewed comply with
the provisions of CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative
Code. The FEIR was certified by the Commission on June 15, 2017 by adoption of its Motion No. 19938,

" At the same Hearing and in conjunction with this motion, the Commission made and adopted findings of
fact and decisions regarding the Project description and objectives, significant impacts, significant and
unavoidable impacts, mitigation measures and alternatives, and a statement of overriding considerations,
based on substantial evidence in the whole record of this procéeding and pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act, California Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq. (“CEQA™),
particularly Section 21081 and 21081.5, the Guidelines for Implementation of CEQA, 14 California Code
of Regulations Section 15000 et seq. (“CEQA Guidelines™), Section 15091 through 15093, and Chapter 31
. of the San Francisco Administrative Code ("Chapter 31") by its Motion No. 19939, The Cominission
adopted these findings as required by CEQA, separate and apart from the Commission’s certification of
the Project’s Final EIR, which the Commission certified prior to adopting these CEQA findings. The
Commission hereby incorporates by reference the CEQA findings set forth in Motion No. 19939.

On June 15, 2017, the Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled
meeting regarding (1) the General Plan Amendment amending Map 3 of the Market and Ocfavia Area
Plan and on Map 5 of the Downtown Area Plan; and (2) the ordinance amending the Zoning Map HT07
to rezone portions of Lots 001 and 005 on Assessor’s Block 0836, At that meeting the Commission
Adopted (1)-Resolution No. 19941 recommending that the Board of Supervisors approve the requested
General Plan Amendment; and (2) Resolution No. 19942 recommending that the Board of Supervisors
approve the requested Planning Code Map Amendments.
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On June 15, 2017, the Planning Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly
scheduled meeting regarding the Downtown -Project Authorization application, Conditional Use
application, and Variance and Elevator Exeinption application 2009.0159EGPAMAPDNXCUAVARK. At
the same hearing the Commission determined that the shadow cast by the Project would not have any
adverse effect on Parks within the jurisdiction of the Recreation and Parks Department. The Commission
heard and considered the testimony presented to it at the public hearing and further considered written
materials and oral testimony presented on behalf of the applicant, Department staff and other interested
parties, and the record as a whole.

The Planning Department, Commission Secretary, is the custodian of records; all pertinent documents are
located in the File for Case No. 2009.0159EGPAMAPDNXCUAVARK, at 1650 Mission Street, Fourth
Floor, San Francisco, California, '

MOVED, that the Commission hereby approves the Downtown Project Authorization requestéd in
Application No. 2009.0159EGPAMAPDNXCUAVARK, 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 is located at 1500-1540 Market Street at the
northwest cormer of the intersection of Market Street, Oak Street, and Van Ness Avenue in the
southwestern portion of San Francisco’s Downtown/Civic Center neighborhood, within the
Market and Octavia Plan Area.

The Project’s building site is made up of five contiguous privately owned lots within Assessor’s-
Block 0836, Lots 001, 002, 003, 004, and 005, an 18,219-square-foot (sf) trapezoid, bounded by Oak
Street to the north, Van Ness Avenue to the east, Market Street to the south, and the interior
property line shared with the neighboring propetty to the west at 1546-1564 Market Street. The
building site measures about 177 feet along its Oak Street frontage, 39 feet along Van Ness
Avenue, 218 feet along Market Street, and 167 feet along its western interior property line. The
existing street address of the project parcels is referred to as 1500-1540 Market Street. The
easternmost portion of the building site, 1500 Market Street (Lot 001), is currently occupied by an
exdsting three-story, 2,750 squate foot commercial building, built in 1980. This building is
partially occupied by a limited-restaurant retail use doing business as “All Star Café” on the
ground floor and also contains an elevator entrance to the Muni Van Ness station that opens onto
Van Ness Avenue, Immediately west of the 1500 Market Street building is an existing 47-cat
surface commercial parking lot, on Lots 002, 003, and 004. The parking lot is fenced along its
Market Street and Oak Street frontages and is entered from Oak Street. The westernmost portion
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of the building site at 1540 Market Street, Lot 005, is occupied by & four-story, 48,225 square foot
commercial office building, built in 1920. As of June 2017, this building is partially occupied.

In addition to the building site, the Project site also includes surrounding areas within the
~ adjacent public rights-of-way in which streetscape improvements including the public plaza
would be constructed as part of the proposed Project. -

3. Surrounding Properties and Neighborhood. The Project site occupies a central and prominent
position at the intersection of Market Street and Van Ness Avenue, two of the City’s widest and
most recognizable thoroughfares. The Project Site is located at an important transit node: rail
service is provided underground at the Van Ness Muni Metro Station as well as via historic
streetcars that travel along Market Street. Bus and electric trolley service is provided on Van Ness
Avenue and Market Street, The Project is located in an urban, mixed-use area that includes a
diverse range of residential, commercial, institutional, office, and light industrial uses, Offices are
located along Market Street and Van Ness Avenue, while most government and public uses are
located to the north in the Civic Center.

The Project is located within the southwestern edge of downtown in the C-3-G (Downtown
Commercial, General) District, characterized by a variety of refail, office, hotel, entertainment,
and institational uses, .and high-density residential. West of Franklin Street, a block from the
Project Site, is an NC-3 Moderate-Scale Neighborhood Commercial District that compﬁses a

. diverse mix of residential, commercial, and institutional uses., South of Market Street, and west of
12th Sireet, are the WSOMA Mixed Use, General and Production, Distribution and Repair (PDR)
Districts. '

The adjacent building immediately to the west of the Project Site along Market Street is 1546
Market Street, a three-story office over a ground-floor retail building built in 1912, Further west
along Market Street is 1554 Market Street, a one-story retail building built in 1907. 55 Oak Street,
a one-story automotive repair building built in 1929, is at the rear of the same lot. These three
buildings were recently demolished are currently being developed as a 120-foot, 12-story
building, 110 dwelling unit building with ground floor retail. The southwestern comner of the
Project block is occupied by a six-story apartment building over ground-floor retail at 1582
Market Street, built in 1917. The northwestern cotner of the project block is occupied by a surface
parking lot. However, a Prelirninary Project Assessment application and associated letter has
been issued for a proposed 31-story, 320-fott tall mixed-use project containing Institutional and
Residential uses, At the western edge of the Project block, 22 Franlklin Sireet, located mid-block
between Oak and Market Streets, another new residential project is currently under construction.

To the northwest of the project site along the north side of Oak Street is the Conservatory of
Music at 50 Oak Street, a five-story Neoclassical building built in 1914. Tmmediately to the west of
that building is a modern addition to 50 Oak Street. The Conservatory building houses studio,
classroom, office, and performance space. Immediately to the north of the project site is 25 Van
Ness Avenue, an eight-story Renaissance Revival building built in 1910. The building currently
“has ground-floor research and development space and offices on the upper floors. The building
also houses the San Francisco New Conservatory Theater. Further north along the west side of
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Van Ness Avenue is 77 Van Ness Avenue, an eight-story residential building with ground-floor
retail, built in 2008.

Immediately to the east of the Project Site is Van Ness Avenue, the major north-south arterial in
the central section of San Francisco that runs between North Point and Market Streets. Between
Market and Cesar Chavez Streets, Van Ness Avenue continues as South Van Ness Avenue, Van
Ness Avenue is part of U.S. 101 between Lombard Street and the Central Freeway (via South Van
Ness Avenue). In the vicinity of the Project, Van Ness Avenue has three travel lanes in each
direction separated by a center median, and parking on both sides of the street. Howevet, most of
the center medians have been removed as part of the Van Ness Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) project
and Van Ness Avenue will be reduced to two travel lanes in each direction. Along the east side of
Van Ness Avenue, across from the Project Site to the northeast, is 30 Van Ness Avenue (also
known as 1484-1496 Market Streét), a five-story office over ground-floor retail building. The
building was originally built in 1908, but its facade was extensively remodeled around 1960.

Market Street, a roadway that includes two travel lanes and a bicycle lane in each direction,
serves as the Project’s southern boundary. Historic streetcars use the center-runming tracks and
transit stops within the Market Street roadway. On the south side of Market Street at the
southeast corner of Market Street and 11th Street (due east of the Project Site) is 1455 Market
Street, a 22-story office building over ground-floor commercial, built in 1979, This building
terminates eastward. views along Oak Street. At the southeast corner of Market Street and Van
Ness Avenue, diagonally across the intersection of Market Street and Van Ness Avenue, is One
South Van Ness Avenue, an eight-story- office building over ground-floor commercial (Bank of
Axmmerica), built in 1959, At the southwest corner of Market Street, across Market Street from the
project site, is 10 South Van Ness Avenue, a one-story car dealership. The Property Owners of the
10 South Van Ness Avenue site have submitted development applications proposing. the
construction of a mixed-use project containing two 400-foot residential towers and ground floor
- tetail space.

4, Project Description. The proposed One Oak Street Project would demolish all existing structures
on the Project Site at 1500-1540 Market Street including 47 existing valet-operated on-site parking
spaces and construct a new 304-unit, 40-story residential tower (400 feet tall, plus a 20-foot-tall
parapet, and a 26-foot-tall elevator penthouse measured from roof level) with approximately
4,110 square feet ground-floor commercial space, one off-street loading space, two off-street
service vehicle spaces, and a subsurface valet-operated parking garage containing 136 spaces for
residents. Bicyde parking accommodating 304 Class 1'and 62 Class 2 spaces would be provided
for residents on the second-floor mezzanine and for visitors in bicycle racks on adjacent
sidewalks. The Project would also inctude the following: construction of a public plaza and
shared public way within the Oak Street right-of-way (Oak Plaza); construction of several wind
canopies within the proposed plaza and one wind canopy within the sidewalk at the northeast
corner of Market Street and Polk Street to reduce pedestrian-level winds. In addition, the
existing on-site Muni elevator will remain in its current location, and a new weather protective
enclosure will be constructed around it. Some of the stxeetscape improvements for Oak Plaza are
included within the Project being approved pursuant to Motion No.’s 19940, 19943, and 19944. At
a later date, the Project Sponsor will additionally seek approval of an Tn-Kind Fee Waiver

[
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Agreement pursuant to Planning Code Sections 421.3(d) and 424.3(c), to provide certain
additional public realm improvements within Oak Plaza. Additional improvemients subject to the

In-Kind Fee Waiver Agreement include: (z) improvements within the existing Oak Street

sidewalk along the northern side, including retail kiosks, above ground planters, street lighting,
movable seating, waterproofing at the 25 Van Ness basemeént, and new sidewalk paving; (b)
pavers and improvements within the Oak Street roadway; and (c) specialty electrical conmections
and fixtures for the theatrical lighting, audio/visual, and power for the performance area and the
public wireless services in the Plaza. These additional public realm improvements are subject to
the Plarning Commission’s separate and future approval of the Project Sponsor’s In-Kind Fee
Waiver Agreement. '

The Project would necessitate approval of Planning Code Map amendment to shift the existing
Height and Bulk District 120/400-R-2 designation at the eastern end of the Project Site (a portion
of Assessor Block 0836/001) to the western portion of the Project Site (a portion of Assessor Block
0836/005), which would not restilt in any increased development potential.

Community Outreach and Public Comment. To date, the Department has received 21 letters of
support for the Project from organizations and individuals. The San Francisco Housing Action
Coalition, ArtSpan, New Conservatory Theatre Center, San Francisco Opera, San Francisco
Symphony, San Francisco Unified School District Azts Center, Bo's Flowers, trustee for property
at 110 Franklin Street, project sponsor for the property at 22-24 Franklin Street, project sponsor

_ for the property at 10 South Van Ness, project sponsor for the property at 45 Franklin Street,

project sponsor for the property at 1554 Market Street, and property owners for the commercial
and residential portions of Fox Plaza have submitted letters expressing support for the Project
and associated improvements, The Civic Center Community Benefit District, the Depattment of
Real Estate, Walk SF, and SF Parks Alliance expressed support specifically for the proposed
public realm improvements proposed via an In-Kind Agreement with the Project Sponsor.
Comments received as part of the environmental review process will be incorporated into the
Environmental Impact Report.

According to the Project Sponsor, extensive and lengthy community engagement has been
conducted for the Project and the associated Oak Plaza public improvements. The Project
Sponsor team has held over 76 meetings and outreach discussions, including roughly 328
participants, between January 2015 and May 2017. Given the important civic location of the
Project, which includes transforming the southern end of Oak Street into a new public plaza and
shared public way, outreach activities have included a wide range of institutional, arts and
cultural stakeholders, in addition to neighborhood groups, neighboring property owners and
businesses. :

General Community Engagement: The Project team has solicited public input through a series of
meetings including a public pre-application meetfing, small group meetings, and individual
meetings with various residents, property owners and business owners. In addition to design

presentations, the Project Sponsor team distributed Project Fact Sheets outlining the Project's

program, circulation, residential unit counts, parking ratio, public realm improvements, Zoning
Map revisions, and affordable housing commitments, etc. The design.and program evolved over
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time based on spedific stakeholder feedback over the course of the project sponsor’s extensive
community outreach.

In response to eatly feedback from the Hayes Valley Neighborhood Association (FIVNA), the
Project Sponsor proposed to develop 72 units of 100% affordable housing at Parcels R, 5 & U;
induding 16 very low-income, service-supported, Transitional Aged Youth (“TAY”) housing
units on one of the sites, all within 1/3 mile of the proposed Project (collectively, the “Octavia
BMR Project”) through a nonprofit affiliate. of the Project Sponsor or as a turn-key residential
development for an affordable housing developer with the Project Sponsor retaining ownership
of the ground floor commercial space.

After extensive negotiations, the Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development
(MOHCD) requested that both the residential and commercial components of the Octavia BMR
Project be retained by the affordable houé;ing owner/operator to maintain the project’s financial
feasibility and procurement of the developer of MOHCD's Parcel U be handled through its
traditional non-profit developer RFP process. To facilitate this arrangement, the Project Sponsor
voluntarily terminated its exclusive negotiating rights to Parcels R & S, and offered MOHCD its
prelitninary designs, so that MOHCD could prepare an RFP for circulation in 2017. In exchange,
MOHCD agreed to “direct” the Project’s Section 415 affordable housing in-lieu fee toward the
devclopment of the Octavia BMR Project, subject to the ‘salisfaction of certain conditions,
induding compliance with CEQA and certain future discretionary approvals for both the One
Oak Project and the Octavia BMR Project. The Octavia BMR Project RFP is expected. to be
released by MOHCD on June 15, 2017. MOHCD estimafes that a non-profit developer will be
selected by early 2018, and that the Octavia BMR Project ‘could commence construction as early as
mid to late 2019, which means that the Octavia BMR units could be delivered during the same
period that One Oak’s market rate units are occupied by new residents.

- Additionally, the Project Sponsor recently revised their project description to eliminate the use of

the existing Market Street freight loading area as part of the Project, based on concerns voiced by
the SFBC and other cycling advocates. In addition, the Project Sponsor has agreed to implement
new improvement measures included in the attached MMRP that would actively discourage use

- of the existing loading zone, The Project Sponsor has also reduced the proposed parking from 155

SAN FRANGIS
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spaces to 136 spaces, in response to public comments. In addition, if the 136 spaces are approved
and constructed, the Project Sponsor will nearly double the TDM measures required by law by
achieving 100 percent of the target points, rather than the currently required 50 percent. The
Project Sponsor’s outreach often incuded detailed discussidns regarding the long-term
stewardship of the proposed plaza, daytime activation, nighttime public safety, public market
kiosks, and physical changes proposed for streets, Muni access, public parking and loading
spaces in the area, as well as the voluntary formation of a Community Facilities District (CFD),
into which the owners at One Oak will contribute approximately $300,000 annually dedicated to
operations and maintenance of the Plaza for 100 years, conditioned upon final approval of an In- .
Kind Agreement fee waiver,

Arts and Culture Stakeholder Engagement: In addition to outreach to the general community,
the Project team has been working with numerous arts, cultural, and educational institutions of
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the neighborhood withi the infent to activate the proposed public plaza & shared public way with
small and large performing arts events. The design infent is for Oak Plaza to serve as a public
“front porch” for both Hayes Valley and the Civic Center/performing arts district, inviting and
exposing residents, daytime workers, students, and visitors to the district’s cultural richness
through public performances and potential ticket sales at a box office kiosk. Through ane-on-one
meetings and a brain-storming workshop, Build Public, an independent, non-profit organization
focused on creating and maintaining new public spaces, has been. working closely with
representatives of these institutions to design the plaza in such a way that caters to their specific
needs for public performing space. Feedback from this engagement addressed potential stage
and seating capacity and configuration, sound amplification, adjacent traffic noise mitigation,
lighting, audio and electrical hookup locations, permitting of events, and parking and loading,

A parhal list of the outreach conducted between January 26 2015 and May 15, 2017 is provided as
-an enclosure to this case report.

6. Planning Code Compliance: The Commission finds that the Project is consistent w1th the
relevant provisions of the Planming Code in the following manner:

A. Floor Area Ratio. Pursuant to Section 123, 249.33 and 424 of the Planning Code, Projects in
the C-3-G Zoning District and the Van Ness and Market Residential Special Use District have
a base floor area ratio (FAR) of 6.0:1 and may reach an FAR of 9.0:1 with payment into the
Van Ness and Market Affordable Housing Fund as set forth in Sections 249,33 and 424. To
exceed a floor area ratio of 9.0:1, all such projects must contribute to the Van Ness and
Market Ne1ghborhood Infrastructuie Fund. .

_ The Project Site-has a lot area of approximately 18,219 square feet. As shown in the conceptual plans,
the Project includes 499,539 square feet of development, of which 432,746 square feet would count
towards FAR. Since the Project exceeds a FAR of 9.0:1, the Project would make a payment pursuant to
Section 249.33 to the Van Ness and Market Affordable Housing Fund for the Floor Area exceeding the
base FAR ratio of 6.0:1 up to a ratio of 9.0:1 and to the Van Ness and Market Neighborhood
Infrastructure Fund pursuant to Section 424 for any Floor Area exceeding an FAR of 9.0:1.

B. Rear Yard Requirement. Within the Van Ness and Market Downtown Residential Special
Use District pursuant to Planning Code Section 249.33(b)(5), Rear Yard requirements do not
apply. Rather, lot coverage is limited to 80 percent at all residential levels.

The Project proposes a lot coverage of 84.9 percent on the first residential floor up through level 12 and
lot coverage of 53 percent above the landscaped podium on tower levels 14 through 41 (there is no level
13), for an average of 61 percent lot coverage. Accordingly, the Project does not comply with the
Code’s lot coverage requirements on the first residentigl floor up through level 12, and a5 such,
requires an exception under Planning Code Section 309. A 309 exception may be granted 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.” While lot coverage requirements are
technically not met, the Project meets the intent of the lot coverage requirement of providing light and
air to all units as well as open space toward the rear of the building, which would also contribute to the
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new mid-block open space currently under construction as part of the 1554 Market Street project
immediatély to the west of the Project Site. See Section 7, below, for 309 findings.

Residential Open Space. Planning Code Section 135 requires that private usable open space
be provided at a ratio of 36 square feet per dwelling unit or that 48 square feet of common
usable open space be provided per dwelling unit. However, common usable open space for
mixed-use, residential and non-residential projects may be used to count against
requirements contained in both Section 135 and 138. Further, projects within the Van Ness
and Market Downtown Residential Special Use District may elect to meet up to 40 percent of
the open space requirements off-site if the space is within the Special Use District or within
900 feet of the project site and meets standards described in Section 249.33 indicated below.

The Project complies with the requivements of Section 135 and 249.33. The Project includes 304
dwelling units and provides at least 36 square feet of private open space for 74 units through private
balconies. Therefore approximately 11,012 square feet of common open space is required for the
remaining 230 units (230 units x 47.88 = 11,012). In all, the Project provides approximately 11,056
square feet of common open space of which 3,058 square feet is located off-site within the public right-
of-way, and is incorporated into the proposed Oak Plaza. The remaining 7,998 square feet of common
open space is located within the sponsor’s private property, within the front ground-level setback,
within a solarium at the third level, and a terrace at the 14% level.

As permitted by Section 249.33(4)(C)(v), the Project is electing fo meet a portion (approximately 22
percent) of its open space requirement off-site as part of the proposed Onk Plaza and in the forn of
streetscape improvements with landscaping and pedestrian amenities that result in additional space .
beyond the pre-existing sidewalk width and conform to the Market and Octavia Aren Plan. The Plaza
would additionally be characterized as an unenclosed plaza at street grade, with seating areas and
landscaping and no more than 10 percent of the floor area devoted to food or beverage service. The
portions qualified to meet the Project’s apen space requivement consist of two sidewalk bulb-out areds
on the north and south sides of Oak Street, These areas will be integrated into a larger, contiguous
Plaza that also includes improvements to the pre-existing sidewalks on both sides of Oak Street and

. Van Ness Avenue, plus the Oak Street roadway, and the sponsor’s private property, subject to review

and approval of an In-Kind Fee Waiver Agreement for those improvements that exceed the required
Project improvements pursuant to the Planning Code. The qualified off-site open space areas must
meet the following standards: .

Be within the SUD or within 900 feet of the project site;

As noted above, the proposed off-site open space will be located within the shared public way within the
‘Oak Street right-of-way fronting the project site. Thus, the proposed off-site open space will be within
the SUD and within 900 feet of the Project Site.

Be in such locations and provide such ingress and egress as will make the area convenient,
safe, secure and easily accessible to the general public;

The proposed open space includes a sidewalk widening along the north and south sides of Ok Street,
resylting in additional space beyond the pre-existing sidewnlk width and immediately adjacent to the
Project Site, where security would be present. Accordingly, the open space would provide a
convenient, safe, secure and easily accessible public area for the enjoyment of the general public.
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Be appropnately landscaped;

Underground wtilities render street trees and other underground plantings infeasible on the south side
of Oak Street. However, the open space would be landscaped appropriately for its intended use and, to
the degtee feasible, with above-ground planters on the south side of Oak Street, and in-ground street
trees within a continuous planter along the north side of Oak Street.

Be protected from uncomfortable winds;

* The Plaza features wind canopies that would protect pedestrians from hazardous wind conditions in
the open space, and would reduce hazardous wind conditions neqr the site compared fo existing
conditions.

Incorporate ample seating and, if appropriate, access to limited amounts of food and
beverage service, which will enhance public use of the area; '

The open space would include movable tables and chairs as well as fixed seating collocated with
planters on the south side of Oak Street, and within the open space area on the north side of Oak
Street. In addition, four “micro-vetail” kiosks would be located on the northern sidewnlk to activate
the Plaza with neighborhood-serving retail uses, potentially serving limited food and beverages,

Be well signed and accassible to the public during daylight hours;

The privately-owned, publicly accessible open space will have signage indicating that the space is
publicly accessible during the day. The streetscape improvements that will satisfyy Planning Code
requirements as permitted by Section 249.33(4)(C)(v) within the public right-of-way will be open to
members of the publzc 24 hours a day,

Be well lighted if the area is of the type requiring artificial illumination;.

The open space will be within the public right of way and well-lit with regularly spaced street lighis on
the norih side of Onk Street. In addition, project lighting on the canopy suppotts, and foot lighting
under planters would be provided within the privately-owned portions of the public open space and in
the public right-of- way.

Be designed to enhance user safety and security;

The proposed ground-floor restaurant / café and micro-kiosks located on the north side of Oak Street
would provide essentinl “eyes” on the proposed Plaza from early morning to late evening. In addition,
24-hour security and valet staff associated with building operations would coIlechvely help ensure user
safety and security with the open space and Plaza,

Be of sufficient size to be attractive and practical for its intended use; and

The Project would add approximately 3,058 square feet of open space within the existing right-of-way,
and would improve the existing sidewalks, and street envisioned to become a sharved public way. In
total, the Plaza would consist of publicly accessible open space of approximately 16,050 square feet, of
which 13,932 square feet would be in the public right-of-way, and approximately 2,118 square feet
would be on the sponsor’s private property. The public realm would be improved with quality paving
materials, landscaping and other pedestrian amenities including seating, lighting, bicycle parking,
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kinetic wind-based artwork, and micro-retail kiosks (subject to partial In-Kind fee waivers for
improvements that exceed required Project improvements putsuant to the Planning Code).

Have access to drinking water and toilets if feasible.

“The open space would be adjacent to retail space envisioned to become a restaurant | café. Patrons of
the restaurant | caff would have access to toilets and water. SEMTA also operates two public toilets
which are located at the concoyrse level of the MUNI/Van Ness station, which is directly adjacent to
the public plaza, '

D. Public Open Space. New buildings in the C-3-G Zoning District must provide public open
space at a ratio of one square feet per 50 gross square feet of all uses, except residential uses,
institutional uses, and uses in a predominantly retail/personal services building pursuant to
Planming Code Section 138, 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. is excluded from gross floor
aren and is therefore not required to provide the associated publicly accessible open space. The Project
includes approximately 4,110 square feet of ground floor retail space, and thus the provision of public
open space is not required. However, the Project propeses to provide approximately 1,438 square feet of
privately owned public open space within the front setback, and furthermore intends to provide
approximately 3,058 square feet (or 22 percent of its open space requirements), off-site within the Oak
Street public right-of-way as described under item C., “Residential Open Space” above.

E. Streetscape Improvements. Planning Code Section 138.1 requires that when a new building
is constructed in the C-3 District and is on a lot that is greater than half an acre in area and
contains 250 feet of total lot frontage pedestrian elements in conformance with the Better
Streets Plan shall be required.

The Project is located on an assemblage of five lots that measure 18,219 square feet, approximately 0.42
acres and contains approximately 434.33 linear feet of frontage. Due to planned improvements within
the Van Ness Avenue and Market-Street rights-of-way, physical widenings along these two frontages
are not possible. However, the Project proposes streetscape improvements that include sidewalk
widenings, landscaping and seating elements along both the northern and southern portions of Oak
Street. Therefore, the Project complies with Planning Code Section 138.1.

F. Exposure. Planning Code Secton 140 requires all dwelling units in all use districts to face
onto a public street at least 20 feet in width, side yard at least 25 feet in width or open area
which is unobstructed and is no less than 25 feet in every horizontal dimension for the floor
at which the dwelling unit is located and the floor immediately above it, with an increase of
five feet in every horizontal dimension at each subsequent floor. The proposed Special Use
District caps the horizontal dimension to which the open space must expand at each
subsequent floor to 65 feet.
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Eighteen of the 304 dwelling units do not ieet exposure requirements per Section 140. Therefore, a
variance from dwelling unit exposure is required and being sought as part of the Project for a total of
18 units that do nof comply with the exposure reguirements of the Code.

G. Active Frontages — Loading and Driveway Width. Section 145.1(c)(2) 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 includles a single entrance for both parking and off-street loading. Vehicular access is not
provided along the Project’s Van Ness Avenue or Market Street frontages. Rather all vehicular parking
and loading is directed to Oak Street where a combined off-street parking and loading entrance of 24-
feet is provided.  The project sponsor’s traffic engineer and valet consultant have indicated that an
entrance narrower than 24" would likely lead fo automobile quening outside of the drop-off area,
potentially contributing to automobile, bicycle and pedestrian conflicts on the proposed sidewalk and
shaed public waylplaza. Sirice this dimension exceeds the 20-feet permitted by the Planning Code, a
variance is required.

H. Street Frontage in Commercial Districts: Active Uses, Planning Code Section 145.1(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 the Van Ness Avenue, Market Street, and Oak Street have active uses
with direct access-to the sidewalk within the first 25 feet of building depth, except for space allowed for
parking and loading access, building egress, and access o mechanical systems, which are specifically .
exempt from the active use vequirement. Therefore, the Project complies with Section 145.1(cX3).

1L  Street Frontage in Commercial Disfricts: Ground Floor Transparency. Plamning Code
Section 145.1(c)(6) requires that within Downtown Commercial Districts, frontages with
active uses that are not residential or PDR must be fenestrated with fransparent windows
and doorways for no less than 60 percent of the street frontage at the ground level and allow
visibility to the inside of the building.

The Project complies with the Ground Floor Transparency requirements of the Planning Code,
Approximately 78.0 percent of the Project’s frontage on Market Street, and 84.1 percent of the
Project's frontage along Oak Street are fenestrated with transparent windows and doorways.
Tlierefore, the Project complies with Section 145.1(c)(6). Note that due to the curvature of the fagade,
the Van Ness Avene frontage is incorporated within the Market Street and Oak Street transparency
calculations because there s no definitive building frontage on Van Ness Avenue,

J. Shadows on Public Open Spaces. Planning Code Section 147 seeks to reduce substantial

shadow impacts on public plazas and other publicly 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 feet 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.
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The shadow analysis determined that the Project would not cast shadow on any public plazas or other
publicly accessible open spaces other than' those protected under Section 295. Therefore, the
requirementis of Section 147 do not apply to the Project,

K. Ground Level Wind. Planning Code Section 148 requires that new construction in
Downtown Commercial Districts will not cause ground-level wind currenis 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 than 10 percent of the time year-round,
between 7:00 AM and 6:00' PM. The requirements of this Section apply either when
preexisting ambient wind 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,

Fifty-seven. (57) test points were selecied by Planning Department stqff to measure wind speeds
around the Project Site. Under existing conditions (without the Project) 37 of the 57 test points
exceed the Planning Code's comfort criterion at grade level more than 10 percent of the time, with
average wind speeds at approximately 12.6 miles per hour (mph). With the Project, the comfort
criterion would be exceeded at 45 of 57 points more than 10 percent of the time (representing a net
increase of 8 test points), with average wind speeds increasing slightly to 13.9 mph from 12.6 niph, a
1.3 mph incregse compared to existing conditions. .

Exceptions from the comfort criterion may be granted through the 309 process, but no exception may
be granted where n project would cause wind speed to reach.or exceed the hazard level of 26 mph for a
stngle hour of the year. Under existing conditions, 7 of the 57 test points exceed the hazard level.
These seven locations collectively exceed the hazard criterion for a duration of 83 hours annually. With
the proposed Project, there is no increase in the total number of locations where the hazard criterion is
exceeded. However, the Project would decrense the total duration of hazardous wind conditions from
83 hours under existing conditions to 80 hours, or three fewer hours of hazardous wind conditions
compared to existing conditions.

The Project Sponsor requests a Section 309 exception because the Project would not eliminate the
existing locations meeting or exceeding the Planning Code’s comfort criterion. Exceptions from the
comfort criterion may be granted pursuant to Section 309. Taken as @ whole, the Project does not
substantially change wind conditions. The proposed tower was re-designed through a lengthy process
of iterative wind testing. After nearly two years of wind sculpting, the Planning Departinent and the
Project Sponsor concluded that the 400-foot-tall tower cannot be sculpted in a manner that would
eliminate all 37 existing comfort exceedances or the 8 new comfort exceedances cased by the Project
without unduly restricting: the site’s high-rise development potential or causing new hazardous
conditions. On the other hand, the Project’s redesign would reduce three wind hazard hours compared
to existing conditions. The Project will include wind canopies in the public right of way at the
proposed Oak plaza and the corner of Market and Polk Streets to lessen the wind conditions in the
vicinity, (See Section 7, below, for 309 findings.)

L. Parking. Planning Section 151.1 principally permits up to one car for each four dwelling units
(0.25 ratio) and up to one car for each two dwelling units (0.5 ratio) as a Conditional Use in
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5

the Van Ness & Market Downtown Residential Special Use District. Parkmg for the proposed
retail use shall not exceed 7% of gross floor area for that use.

The Project contains 304 dwellz'ng units. Thus, a total of 76 spaces are principally permitted (304 x
0.25 =76) for the dwelling units and a maximum of 152 spaces (304 x 0.5 = 152) muay be permitted
with Conditional Use Authorization. The Project proposes 136 parking spaces for the residential use,
requiring a Conditional Use Authorization for the 60 (136-76=60) spaces in excess of the principally

permitied 76 parking spaces. An additional space would be principally permitted for the 4,110 square . -

Joot retail space, but the Project proposes o parkmg for this commercial use.

M. Off-Street Freight Loading. Planming Code Section 152.1 requires that projects in the C-3
District that include between 200,001 and 500,000 square feet of residential development
must provide two off-streét freight loading spaces. Pursuant to Section 153, two service
vehicles may be substituted for each off-street freight loading space provided that a
minimum of 50 percent of the required number of spaces are provided for freight loading,

The Project includes 499,539 square feet of development (432,746 square feet that counts towards
Floor Area Ratio), requiring two off-street loading spaces. One off-street freight loading space is
provided and the second required loading space is substituted with two service vehicle spaces as-
permitied by Section 153 of the Planning Code. Accordingly, the Project complies with Section 152.1
of the Planning Code. "Access to all freight loading spaces is from Ouak Street.

N. Bicycle Parking. For buildings with more than 100 dwelling units, Planning Code Section
155.2 requires 100 Class 1 spaces plus one Class 1 space for every four dwelling units over
100, and one Class 2 space per 20 units. For Eating and Drinking uses, 1 Class 1 space is
required for every 7,500 square feet of Occirpied Floor Area and one Class 2 space is required
for every 750 square feet of Occupied Floor Area.

The Planning Code would require the Project to provide 151 Class 1 (100 units x. 1 stall = 100+ 204 X
1 stall / 4 units = 151 stalls for Residential Uses, and 1 stall / 7,500 square feet of Occupied Floor Area
= 0 spaces for Retail Uses). In addition, the Project would require 20 Class 2 spaces (304 ynits x 1
stall/20 units = 15 stalls for Residential Uses, plus 4,110 square feet x 1 stall / 750 square feet = 5
stalls for Retail Eating and Drinking Uses). The Project complies with Section 155.2 because it
provides 304 Class 1 and 62 Clgss 2 bicycle parking spaces, significantly exceeding the Code
requirements. All Class 1 spaces would be located at the second level, accessible from a dedicited bike
elevator, and the Class 2 spaces would be located on sidewalks adjacent to the Project, and on the nart}z
side of Ouak Street.

O. Car Shate, Planning Code Section 166 requires two car share parking spaces for residential
projects with 201 dwelling units plus an additional parking space for every 200 dwelling
units over 200. The required car share parking spaces may be provided on the building site
or on another off-street site within 800 feet of the building site. -

The Project requires a total of two car share spaces, which dre to be provided off-site at the 110
Franklin Street parking lot within 180 feet of the Project; Should the 110 Franklin Street property be
developed, the Project Sponsor shall be responsible for relocating the car share spaces on-site or off-site
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within 800 feet of the Project Site without disrupting continuity of the available of the car share spaces.
Therefore, the Project complies with Planning Code Section 166.

P. Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Plan. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 169
and the TDM Program Standards, any development project resulting in 10 or more dwelling
units, or 10,000 occupied square feet or more of any use other than residential shall be
required to comply with the City’s TDM Program, and shall be required to finalize a TDM
Plan prior to Planning Department approval of the first Building Permit or Site Permit.
Development projects with a development application filed or an environmental application
deemed complete on or before September 1, 2016 shall be subject to 50% of the applicable
target, as defined in the TDM Program Standards,

The Project would include 304 residential units with fotal of 136 vehicle jaarking spaces (0.45 spaces
per unit), and 4,110 gross square feet of ground-floor retaillrestaurant use. Because less than 10,000
gross square feet of retail/restayrant uses are proposed, the retaillrestaurant use is not subject fo the
TDM Program, Therefore, the 136 residential parking spaces are used to calculate the TDM Program
target points. The target points take into account the proposed parking rate compared to the
neighborhood parking rate, and are calculated as follows: base target of 13 points, plus an additional 12
points for each additional 10 parking spaces over 20 parking spaces (thus, 136 minus 20 = 116 spaces,
divided by 10 = 12 points), for a total of 25 points. Because the proposed Project’s development and
environmental applications were completed before September 4, 2016, it is only required to meet 50
percent of its applicable target, or 13 points. The project sponsor has preliminarily identified the

foliowiing TDM measures from TDM Program Standards: Appendix A to meet the 13 target points, '

¢ Parking-1: Unbundled Parking, Location D ~ 4 points (residential neighborhood parking rate
less than or equal to 0,65, and. all spaces leased or sold separately from the retnil or purchase fee).

s Parking-4: Parking Supply, Option D —4 points (residential parking less than or equal to 70
percent, and greater than 60 percent of the neighborhood parking rate).

s Active-1: Improve Walking Conditions, OptzonA 1 point (streetscape mzprovements
consistent with Better Streets Plan).

i

s Active-2: Bicycle Parking, Option B -2 pomts (exceeding Planning Code requzred Class 1
and Class 2 bicycle parking).-

Actie 5A; Bicycle Repair Station — 1 point (bicycle repair station within a designated, secure
areq within the building, where bicycle maintenance tools and supplies are readily available on a
permanent basis).

e Delivery-1: Delivery Supportive Services ~ 1 point (provide staffed reception avea for receipt
of deliveries and temporary parcel storage, including clothes lockers and refrigerated storage).

In addition to the TDM measures identified above, the Project Spomsor has voluntarily

offered to provide an additional 12 points of TDM meastites, for a total of 25 points, if the

Conditional Use authorization for 136 parking spaces is granted and the Project Sponsor

elects to build the Project as a for-sale condominium with the additional 60 spaces in excess of

the 76 principally permitted spaces.
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o Active-4 Bike Share Membership — 2 points (offer bike share membership to each unit
and/or employee, at least once annually, for the life of the Project or a shorter period
should a bike sharing program cease to exist. 2 points arve achieved since the project is -

- located within 1,000 feet of a bike share station.).

¢ Active-5B: Bicycle Maintenance Services ~ 1 point (provide bicycle maintenance
services to each unit andlor employee, at least once annually, for 40 years).

»  CShare-1C: Car-Share Parking, Option C -3 points (provide car-share memberships
to each unit, and provide car-share parking as required by the Planning Code).

e Family-1: Family TDM Amenities — 1 point (provide amenities that address
particular challenges that families face in making trips without a private vehicle).

s Info-1: Multimodal Wayfinding Signage — 1 point (provide multimodal wayfinding
signage in key location to support access to transportation services and infrastructure).

s Info-2: Real Time Transportation Display — 1 point (provide real time transportation
information screen in a prominent location on-site).

¢ Info-3C: Tailored Transportation Services, Option C - 3 points (provide
individualized, tailored marketing and communication campaigns to encourage
alternative transportation modes).

The Project Sponsor could choose to revise the selected TDM measures to exceed the target
points prior to issuance of a Site Permit, or to further reduce the parking supply o meet or
 exceed the target point requirement, but would not be required to do so.

Q. Height and Bulk. The Project falls within the 120/400-R-2, 120-R-2 Height and Bulk Districts.
In such Districts, no bulk Hmitations exist below 120 feet in height, with maximum height of
400 feet in height for any tower in the 120/400-R-2 Height and Bulk District. However,
‘portions of buildings above 120 feet and between 351 and 550 feet in height may not exceed a
plan length of 115 feet-and a diagonal dimension of 145 feet. Additionally, floors may not
exceed a maximum average floor area of 10,000 square feet. :

The Project proposes a tower of 400 feet in height, with various features such as mechanical structures,
and parapets extending above the 400-foot height limit in accordance with the height exemptions
allowed through Planning Code Section 260(b).  The tower would also include a 26-foot elevator
penthouse which would be required to meet state or federal laws and regulations, and which would
require an elevator penthouse height exemption from the Zoning Administrator per Planning Code
Section 260(b)1)B). The Project would necessitate approval of legislative map amendments fo shift
the existing Height and Bulk District 120/400-R-2 designation at the eastern end of the project site (a
portion of Assessor Block 0836/001) to the western portion of the Project Site (n portion of Assessor
Block 0836/005), which would not result in any increased development potential. However, the Height
and Bulk Districts within which the Project exists remains the same. The maximum diagonal
dimension for the project is 144 feet wherens the maximum plan length is 90 feet, 4 inches. The qverage
floor area of the towser is 9,637 square feet, therefore the Project complies Sections 260 and 270 of the
Planning Code.
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R. Shadows on 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
without unduly creating an unattractive design and without unduly restricting development
potential. :

Section 146(a) does not apply to construction on Oak Street, Van Ness Avenue, or the north side of
Market Street, and therefore does not apply to the Project. With respect to Section 146(c), the Project -
would replace a surface commercial parking lot and underutilized commercial buildings with a 40-
story 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 scope 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.

5. Shadows on Parks (Secﬁon 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 resalt in the net addition of shadowto properties under the jurisdiction of the
Recreation and Park Department or designated for acquisition by the Recreation and Park
Commission, '

A technical themorandum was prepared by Prevision Design dated April 19, 2017, analyzing the
potential shadow impacts of the project to properties under the furisdiction of the Recreation and Parks
Department.

Patricia’s Green .

A shadow analysis was conducted and determined that the Project would cast an additional 0.22% of
shadow on Patricia’s Green per year. On days of maximum shadmg, new shadows would be present
for approximately 35 minutes between 8:00 am and be gone ptior to 8:45 am. The shadow analysis
found that new shading from the Project would fall on various portions of Patticia’s Green, affecting
areas conlaining grass, fived benches, picnic tables with fixed seating, play aress, and a pedestrian
plaza. To eliminate all new shading on Patricia’s Green, the proposed residential tower would need to
be reduced in height by approximately 150 feet, resulting in the elimination of approximately 116
residential units. At a duly noticed, regularly scheduled meeting on June 15, 2017, the Recreation and
Park Commrission, in consultation with their General Manager, recommended that the Planning
Commission find that the shadows cast by the Project on Patricia’s Green will not be adverse to the use

of that park.
Page and Laguna Mini Park
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1t is anticipated that the Project would cast an additional 0.04% of shadow on the Page and Laguna
Mini Park. The days of maximum shading due to the proposed Project would occur on June 21%, when
new shadows would be present for approximately 22 minutes and be gone prior to 7:15am. Shading
would occur on the northern and southern ends of the Park. To eliminate all new shading on Page and
Laguna Mini Park, the proposed residentisl tower would need to be reduced in height by
approximately 85 feet, resulting in the elimination of approximately 62 residential units. At a duly
noticed, regularly scheduled meeting on June 15, 2017, the Recreation and Park Commission, in
consultation with their General Manager, recommended that the Planning Commission find that the
shadows cast by the Project on Page and Laguna Mini Park will not be adverse to the use of that park.

Proposed Park at 11% and Natomag Street
The new shadow on the proposed park at 11% and Natomu Street that is designated for acquisition by
- the Recreation and Park Commission generated by the Project would be present only in the early
evening between June 9 and July 5, and. cast an additional 0.004% of shadow on the proposed park.
Projeci—geneﬂzted new shadows would fall in a narrow band in the southwest portion of the Park, with
new shadow occurring around 7:15 pm with an average duration of approximately 18 minutes. Since
the park at 11% gnd Natoma Streets hgs not yet been developed and no future programming
information has been developed or approved, the possible features affected and qualitative impacts of
project-generated shadow on such features are undetermined. To eliminate all shading on the proposed
park at 11% and Natoma, 4 12-foot reduction of the width of the tower (reducing bulk along the
southwestern corner) would be required, resulting in the elimination of approximately 50 to 70
dwelling units. At a duly noticed, regularly scheduled meeting on June 15, 2017, the Recreation and
Park Commission, in consultation with their General Manager, recommended that the Planning
Conmission find that the shadows cast by the Project on the proposed park at 11% Street and Natoma
Street will not be adverse to the use of that park.

T. Anti-Discriminatory Housing Policy (Administrative Code Section 1.61). Projects
proposing ten dwelling units or more must complete an Anti-Discriminatory Housing
Affidavit indicating that the Project Sponsor will adhere to ant-discriminatory practices.

The Project Sponsor has completed and submitted an Anti-Discriminatory Housing Policy affidavit
confirming complignce with anti-discriminatory practices.

U. Indusionary Affordable Housing Program (Section 415). Inclusionary Affordable
Housing Program. 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, Pursuant
to Planning Code Section 415.5, the Project must pay the Affordable Housing Fee (“Fee”).
This Pee 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 applicable percentage is dependent on the numbet of units
in the project, the zoning of the property, and the date that the project submitted a complete
Environmental Evaluation Application. A complete Environmental Evaluation Application
was first submitted on February 26, 2009 and subsequently revised on Angust 27, 2012;
therefore, pursuant to Planning Code Section 415.3 the Inclusionary Affordable Housing
Program requirement for the Affordable Housing Fee is at a rate equivalent to an off-site
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requirement of 20%. This requirement is subject to change under pending legislation to
modify Planning Code Section 415 which is currently under review by the Board of
Supervisors (Board File Nos.161351 and 170208). The proposed changes to Section 415, which
may include but are not limited to modifications to the amount of indusionary housing
required onsite or offsite, the methodology of fee calculation, and dwelling unit mix
requirements, will become effective after approval by the Board of Supervisors.

The Project Sponsor has submitted an “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. The applicable percentage.is dependent on
the total number of units in the project, the zoning of the property, and the date that the project
submitted o complete Environmental Evaluation Application. A complete Environmental Evaluation
Application was submitted on February 26, 2009 and subsequently revised on August 27, 2012;
therefore, pursuant to Planning Code Section 415.3 the Inclusionary Affordable Housing Prograin
requirement for the Affordable Housing Fee is at a vate equivalent to an off-site requirement of 20%.

V. 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 a kinetic wind sculpture located in the proposed plaza that is being developed by two NASA-
based scientists in close coordination with the San Francisco Arts Commission. The sculpture is
designed to resporid to the fluidity and power of the Project site’s wind conditions while
simultaneously defusing its- energy to enhance pedestrian-level comfort in the surrounding public
realm.

W. Signage (Section 607). Currently, there 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.

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
grants each exception to the entite Project as further described below:

a. Section 249,33: Lot Coverage, Within the Van Ness and Market Downtown Residential
Special Use District, Rear Yard requirements do not apply pursuant to Planning Code
Section 249.33. Rather, lot coverage is limited to 80 percent at all residential levels.
However, exceptions pursuant to Section 309 may be permitted. The criteria for granting
a rear yard exception in the C-3 districts is set forth in Section 134(d); “C-3 Districts, an
exception to the rear yard requirements of this Section may be allowed, in accordance
with the provisions of Section 309, provided that the building location and configuration
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assure adequate light and air to windows Wlthm the remdennal units and to the usable
open space provided.”

The Project proposes a lot coverage of 84.9 percent on the first residential floor up through level 12
and lot coverage of 53 percent above the podium on tower levels 14 through 41 (there is no level
- 13), for an average of 61 percent lot coverage. The Project meets the intent of the lot coverage
requirement of providing light and air to all units as well as open space toward the rear of the
building, which would also contribute to a new mid-block open space being constructed by the
1554 Market Street project fmmediately to the west of the Project Site. Despite the overall Iot
coverage exceedance, the Project provides adequate exposure, air and light to all units and open
space. Units' fronting Market Street, Van Ness Avenue and Onk Street all possess substantial
frontage overlooking City Streets, particularly along Van Ness and Market Street — two of the
widest streets in the entire City. Furthermore, units oriented toward Van Ness Avenue are set
back an additional 28 feet or more from the public right-of-way. Units also benefit from the
curved building shape and projecting bay windows that allow the majority of units to have
exposures in multiple directions with views along the street frontage, rather than harshly
perpendicular to'the opposing buildings. Similarly, ground floor and podium rooftop open spaces
benefit significantly from the curved fagade of the tower which reduces shadow on streets,
sidewalks and open space throughout the day as the sun moves around the building, Several units
Iocated along the western property line will face a mid-block landscaped courtyard at the adjacent
1554 Market Street project. While these units do not technically meet the requirements of Section
140 for Unit Exposure, the adjacent courtyard provides a nicely landscaped view with opposing
exposures in excess of 70 feet between building faces (slightly more than the public-right-of-way
exposure on Oak Street). The courtyard exposure provides light and air to these units and the
. solarium below.

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 50
that the developments will not cause ground-level wind currents to exceed more than 10
percent of the fime 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 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 ungainly building form and without
unduly restricting the development potential of the building site in question, and (2) itis
concluded that, because of the limited amount by which the comfort level is exceeded,
the Himited location in which the comfort level is exceeded, or the limited time durmg
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 (mph) for a single hour of the year.

Independent consultants analyzed ground-level wind currents in the vicinity of the Project Site by
working with Department staff to select 57 test points throughout public areas in the general

" vicinity of the Project Site. A wind tunnel analysis, the results of which are included in a technical

memorandum prepared by BMT Fluid Mechanics, was conducted using a scale model of the
Project Site and its immediate vicinity. The study concluded that the Project would not result in
any substantial change to the wind conditions of the areq.

Comfort Criterion )

Under existing conditions, 37 of the 57 locations fested currently exceed the pedestrian comfort
level of 11 mph at grade level more than 10% of the time. Average wind speeds mensured close to
11.8 mph.

With the Project, 45 of 57 locations tested exceeded the pedestrian comfort level of 11 mph more
than 10% of the time. Avetage wind speeds, incrensed by 1.3 mph to gpproximately 13.9 mph from
12.6 mph. Under the Cumulative scenario, which takes into account other planned projects in the
vicinify, average wind speeds increase to 14.4 mph, with 46 of 57 poinis that exceed comfort
criterion.

In conclusion, the Project does not result in substantial change to the wind conditions. However,

* since comfort exceedances are not entirely eliminated by the Project, an exception is required

under Planning Code Section 309. The tower has been substantially reshaped through a rigorous
and iterative series of wind tests and wind canopies have been added to further diffuse pedestrian-
level winds in the surrounding area. The Project could not be designed in a manner that could
eliminate all 37 of the existing comfort exceedances or the 8 comfort exceedances caused by the
Project, without unduly restricting the site’s development potential, resulting in an ungainly
building form or creating new hazard exceedances.

" Hazard Criterion

The Wind Study indicated that the projéct does not cause any net new hazardous conditions,
Therefore, the Project would comply with the hazard criterion of Section 148. Overall, the Project
would decrease the total duration of existing hazardous wind conditions from 83 hours to 80
hours with the Project, an improvement of three fewer hours of hazardous wind conditions, '

8. General Plan Comphance The Project is, on balance, consistent with the following Objectives
and Policies of the General Plar:

HOUSING ELEMENT.
Objectives and Policies
OBJECTIVE 1:

SAN FBARCISGO
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IDENTIFY AND MAKE AVATLABLE 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 constiuct a significant amount of new
housing units within an existing uwrban environment that is in need of more access to housing, The Project
would replace the existing 47 space surface public parking lot and underdeveloped commercial structures
on the site with a [304] unit vesidential high-vise tower with ground floor retail that is more consistent and
compatible with the intended uses of the zoning district, the Market and Octavia Plan and the Van Ness
and Market Residential Special Use District. This new development will -grently enhance the character of
the existing neighborhood. By developing and maintaining space dedicated to retail use within the building,
the Project will continue the patiern of active ground floor retail slong the Market and Van Ness frontages.
The Project will also include substantial public realm improvements via a public plaza (Cak Plaza), further
activating the ground floor and greatly enhancmg the pedestrian environment at the Profect site and its
surrounding neighborhood.

The Property is an ideal site for new housing due to its central, Downtown/Civic Center location, and
proximity to public transportation. Additionglly, the Project is subject to the City’s Inclusionary
Affordable Housing Program (Planning Code Section 415), the Market-Octavia Affordable Housing Fee
(Planning Code Section 416) and the Van Ness & Market Special Use District Affordable Housing Fee
Planning Code Section 249.33), and thus will be providing substantial funds towards the development of
permanently affordable housing within the City. Working together with the MOHCD, the Project Sponsor
voluntarily relinquished valuable development vighis at Parcels R and S on Octavia Boulevard and
assigned them, along with preliminary designs and entitlement applications, to MOHCD to allow ihe
Juture production of 100% below market rate (BMR) hoysing, including approximately 16 BMR units of
* transitional aged youth (“TAY”) housing, within a 1/3 mile of the Project. In exchange, MOHCD agreed
to “direct” the Project’s Section 415 in-lieu fee toward the production of housing on three Octavia
Boulevard Parcels (R, S & U) (collectively y, “the Octavin BMR Project”), subject to the satisfaction of
certain conditions, including compliance with CEQA and certain fiture discretionary approvals for both
the One Oak Project and the Octavia BMR Project. - Accordingly, although the Octavia BMR Project is a
separate project requiring fiirther approvals, including independent environmental review under CEQA,
its proximity to the profect site and the conveyance of the development rights to MOHCD for use as
affordable housing sites represents a significant contribution to the development of affordable housing in
the Project’s immediate neighborhood. In addition to the Planning Code Section 415 affordable housing
fees “directed” to the Octavia BMR Project, the Project will also pay Markeb-Octaviz Affordable Housing
Fees and Van Ness & Market SUD Affordable Housing Fees, These additional affordable housing fees, in
turn, will fund additional BMR housing.

Palicy 1.10

Support new housing projects, especially affordable housing, where households can easily rely
on public fransportation, walking and bicycling for the majority of daily trips.

The Project supports this Policy. It is anticipated that because of the central location of the Project, most
résidents would either walk, bike, or use public transportation for daily travel. The Project has frontage on
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Market Street and Van Ness Avenue directly on top of the Van Ness MUNI metro station and adjacent to
the Van Ness Bus Rapid Transit Stop. The Project is less than half a mile from the Civic Center BART
Station, allowing connections to neighborhoods throughout the City, the East Bay, and the Peninsula.
Additionally, the Project provides 366 bicycle parking spaces (304 Class 1, 62 Class 2) with a convenient,
safe bike storage room on the second level [with both independent and valet access via a dedicated bike
elevator], encouraging bicycles as a mode of transportation. As discussed above, the Project will be
providing a significant amount of new market rate housing, and funding the construction of permanently
affordable housing within 1/3 mile of the Project site via a directed in lieu fee subject to a letter and the
conditions set forth therein from the Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development, including
the requirement for an independent environmental review of the Octavia BMR Project under the CEQA.
Because the proposed Project is located atb one of the most transit-rich intersections in San Francisco,
providing connections to all areas of the City and to the larger regional transportation network (MUNI,
BART, Golden Gate Transit and SamTrans), is adjacent to the Market Street bikeway, and within a short
walking distance of the Central Market, SOMA and Downtown employment centers, a substantinl
mafority of trips generated by the proposed project should be by transit, bicycle or foot, reducing the impact
of automobile traffic on MUNTI transit service. In addition, a wide range of neighborhood services are
located within a short walking distance of the Project site, further reducing the need for private automobile
trips. Additionally, the Project’s parking will only be accessible by valet via two car elevators, further
discouraging daily use.

OBJECTIVE 5:
ENSURE THAT ALL RESIDENTS HAVE 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 304 dwelling units, of which 54 (18%) are
studios, 96 (32%) are one bedrooms, 135 (44%) are two bedrooms, 16 (5%) are three bedrooms and 3 (1%)
are four-bedroom units.

OBJECTIVE 7:

SECURE FUNDING AND RESOURCES FOR PERMANENTLY AFFORDABLE HOUSING,
INCLUDING INNOVATIVE PROGRAMS THAT ARE NOT SOLELY RELIANT ON
TRADITIONAL MECHANISMS OR CAPITAL.

In complinnce with this policy, the Project would secure funding for permanently affordable housing by
paying a “directed” in-liey fee under the City's Affordable Inclusionary Housing Ordinance, pursuant to a
letter with MOHCD, which, subject to the satisfaction of certain conditions, including independent
" environmental review of the “Octavia BMR Project”, will be used to fund the future production of '
approximately 72 100% below market rate (BMR) housing units, including approximately 16 BMR units
of TAY housing, within a 1/3 mile of the Project. This represents approximately 24% of the total market-
rate units at the proposed Project. In addition to the Planning Code Section 415 gffordable housing fees .
“directed” to the Octavia BMR Project, the Project will also pay project would pay approximately an
additional $6.1 million in Market-Octavia Affordable Housing Fees and Van Ness & Market Affordable
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Housing Fees. These additional affordable housing fees, in turn, will fund the construction of new,
permanently affordable BMR housing elsewhere in the City.

OBJECTIVE 11;

SUPPORT AND RESPECT THE DIVERSE AND DISTINCT CHARACTER OF SAN
FRANCISCO’S NEIGHBORHOODS, S

Policy 11,1

Promote the construction and rehabilitation of well-designed housing that emphasizes beauty,
flexibility, and innovative design, and respects existing rieighborhood character.

Policy 11.2
Ensure implementation of accepted design standards in project approvals
Policy 11.3 .

Ensure growth is accommodated without substantially and adversely impacting existing
residential neighborhood character.

Policy 114

Continue to utilize zoning districts which conform to a generalized residential land use and
density plan and the General Plan.

Policy 11.6

Foster a sense of commumity through architectural design, using features that promote
community inferaction.

The Project supports these policies. The Project would create 304 dwelling units in the immediate vicinity
of existing residential and office buildings. The Project’s design upholds the Planning Departiment’s
storefront transparency guidelines by ensuring that at least 60 percent of the nom-residentinl active
frontages are transparent (meeting Planning Code requirements), better activating Van Ness Avenue,

* Market Street and Ouak Street. Additionally, the Project provides publicly accessible open space in the form
of improved streetscape improvements beyond the existing sidetoalk and within the private property line
directly adjacent to the proposed Project, which will be activated with the 304 residential units, ground-
floor reinil space, and kiosks within the Plaza (subject to the approval of an In-Kind Fee Waiver
Agreement), The Project would also visually enhance the immediate neighborhood and the surrounding
Downtown area by removing the existing surface parking lot and underutilized commercial buildings and
replacing them with a beautifully designed residential building. In addition, the replacement of a surface
public parking lot with below grade private accessory parking spaces will bring the site into greater
conformity with current Planning Code and urban design principles.

URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT
Objectives and Policies
OBJECTIVEL: |
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EMPHASIS OF THE CHARACTERISTIC PATTERN WHICH GIVES TO THE CITY AND ITS
NEIGHBORIIOODS AN IMAGE, A SENSE OF PURPOSE, AND A MEANS OF
ORIENTATION

Policy 1.3

Recognize that buildings, when seen together, produce a total effect that characterizes the dty
and its districts. :

OBJECTIVE 3

MODERATION OF MAJOR NEW DEVELOPMENT TO COMPLEMENT THE CITY
PATTERN, THE RESOURCES TO BE CONSERVED, AND THE NEIGHBORHOOD
ENVIRONMENT, .

Policy 3.1
Promote hai‘mony in the visual relationships and transitions between new and older buildings.
Policy 3.6

Relate the bulk of buildings to the prevailing scale of development to avoid an overwhelming or
dominating appearatice in new construction.

- The Project meets the aforementioned objectives and policies by employing design that both relates to
existing development in the neighborhood while alsc emphasizing a pattern that gives its neighborhoods an
image and means of ovientation. The Project Site is located in a neighborhood of mid- to high-vise, mixed-
use buildings both residentis] and commercial in nature. A cohesive design or pattern does not exist;
however, the Project is located at the heart of the Hub, which harkens back to a well-known neighborhood
neqr the intersections of Market Street with Valencia, Haight and Gough Streets. This Project is consistent
with the design and land use goals of those proposed in the Hub Area Plan as well as those articulated in
the Market and Octavia Aren Plan.

The building's form is characterized by a 120-foot podium and tower portion above that rises to 400-feet
tall, excluding the parapet and elevator shaft, The tower form has been shaped by wind mitigation efforts in
addition to zoning requirements and a desire for an iconic sculptural, yet simple curved form. The focus of
the tower is on the diagonal “cuts” at the base, amenity, and parapet levels. These cuts are designed to
expose the residentinl character-of the tower both in scale and materinlity. The facades provide an elegant
“tapestry” with recessed windows, subtle faceting, materiality, and scale reminiscent of older residential
towers and the historic white masonry buildings of the Civic Center district, particularly the adjacent 25
Van Ness building (a historic former Masonic Temple). The size and location of the openings vary in
relation to site factors (wind, sun, and views) and the interior layout to reflect the natural rhythms of a
vesidential neighborhood. : '

The Plaza, created by pulling the tower away from Van Ness Avenue, will be both an important public
space along the Market St. corridor, and a neighborhood and building amenity, It is conceived as an
outdoor living room with formal and informal events, cafe dining, and retail kiosks (subject to the approval
of ant In-Kind Fee Watver Agreement). The raised planters and seating elements create cues for pedestrian
circulation and programmatic zoning. The plantings draw from California’s rich flora with a few, non-
native additions proven to thrive in urban conditions. Led by artists Dan Goods and David Delgado, the
overhead wind mitigating element has evolved into g kinetic art sculpture that celebrates the “Invisible
River™ of wind flowing around the tower and through the plaza.
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The scale of the building is consistent with heights permitted by the zoning district in which the Project is
located and with other buildings proposed in the vicinity, including the project at 1500 Mission Street,
which will include a residential tower that also vises to 400- feet tall. .

COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY ELEMENT .
Objectives and Policies
OBJECTIVE 1:

MANAGE ECONOMIC GROWTH 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.

Policy 1.2

Assure that all cominescial and industrial usesA meet minimum, reasonable performarice
standards. b

Pdlicy‘.l.s

Locate commercial and industrial activities according to a generalized commercial and industrial
land use plan,

The Project Supports these Objectives and Policies. The Project would add up to 4,110 square feet of new
commercial space intended to serve vesidents in the building and surrounding neighborhood, and would
also include vetail kiosks (subject to the approval of an In-Kind Fee Waiver Agreement) within the proposed
Ouak plaza. Retgil is encouraged and principally permitted on the ground floor of buildings in the
Downtown —General 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 SAFF, CONVENIENT, AND
INEXPENSIVE TRAVEL WITHIN SAN FRANCISCO AND BETWEEN THE CITY AND OTHER
PARTS OF THE REGION WHILE MAINTAINING THE HIGH QUALITY LIVING
ENVIRONMENT OF THE BAY AREA.

Policy 1.2

Ensure the safety and comfort of pedestrians throughout the city.

A j:;rimary objective of the proposed Project is to create a pedesirian-oriented environment at the Project
Site that greatly enhances the pedestrian experience and encourages walking as a principal means of
transportation. Proposed improvements fo the sidewalks would improve pedestrian safety, including the
construction of a public plaza, generous sidewalks and other traffic calming measures to reduce vehicular
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speed. In addition to the creation of a public plaza, the Project would redesign the streetscapes throughout
the site in an aesthetically pleasing, unified mannet, featuring the placement of public amenities such as
seating for comfort, bicycle vacks, light fixtures and street trees to enhance the pedestrian experience. The
Project tower i5 set back approximately 17'-8” and the ground floor is set back approximately 280" from
the Van Ness property line, providing a generous 43'-10" wide open space. Wind canopies will be placed
around the base of the building tower, providing protection to pedestrians against the neighbothood’s
windy conditions. A wind canopy will also be constructed in Fox Plaza to protect pedestrians against
ground level wind conditions. A Traffic Impact Study projected that at peak hours, up to approximately
1,200 pedestrians would pass through the intersection of Van Ness and Market Street. The proposed open
space provided by the Project directly across the Van Ness Bus Rapid Transit boarding island will help
create 4 pedestrian-friendly environment for the significant increase in pedestrigns, particularly durzng
peak hours,

Policy 1.3:
Give priority to public transit and other alternatives to the private automobile as the means of
meeting San Francisco's transportation heeds particularly those of commuters.

Policy 1. 6:
Ensure choices among modes of travel and acconmoda’ce each mode when and Where itis most
appropriate,

The Project would promote Objective 1 and its associated policies by providing for an amount of parking
which is sufficient fo meet the needs of the future residents so as to not overburden the surrounding
neighborhood parking. However, the parking that is being provided will not generate substantial traffic
that would adversely impact pedestrian, transit, or bicycle movement, Because the proposed Project is
located at one of the most transit-vich intersections in San Francisco, providing connections to all areas of
the City and to the larger regional transportation network, is adjacent to the Market Street bikewny, and
within a short walking distance of the Central Market, SOMA and Downtown employment centers, a
substantial majority of trips generated by the proposed project should be by transit, bicycle or foot,
veducing the impact of automobile traffic on MUNI transit service. In addition, n wide range of
neighborhood services are located within a short walking distance of the Project site, further reducing the
need for private automobile trips, Additionally, the Project’s parking will only be accessible by valet via
two car elevators, further discouraging daily use. Thus, the Project would provide a merely sufficient
rather than excessive amount of parking in order fo accommodate the parking needs of the future residents
of the Project and the neighborhood, while stll 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.

Policy 2.1:

Use rapid transit and other transportatlon improvements in the city and region as the catalyst for
desirable. development and coordmate new facilities with public and private development.

Policy 2.2:
" Reduce pollution, noise and energy consumption,
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The Project would promote Objective 2 and ifs associated policies by constructing a residential building
with ground floor vetail in the Downtown Core, which is among the most transit rich areas of the City. The
Project would provide 0.45 parking spaces per dwelling, a lower ratio than the maximum amount
conditionally permitted under the Code, and will not provide any parking for the proposed retail uses, and
all of these parking spaces would be located underground, with the exception of one van-accessible space for
persons with disabilities, 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 éfficiently 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 366 bicycles (304 Class 1, 62 Class 2). Within a few blocks
of the Project Site, there is an abundance of local and vegional transit lines, including MUNI bus lines,
MUNI Metvo rail lines and BART, Golden Gate Transit and SamTrans. Additionally, such transit lines
provide access to AC Transit (Transbay Terminal) and CalTrain. :

DOWNTOWN AREA PLAN
Objectives and Policies
OBJECTIVE 1:

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

Policy 1.1

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 in a
central Downtown/Civic Center location. The Project would not displace any housing because the existing
uses at the Project Site are a surface public parking lot and two commercial buildings. The Project would
improve the existing chayacter of the neighborhood by removing the existing surface public parking lot and
provide substantial public realm benefits with the development of a public plaza and related streetscape
improvements that would enhance the pedestrian experience both at the Project site and the surrounding
neighborhood. The proposed retail space 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. Additionally, the Project would create a more pedestrian-friendly environment in the
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immediate neighborhood by providing publicly accessible open space improvements directly fronting the
Van Ness Bus Rapid Transit boarding platform, The Project thercfore creates substantial net benefits for
the City with minimal undesirable consequerices.

OBJECTIVE 7:
EXPAND THE SUPPLY OF HOUSING IN AND ADJACENT TO DOWNTOWN.
Policy 7.1 o ‘
Promote the inclusion of housing in downtown commercial developments.
| Policy 7.2 . '
Facilitate conversion of underused industrial and commercial areas o residential use.

The Project would demolish a surface parking lot and two commercial buildings and construct a 304-unit
residential building within a transit vich neighborhood and easy commuting distance of dountown jobs,
The Project would also include approximately 4,110 square feet of ground floor retail space as well as retail
Kiosks (subject to the approval of an In-Kind Fee Waiver Agreement) within the proposed plaza, which
would provide services to the immediate neighborhood, and would create pedestrian-oriented, active uses on
Market and Van Ness Streets, The Project would further greatly enhance the public realm by including a
public plaza and significant streetscape improvements.

OBJECTIVE 16:

CREATE AND MAINTAIN ATTRACTIVE, INTERESTING URBAN STREETSCAPES.

Policy 16.4 _ '

Use designs and materials and include amenities at the ground floor fo create pedestrian interest.

The Project would promote Objective 16 by including a ground floor retail use and a public plaza which
would promote pedestrian traffic in the vicinity. The retail space and the public plaza would increase the
usefulness of the vicinity surrounding the Project Site to pedestrians and serve to calm the speed of traffic
on the street, The Project would provide floor-to-ceiling, transparent windows in the proposed vetail space,
along with outdoor seating associated with the retuil, inviting pedestrians. The sidewalk area surrounding
the Project Site would be improved with bicycle racks, landscaping, seating, high quality materials and
protective wind canapies that will be artfully sculpted. In general, the Project would increase the usefulness
of the area surrounding the Project Site to pedestrigns and bicyclists by creating an area of respite for those
waiting for transit and [ or ave passing through.

OBJECTIVE 18:
ENSURE THAT THE NUMBER OF AUTO TRIPS TO AND FROM DOWNTOWN WILL NOT BE
DETRIMENTAL TO. THE GROWTH OR AMENITY OF DOWNTOWN

.Policy 18.3:
Discourage new long-term commuter parking spaces in and around downtowr Limit long-term
parking spaces serving downtown to the number that already exists.
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Paolicy 18.5: .
Discourage proliferation of surface parking as an interim use; particularly where sound
residential, commercial, or industrial buildings would be demolished.

The Project would not conflict with Objective 18 of the Downtown Plan, because it does not propose any
new long-term commuiter parking, or any new long-term parking. Instead, the Prqect would serve the
needs of future residents at the Project, In addition, the Project will bring the site into greater conformity
with the Downtown Plan by removing sutface parking lot and replacing it with a high rise residential
building with ground floor retail and a public plaza.

MARKET AND OCTAVIA PLAN

~ Objectives and Policies

OBJECTIVE L1:
CREATE A LAND USE PLAN THAT EMBRACES THE MARKET AND OCTAVIA
NE(GHBORHOOD'S POTENTIAL AS A MIXED- USE URBAN NEIGHBORHOOD

Policy 1.1.2:
Concentrate more intense uses and activities in those areas best served by transit and most
accessible on foot.

Policy 1.1.5:
Reinforce the importance of Market Street as the city’s cultural and ceremonial spine,

The Project will reinforce the importance of Market Street as the City’s cultural and ceremonial
spine, as well as its position as the front porch to the Civic Center Performing and Cultural Arts
District, by including approximately 4,110 square feet of active ground floor retail uses, and
creating approximately 16,050 square feet of enhanced public realm improvements, induding a
publicly accessible pedesttian plaza that would activate the public realm along Market Street and
Van Ness Avenue. The proposed streetscape improvements would include a shared-public-way
along Oak Street, and new widened sidewalks on both sides of Oak Street, with new bike racks,
public seating, planters and street trees, public-art, and performance areas. Additionally, subject to
the approval of an In-Kind Fee Waiver Agreement, the proposed streetscape improvements would also
include seversl retail kiosks on the north side of Oak Street, as well as movable seating and sidewalk
replacement along Van Ness Avenue. Thus, the Project will provide ground-floor activities that are
‘public in nature and contribute to the life of the street,

OBJECTIVE 1.2:

ENCOURAGE URBAN FORM THAT REINFORCES THE PLAN AREA’S UNIQUE PLACE IN
THE CITY’S LARGER URBAN FORM AND STRENGTHENS ITS PHYSICAL FABRIC AND
CHARACTER.

Policy 1.2.2:
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Maximize housing opportunities and encourage high- quality commercial spaces on the ground
floor.

. Policy 1.2.5:
Mark the intersection of Van Ness Avenue and Market Street as a visual landmark,

The Project is located within an existing high - density urban context and would transform underutilized
retaill office buﬂdings and parking lot inio high-density housing and ground-floor retuil that has a
multitude of transportation options. The Project includes a mix of one-, two-, three- and four- bedroom
units, and approximately 4,110 square feet of ground floor retail.

~ OBJECTIVE 2.%

ENCOURAGE CONSTRUCTION OF RESIDENTIAL INFILL THROUGHOUT THE
PLAN AREA.

Policy 2.2.2:
Ensure a mix of unit sizes is built in new development and is maintained in existing housing
stock.

Policy 2.2.4:
Encourage new housing above ground- floor commercial uses in new development and in
expansion of existing commercial buildings.

The proposed Project includes 304 dwelling units and approximately 4,110 square feet of ground floor
retuil that wraps around the ground floor along Market Street, Van Ness Avenue and Oak Street, The
Project includes a mix the following dwelling unit mix: 54 studic units (18%), 96 one-bedroom units
(32%); 135 two-bedroom units (44%); 16-three-bedroom units (5%) and 3 four-bedroom units (1%), which
helps maintain the diversity of the City’s housing stock."The Project wonld demolish a surface parking lot
and two ynderutilized commercial buildings and construct a beautifully designed 304-unit residential
building at the intersection or Market and Van Ness Streets within a transit rich neighborhood and easy
commuting distance of downtown jobs. The Project would also include approximately 4,110 sq. ft. of
ground floor retail space, which wonld provide services to the immediate neighborhood, and would create
pedestrian-oriented, active uses on Market and Van Ness Streets. By adding a high-quality public plaza
and streetscape improvements in accordance with the Market and Octavig Areq Plan Design Standards,
the proposed Project would build on the positive traits of the Hayes Valley neighborhood, extending its
walkable scale-outward toward the Van Ness and Market intersection, '

OBJECTIVE 2.3;
PRESERVE AND ENHANCE EXISTING SOUND HOUSING STOCK.

The Project would not conflict with Objective 2.3 because no housing currently exists at the Project site;
therefore, development of the Project will not displace any existing housing.
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OBJECTIVE 4.1:
PROVIDE SAFE AND COMFORTABLE PUBLIC RIGHTS OF WAY FOR PEDESTRIAN USE
AND IMPROVE THE PUBLIC LIFE OF THE NEIGHBORHOOD.

Policy 4.1.1:

Widen sidewalks and shorten pedestrian crossings with corner plazas and boldly marked
crosswalls where possible without affecting traffic lanes. Where such improvements may reduce .
lanes, the nnprovements should first be studied.

The One Ouak Project has proposed pro-active measures to calm traffic, improve walkability and pedestrian
safety in the neighborhood, consistent with and in support of the City’s Vision Zero policy. The Project
includes slow street improvements, a raised table crosswalk at the Van Ness Avenue entrance fo Oak
Street, widened sidewalks on both the south and north sides of Oak Streetf, enhanced shared-public-way
surface treatments to identify the street as part of the pedestrian realm, additional plaza and street lighting,
62 public Class-2 bike parking spaces, widening the crosswalk from the new BRT Platform to the site, and a
new Muni elevator enclosure. The proposed Project has earned conditional GreenTRIP Platinum
Certification from TransForm — a California 501(c)(3) public interest organization (wunw.transformen.org)
— for the Project’s safety improvements and transportation amenities. The proposed Project will be the
- first condominium project in San Francisco to meet GreenTRIP Platinum requirements.

OBJECTIVE 5.1:

IMPROVE PUBLIC TRANSIT TO MAKE IT MORE RELIABLE, ATTRACTIVE,
CONVENIENT, AND RESPONSIVE TO INCREASING DEMAND.

Policy 5.1.2:
Restrict curb cuts on transit- preferential streets.

OBJECTIVE5.2:

DEVELOP AND IMPLEMENT PARKING POLICIES FOR AREAS WELL SERVED BY
PUBLIC TRANSIT THAT ENCOURAGE TRAVEL BY PUBLIC TRANSIT AND
ALTERNATIVE TRANSPORTATION MODES AND REDUCE TRAFFIC CONGESTION.

 Policy 5.2.3:
Minimize the negative impacts of parking on neighborhood quality.

OBJECTIVE 5.3:

ELIMINATE OR REDUCE THE NEGATIVE IMPACT OF PARKING ON THE PHYSICAL
CHARACTER AND QUALITY OF THE NEIGHBORHOOD. '

Policy 5.3.1:
Encourage the fronts of buildings to be lined with active uses and, where parking is provided,
require that it be setback and screened from the street. '
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Market Street and Van Ness Avenue are considered transit- preferential streets. Accordingly, all off-
street parking and loading access is being directed to Osk Street. All parking will be located below grade,
with the exception of one van-nccessible space for persons with disabilities, improving the Project’s urban
design by minimizing street frontages devoted to vehicular uses and also bringing the site info greater
conformity with the Market and Octavia Plan by removing the surface parking lot, The street - level design
of the Project provides mostly active uses including 4,110 square feet of retail along Market Street, Van
Ness Avenue and Oak Street.

9. Planning Code Section 101.1(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 residenit employment in and ownership of such businesses be enhanced.

The Project supports this policy. The proposed 304 residential units will house approximately 550 to
700 new residents that will patronize new and existing neighborhood-serving retail uses. In addition,
the proposed project would add approxz‘matgly 3,210-sf of net new retaillrestaurant space, replacing the
existing 900~sf donut shop with a 4,110-sf restaurant/retail space, increasing future opportunities for
resident employment in the service sector. The Project would further enhance neighborhood-serving
retail by adding an approximately 16,050 square foot public pedestrian plaza 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.

- B. That existing housing and neighborhood character be conserved and protected in order fo
preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods.

The Project would improve the existing character of the neighborhood by providing more pédestrian-

friendly uses, including publicly accessible open space immediately adjacent to the site and across from:
the Van Ness Bus Rapid Transit platform. No housing would be displaced because the existing
structures contain offices and retail uses. The proposed retail space presents an dpportunity for small
business owners, helping to preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods. The
Market and Van Ness intersection is generally characterized as an area lacking positive neighborhood
character, whereas the nearby ‘Hayes Valley neighborhood is generally recognized as a desifable
neighborhood, characterized by a mix of residential, cultural, and retail uses. By adding new housing,
neighborhood-serving retail space, and a high-quality public plaza in accordance with the Market and
Octavia Aren Plan Design Standards, the proposed project would build on the positive traits of the
Huyes Valley neighborhood, extending its walkable scale outward toward the Van Ness and Market
intersection. The Project would further improve the existing character of the neighborhood by
removing the surface public parking lof.,

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 would be lost s part of this
Project. The Project enhances the City's suppiy of affordable housing by contributing to the
Inclusionary Housing Fund and dirvecting the contribution to the development of 72 permanently
Below Market Rate units on Octavia Boulevard Parcels “R”, “S” and "1, subject to o letter
agreement and the conditions set forth therein from the MOH. This represents approximately 24% of
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the total markes-vate ynits at the proposed Project. Accordingly, although the Octavia BMR Project is
a separate profect requiring further approvals, including independent environmental review, its
proximity to the project site and the conveyance of the development rights to MOHCD for use as
affordable housing sites represents a significant contribution to the development of affordable housing
in the Project’s immediate neighborhood. In addition to the Planning Code Section 415 affordable.
housing fees “directed” to the Octavia BMR Project, the Project will also pay project would pay an
additional approximately $6.1 million in Matket-Octavia Affordable Housing Fees and Van Ness &
Market SUD Affordable Housing Fees, These additional affordable housing fees, in turn, will fund the
construction of new, permanently affordable BMR housing elsewhere in the City.

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 located along a major transit corridor that 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 as well as the BART system. The Project also provides a sufficient
amount off-street parking for future vesidents so that neighborhood parking will not be overburdened
by the addition of new residents and building users. The project would also eliminate an existing 47-
space surface commercial parking lot, vedsicing a potentinl source of vehicle trips to and from the site.
The entrance to the proposed automobile and bicycle drop-off aren would be located on Ogk Street
where no transit lines exist. The proposed project would also provide enhanced pedestrian access to the
MUNI Métro Van Ness Station and the new Van Ness BRT Station to be located ut the intersection of
Van Ness and Market by constructing a high quality pedestrian plaza and a new weather protected
enclosure for the MUNI Metro Station elevator. '

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 displace any industrial or service sectors and does not include commercial office
development. Furthet, the proposed ground-floor tetail space provides future opportunmes for resident
employment and ownership.

E. That the City achieves the greatest possible preparedness to protect agamst injury and loss of
life in an earthquake.

The Project will be consistent with the City’s goal to achieve the greafest possible preparedness to
protect against injury and loss of life in an earthquake. The building will be constructed in complignce
with all current building codes to ensure o high level of seismic safely.  In addition, the proposed.
Profect would replace two older buildings, built in 1920 and 1980, that do not comply with cyrrent
seismic safety standards.

G. That landmarks and historic buildings be preserved.
There are no landmarks or historic buildings on-site.

H. That our parks and open space and their access to sunhght and vistas be protected from
development.

The Project would cast approximately 23 minutes of shadow onto Patricia’s Green during the dates of
maximum shading, particularly during morning hours, It was observed that the park is most intensely
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10,
 incorporated by reference as though fully set forth herein, regarding the Project description and

11.
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used during lunch hours. Accordingly, the additional shadz’ng on Patricia’s Green was determined not
to create a significant and unguoidable impact, nor adversely impact the use of the park. The Project
wotld cast approximately 22 minutes of shadow onto Page and Lagung Mini Park during the dafes of
maximum shading, particylarly during morning hours. If was observed that the intensity of the park
usage was very low. Accordingly, the additional shading on Page and Laguna Mini Park was
determined not to create a significant and unavoidable impact, nor adversely impact the use of the
Park. ’

In addition, the proposed project will create a new publicly accessible open space on Oak Street and on
a portion of the profect site, substantinlly enhancing public open space. The requested shifi of
designated height zones due to the shift of the tower to the west is to allow greater open space and
access to sunlight at this important civic intersection fronting Van Ness Avenue and Market Street,

The Commission made and adopted environmental findings by its Motion No, 19939, which are

objectives, significant impacts, significant and unavoidable impacts, mitigation measures and
alternatives, and a statement of overriding considerations, based on substantial evidence in the
whole record of this proceeding and pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act,
Section 15091 through 15093, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code ("Chapter
31"). The Commission adopted these findings as required by CEQA, separate and apart from the
Commission’s certification of the Project’s Final EIR, which the Commission ceitified prior to
adopting the CEQA findings,

The Project is consistent with and would promote the general and specific purposes of the Code
provided under Section 101.1(b) in that, as designed, the Project would contribute to the character
and stability of the neighborhood and would constitute a beneficial development.

. The Commission hereby finds that approval of the Downtown Project Authorization and Request

for Exceptions would promote the health, safety and welfare of the City.

1941



Motion No. 19943 CASE NO. 2009.0159EGPAMAPDNXCUAVARK
‘Hearing Date; June 15, 2017 1540 Market Street

DECISION

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 othex
written materials submitted by all parties, the Commission heteby APPROVES Downtown Project
Authorization Application No. 2014-000362ENVGPAMAPDNXCUAVARK subject to the following
conditions attached hereto as “EXHIBIT A” in general conformance with plans on file, dated May 15, 2017
and stamped, “EXHIBIT B”, which is 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
incorporates by reference herein the CEQA Findings contained in Motiont No. 19939 and MMRP, included
as Attachment B. All required mitigation and improvement measures 1den’af1ed in Attachment B of
Motion No. 19939 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 (415) 575-6880.

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 discrefonary 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.

Therebjyrertify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Motion on June 15, 2017.

Commission Secretary

AYES: Commissioners Hillis, Johnson, Melgar, Moore, Richards
NAYS: Commissioner Koppel
S A0 : : ) . . 87 ..
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ABSENT: Commissioner Fong

ADOPTED:  June 15, 2017
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EXHIBIT A
AUTHORIZATION

This authorization is for a Downtown Project Authorization and Request for Exceptions relating to a
Project that would demolish an existing four-story office building at 1540 Market Street, a three-story
retail building at 1500 Market Street (d.b.a. All Star Cafe) and an approximately 47-space commeicial
surface parking lot to construct a 40-story, 400-foot tall, 304-unit residential building containing
approximately 4,110 square feet of ground floor retail pursuant to Planning Code Sections 309, 134,
249.33(b)(5), and 148, on Assessor’s Block 0836, Lots 001, 002, 003, 004, and 005 within the C-3-G,
‘Downtown-General Zoning District and the proposed 120-R-2 and 120/400-R-2 Height and Bulk Districts;
in general conformance with plans dated May 15, 2017, and stamped “EXHIBIT B” included in the
docket for Case no. 2009-0159EGPAMAPDNXCUAVARK and subject to conditions of approval
reviewed and approved by the Commission on June 15, 2017 under Motion No. 19943. The proposed
Project includes a proposed Zoning Map amendment to allow for a height swap between parcels 001 and
005, and a General Plan Amendment amending Map 3 of the Market and Octavia Area Plan and Map 5 of
the Downtown Area Plan to ensure consistency with the proposed Zoning Map amendmient. This
authorization and the conditions contained herein run with the property and not with a particular Project
Sponsor, business, or operator.

REGORDATION 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 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 Flanning
Commission on June 15, 2017 under Motion No. 19943. '

PRINTING OF CONblTlONS OF APPROVAL ON PLANS
The conditions of approval under the 'Exhibit A’ of this Planning Commission Motion No. 19943 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 the Downtown
Project 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 be invalid, such invalidity shall not
affect or impziir other femaining 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. , ‘
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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 Downtown Project Authorization. ’

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 date that the Planning Code text amendment(s) and/or Zoning Map amendment(s)
become effective, 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 Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863,

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 dectine 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 Authotization 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 .

Diligent Pursuit. Once a site or Building Permit 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 three (3) years have passed since the date that the Planning
Code text amendment(s) and/or Zoning Map amendment(s) became effective.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863,
www.sf-planning.org

Extension. All time limits in the preceding three paragraphs may be extended at the discretion of
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 abowut compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863,

www.sf-planning.o

SAN FRANGISCO 40
PLANNING DEFARTIMENT

1945



Motion No. 19943 CASE NO, 2009,0159EGPAMAPDNXCUAVARK
Hearing Date: June 15,2017 1540 Market Street

10.

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,

wuw.sf-planning.or

Floor Area Ratio. Pursuant to the Floor Area Ratio limits (FAR) per Sections 123, 249.33(b)(6)(B),
and 424, the Project is required to make a payment to the Van Ness and Market Residential
Special Use District Affordable Housing Fund for floor area that exceeds the base FAR of 6.0:1
and up to a maximum FAR of 9.0:1, For portions of the Project that-exceed an FAR of 9.0:1, the
Project must contribute to the Van Ness and Market Neighborhood Infrastructure Fee; provided,
however, that the Project Sponsor may elect to directiy provide community improvements to the
City. In such a case, the City may enter into an In-Kind Improvements Agreement with the
sponsor and issue a fee waiver from the payment of the Van Ness and Market Neighborhood
Infrastructure Fee from the Planning Commission, subject to the rules and requirements set forth
in Section 424.3,

For information about compliagnce, contact the Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.sf-

planning.org

Market Octavia Community Improvements Fund. The Project is subject to the Market and
Octavia Community Improvements Fee, as applicable, pursuant to Planning Code Section 421,
The Project Sponsor has requested an In-Kind Fee Waiver for a portion of these fees to off-set
certain improvements within the Plaza.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378,

www.sf-planning.or

Market Octavia Affordable Housing Fee. The Project is subject to the Market and Octavia
Affordable Housing Fee, as applicable, pursuant to Plarming Code Section 416,

For information about compliance, contact the Case Plannet, Planning Department at 415- 558 6378,
www.sf-planning.org

Market and Octavia — Van Ness & Market Street Affordable Housing and Neighborhood
Infrastructure Fee. The Project is subject to the Market and Octavia — Van Ness & Market
Affordable Housing Fee and Neighborhood Infrastructure Fee, as applicable, pursuant to
Planning Code Section 424.3. The Project Sponsor has requested an In-Kind Fee Waiver for a

portion of the Neighborhood Infrastructure fees to off-set certain improvements within the Plaza. -

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378,

‘wuww.sfplanning.org

Improvement and Mitigation Measures, Improvement and Mitigation measures described in
the MMRP attached as Attachment B of the CEQA Findings contained in Moton No. 19939
associated with the Subject Project are necessary to avoid potential significant impacts and
further reduce less-than-significant impacts of the Project and have been agreed to by the Project
Sponsor. Implementation of the Improvement and Mitigation measures is a condition of Project
approval.

SAN FRANGISGO
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For information about compliance, coutact Code Enforcement, Planning Depurtment at 415-575-6863,

www.sf-planning.org.

ENTERTAINMENT COMMISSION —~ NOISE ATTENUATION CONDITIONS

Chapter 116 Residential Projects. The Project Sponsor shall comply with the “Recommended Noise
Attenuation Conditions for Chapter 116 Residential Projects” which were recommended by the
Entertainment Commission at a heanng held for the project on November 1, 2016. These conditions state

11

12,

13,

14,

15.

Community Outreach. Project Sponsor shall irclude in its commumty outreach process any
businesses located within 300 feet of the proposed project that operate between the hours of 9PM
and SAM Notice shall be made in person, written or electronic form.

Sound Stddy. Project sponsor shall conduct an acoustical sound study, which shall include
sound readings taken .when performances are taking place at the proximate Places of
Entertainment, as well as when patrons arrive and leave these locations at closing time. Readings
should be taken at locations that most accurately capture sound from the Place of Entertainment
to best of their ability. Any recommendation(s) in the sound study regarding window glaze
ratings and soundproofing materials including but not limited to walls, doors, roofing, etc. shall
be given highest consideration by the project sponsor when designing and building the project.

Design Considerations.

a. During design phase, project sponsor shall consider the entrance and egress location and
paths of travel at the Place(s) of Entertainment in designing the location of (a) any
entrance/egress for the residential building and (b) any parking garage in the building,

b, In designing doors, windows, and other openings for the residential building, project
sponsor should consider the POE's operations and noise during all hours of the day and

night.

Construction Impacts. Project sponsor shall communicate with adjacent or nearby Place(s) of
Entertainment as to the construction schedule, daytime and nighttime, and consider how this
schedule and any storage of construction materials may impact the POE operations,

Communication. Project Sponsor shall make a cell phone number available to Place(s) of
Entertainment management during all phases of development through construction. In addition,
a line of communication should be created to ongoing building management throughout the
occupation phase and beyond

DESIGN ~ COMPLIANGE AT PLAN STAGE

16.

Final Materials. The Project Sponsor shall continue to work with Planru‘ng 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.
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For infomdﬁon about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378,

17. 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 Departiment at 415-558-6378,
www.sf-planning.org

18. Rooftop Mechanical Equipment. Pursuant to Planning Code 141, the Project Sponsor shall
submit a roof plan to the Plarning 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,

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Plannmg Department at 415-558-6378,
wur.sf-planning.org :

19. Lighting Plan. The Project Spomsor 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.sf-planning.org

20. Streetscape Plan, Pursuant to Planning Code Section 138.1, the Project Sponsor shall continue fo
work with Plantiing Department staff, in consultation with other City agencies, to refine the
design and programming of the Streetscape Plan so that the plan generally meets the standards
of the Better Streets Plan and all applicable City standards. The Project Sponsor shall complete
final design of all required street improvements, including procurement of relevant City permits,
prior to issuance of first architectural addenda, and shall co‘mplete 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

21. Open Space Provision - C-3 Districts. Pursuant to Planning .Code Section 138, the Project
Sponsor shall confinue to work with Planning Department staff to refine the design and
programming of the public open space so that the open space generally meets the standards of

. the Downtown Open Space Guidelines in the Downtown Plan of the General Plan.
. For information gbout compliance, contact the Case Plannet, Planning Department at 415-558-6378,

wivw.sf-planning.or

22, Open Space Plaques ~ C-3 Districts. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 138, the Project Sponsor
shall install the required public open space plaques at each building entrance induding the
standard City logo identifying it; the hours open to the public and contact information for

SAN ERANSISEO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 43

1948



Motion No. 19943 ' CASE NO, 2009.0159EGPAMAPDNXCUAVARK
Hearing Date: June 15, 2017 1540 Market Street

23.

24.

26.

SAN FRANCISCO 44
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building management. The plaques shall be plainly visible from the public sidewalks on Market,
Van Ness Avenue and Oak Streets and shall indicate that the open space is accessible to the
public. Design of the plaques shall utilize the standard templates provided by the Planning
Department, as available, and shall be approved by the Department staff prior to installation.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378,
www.sfplarming.org '

Signage. The Project Sponsor shall develop a signage program for the Project' which shall be
subject to review and approval by Planning Department staff. All subsequent sign permits shall
conform to the approved signage program. All exterior signage shall be designed to compliment,

ot compete with, the existing architectural character and architectural features of the building.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378,

www.sf-planning.or

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 '
a. Onssite, in a basement area accessed via a garage or other access point without use of
separate doors on a ground floor fagade facing a public right-of-way;
b. On-site, in a drivéway, underground;
c. On-site, above grotind, screened from view, other than a ground floor facade 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 Betier Streets
Plan guidelines; .
e. Public right-of-way, underground; and based on Better Streets Plan guidelines; '
. £ Public right-of-way, above ground, screened from view; and based on Better Streets Plan
guidelines; :
g On-site, in a ground floor fagade (the least desirable location).
For information about compliance, contact Bureau of Street Use and Mapping, Depariment of Public
Works at 415-554-5810, hitp://sfdpw.org

. Overhead Wiring. The Propetty owner will allow MUNI to install eyebolts in the building

adjacent to its electric streetcar line to support its overhead wire sysfem if requested by MUNI or
MTA.

For information about compliance, contact San Francisco Municipal Railway (Muni), San Francisco
Murnicipal Transit Agency (SFMTA), at 415-701-4500, www.sfimta.org

Noise, Ambient. Interior occupiable spaces shall be instlated from ambient noise levels.
Specifically, in areas identified by the Environmental Protection Element, Mapl, “Background
Noise Levels,” of the General Plan that exceed the thresholds of Article 29 in the Police Code,
new developments shall install and maintain glazing rated to a level that insulate interior
occupiable areas from Background Noise and comply with Title 24.
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27.

28.

For information about compliance, contact the Environmental Health Section, Department of Public
Heqlth at (415) 252-3800, www.sfdph.org :

Noise. Plans submitted with the building permit app]icaﬁoﬁ for the approved project shall
incorporate acoustical insulation and other sound proofing measures to control noise.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Plannet, Planmng Department at 415-558-6378,

wuww.sfplanning org

Odor Control Unit. In order to ensure any significant noxious or offensive odors are prevented -

from escaping the premises once the project is operational, the building petmit application to

implement the project shall include air.cleaning or odor control equipmerit detals and

manufacturer specifications on the plans. Odor control ducting shall not be apphed to the
primary fagade of the building.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378,

www.sf-planning.org

PARKING AND TRAFFIC

29,

30.

3L

Parking Maximum, Pursuant to Planning Code Section 151.1, the Project shall provide no more
* than a ratio of 0.25 parking spaces per dwelling unit, as principally permitted parking; With 304
dwelling units, a maximum of 76 spaces is principally permitted pef Planning Code Section 151.
An additional 76 parking spaces (for a total of up to 152 parking spaces) may be permitted with a
Conditional Use Authorization. 'The Project Sponsor may provide up to 136 off-street parking

- spaces, which was authorized under Motion No. 19944. However, if the Project changes from an

ownership project to a rental project, the Project shall réduce the accessory parking amount to no
more than the 0.25 ratio to dwelling units that is principally permitted. The Project must also
comply with Building Department requirements with respect to parking spaces for persons with
disabilities.

For information about complz'ance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863,

www.sfplanning.org

Off-street Loading. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 152.1, the Project shall provide 1 off-

street loading space, and spaces for two service vehidles, which may be used to substitute an off-

street loading space.
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, PIanmng Department at 415-575-6863,
www.sf-planning.org

Car Share. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 166, no less than two car share spaces 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. The car share spaces will be located off-site on a surface

parking lot at 110 Franklin Street. Should the property at 110 Franklin Street no longer be
available for such use, the Project Sponsor shall relocate the car share spaces on-site or at an off-
site location within 800 feet of the Project Site without disrupting continuity of service, pursuant
to Planning Code Section 166.
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32.

33.

34.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863,
www.sf-planning.org

Bicycle 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 151
Class 1 spaces (151 stalls for Residential Use, 0 stalls for Retail Use) and 20 Class 2 spaces (15
stalls for Residential Use, 5 stalls for Retail Use).

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Deparhnent' at 415-575-6863,
wrow.sf-plapning.org

Managing Traffic During Construction. The Projéct Sponsor and construction contractor(s)
shall coordinate with the Traffic Engineering and Transit Divisions of the San Francisco
Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA), 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 Departinent at 415-575-6863,

www.sf-planning.org

Transportation Demand Management (TDM). Pursuant to Planning Code Sectioh 169, the

Project shall finalize a TDM Plan prior to the issuance of the first Building Permit or Site Permit to
construct the project and/or commence the approved uses. The Property Owner, and all
successors, shall ensure ongoing compliance with the TDM Program for the life of the Project,
which may include providing a TDM Coordinator, providing access to, City staff for site
inspections, submitting appropriate documentation, paying application fees associated with
required monitoring and reporting, and other actions.

Prior to the issuance of the first Building Permit or Site Permit, the Zoning Administrator shall
approve and 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 to document compliance with the TDM
Program. This Notice shall provide the finalized TDM Plan for the Project, including the relevant
details associated with each TDM measure included in the Plan, as well as associated monitoring,
reporting; and comphance requirements.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department af 415-558-6378,
wuw.sf-planning.org

PROVISIONS

35.

36.

Anti-Discriminatory Housing. The Project shall adhere to the requlreme.nts of the. Anti-
Discriminatory Housing policy, pursuant o Administrative Code Section 1.61.
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378,

www.sf-planning.org

First Source Hiring, The Project shall adhere to the requirements of the First Source Hiring
Construction and End-Use Employment Program approved by the First Source Hiring
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37.

38.

*Administrator, pursuant to Section 83.4(m) of the Administrative Code. The Project Sponsor

shall comply with the requirements of this Program regarding construction work and on-going
employment required for the Project.

For information nbout complionce, contuct the First Source Hiring Manager at 415-581-2335,
www.onestopSE.otg '

Transportation Sustainability Fee. The Project is subject to the Transportation Sustaihability Fee
(TSF), as applicable, pursuant to Planning Code Section 411A,
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378,

www.sf-planning.org

Child Care Fee ~ Residential. Thé. Project is subject to the Residential Child Care Fee, as
applicable, pursuant to Planning Code Section 414A. Portions of the Market Octavia and Van
Ness Market Commuymnity Improvements Funds allocated to Child Care paid by the Project would
be credited toward payment of the Child Care Fee.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378,

www.sf-planning.or

Affordable Units. The following Inclusionary Affordable Housing Requirements -are those in effect at
the time of Planning Commission action, In the event that the requirements change, the Project Sponsor
shall comply with the requirements in place at the time of issuance of first construction document. This
requirement is subject to change under pending legislation to modify Planning Code Section 415 which is
currently under review by the Board of Supervisors (Board File Nos.161351 and 170208), The proposed
. changes to Section 415, which may incdude but are not limited to modifications to the amount of
inclusionary housing required onsite or offsite, the methodology of fee calaulation, and dwelling unit mix
requirements, will become effective after approval by the Board of Supervisors.

39, ‘Requirement. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 415.5, the i’roject Sponsor must pay an

Affordable Housing Fee at a rate equivalent to the applicable percentage of the number of units.
in an offsite project needed to satisfy the Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program
Requirement for the principal project. The applicable percentage for this project is twenty percent

- (20%). The Project Sponsor shall pay the applicable Affordable Housing Fee at the time such Fee

is required to be paid.
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378,.
weww.sf-planning.org or the Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development at 415-701-5500,

wuwr.sf-mol.org.

. Other Conditions. The Project is subject to the requirements of the Inclusionary Affordable

Housing Progtam under Section 415 et seq. of the Planning Code and the texms 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
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Procedures Manual can be obtained 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:

hgt;g:[ZSf—QlanIﬁng.org[Modules[ShowDocument.agpi x?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,
wivw.sf-planning.org or the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development af 415-701-5500,

www.sf-moh.org,

a. The Project Sponsor must pay the Fee in full sum to the Development Pee 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 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 project applicant fails to comply with the Incdusionary Affordable Housing Program
requirement, the Director of DBI shall deny any and all site or building permits or certificates
of occupancy for the development 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 development
project and to pursue any and all other remedies at law.

OPERATION

41. Garbage, Recycling, and Composting Receptacles, Garbage, recycling, and compost containers
shall be kept within the premises and hidden from public view, and placed outside only when
being serviced by the disposal company. Trash shall be contained and disposed of pursuant to
garbage and recycling receptacles guidelines set forth by the Department of Public Works,

For information about compliance, contact Bureau of Street Use and Mapping, Department of Public
Works at 415-554-.5810, http/sfdpw.org '

42. Sidewalk & Streetscape Maintenance. The Project Sponsor shall maintain the main entrance to
the building and all sidewalks abutting the subject property, and the shared street that will be
provided as part of the Project, 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.Jlsfdpw.org .
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43.

Noise Control. The premises shall be adequately soundproofed or insulated for noise and
operated so fixed-source equipment noise shall not exceed the decibel Jevels specified in the San

" Francisco Noise Control Ordinance.

- For information ghout compliance with the fived mechanical objects such as rooftop air conditioning,

45,

46.

47.

restaurant ventilation systems, and motors and compressors with acceptable noise levels, contact the
Environmental Health Section, Depariment of Public Health at (415) 252-3800, www.sfdph.org

For information about compliance with the construction nozse, contact the Department of Building
Inspection, 415-558- 6570, www.sfdbi.org _
For information about compliance with the amplified sound including music and telemsmn contact the
Police Department at 415-553-0123, www.sfpolice.org

. Odor Control. While it is inevitable that some low level of odor may be detectable to nearby

residents and passersby, appropriate odor control equipment shall be installed in conformance
with the approved plans and maintained to prevent any significant noxious or offensive odors
from escaping the premises.

For information about compliance with odor or other chemical air pollutants standards, contact the Bay
Area Air Quality Management District, (BAAQMD), 1-800-334-ODOR (6367), www.baggmd.gov and
Code Enforcement, Planning Department i 415-575-6863, www.sf-planning.org

Notices Posted at Bars and Entertainment Venues. Notices urging patrons to leave the
establishment and neighborhood in a quiet, peaceful, and orderly fashion and to not litter or
block driveways in the neighborhood, shall be well-lit and prominently dlsplayed at all entrances
to and exits from the establishment,

For information about compliance, contact the Enfertainment Commission, at 415 554-6678,
www.sfgov.orglentertainment

Lighting. All Project lighting shall be directed onto the Project site, including the proposed Oak
Plaza, and immediately surrounding sidewalk area only, and designed and managed so as not to
be a nuisance to adjacent residents. Nighttime lighting shall be the minimum necessary to ensure
safety, but shall in no case be directed 50 as to constitute a nuisance to any surrounding property.
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415- 575—6863

www.sfplanning.org

Community Liaison. Prior to issnance 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
Zoming 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, Planmng Departiment at 415-575-6863,

www.skolanning.org
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MONITORING - AFTER ENTITLEMENT

48. Revocation due to Viclation 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 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,
ww.sf-planning.org '

49, 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
fo 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, contack Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863,
www.sf-plunming.org

50. Monitoring. The Project requires monitoring of the conditions of approval in this Motior. The
Project Sponsor or the subsequent responsible parties for the Project shall pay fees as established
under Planning Code Section 351(e) (1) and work with the Planning Department for information
about compliance. o
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863,
www.sf-planning.org.
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Planning Commission Motion No. 19944

Case No.;

Project Address:

Zoning:

Block/Lot:

Project Sponsor:

Staff Contact:

Reviewed by:

HEARING DATE: JUNE 15, 2017

2009.015 9EGPAMAPDNXCUAVARK
1540 Market Street (a.k.a. One Oak)

C-3-G (Downtown General)

120/400-R-2, 120-R-2 Height and Bulk Districts
Van Ness & Market Downtown Residential Special Use District
0836, Lots 001, 002, 003, 004 and 005

Steve Kuklin, 415.551.7627

Build, Inc.

315 Linden Street

steve@bldsf.com

San Francisco, CA 94102

Tina Chang, ATCP, LEED AP
fina.chang@sfgov.org, 415-575-9197

Mark Luellen, Northeast Team Ménager

mark Juellen@sfov.org, 415-558-6697

1650 Mission 8t.
Suite 400

San Fransisco,
0A 941032479

Recoption:
415.558.6378

Fax:
415,558.5409

Planning
Information:

_415.650.6377

ADOPTING FINDINGS AUTHORIZING. A CONDITIONAL USE AUTHORIZATION PURSUANT
TO PLANNING CODE SECTIONS 303 AND 1511 TO ALLOW ACCESSORY OFE-STREET
PARKING EXCEEDING PRINCIPALLY PERMITTED AMOUNTS, IN CONNECTION WITH A
PROPOSAL TO CONSTRUCT A 40-STORY, 400-FOOT-TALL RESIDENTIAL BUILDING OVER
GROUND-FLOOR COMMERCIAL INCLUDING APPROXIMATELY 4,110 SQUARE FEET OF
GROUND FLOOR RETAIL, APPROXIMATELY 11,056 SQUARE FEET OF PRIVATE COMMON
OPEN SPACE AND PUBLIC OPEN SPACE; 366 BICYCLE PARKING SPACES (304 CLASS 1, 62
CLASS 2) AND UP TO 136 VEHICULAR PARKING SPACES WITHIN THE VAN NESS AND
MARKET DOWNTOWN RESIDENTIAL SPECIAL USE DISTRICT, DOWNTOWN-GENERAL (C-3-
G) ZONING DISTRICT AND 120/400-R-2 AND 120-R-2 HEIGHT AND BULK DISTRICTS AND
ADOPTING FINDINGS UNDER THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT.

www.sfplanning.org
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PREAMBLE

'On February 26, 2009, Stephen Miller of Reuben & Junius, LLP filed an Environmental Evaluation
application on behalf of CMR Capital, LLC, the previous property owner for a previous iteration of the
project that occupied Assessor’s Block 0836, Lots 002, 003, 004, and 005, but did not include the
easternmost lot on the block (Lot 1) within the project site, and on August 27, 2012, John Kevlin of
Reuben & Junius, LLP filed a revision to the Environmental Evaluation application on behalf of CMR
Capital, LLC. The current project sponsor, One Oak Owner, LLC, submitted updated project information
to the Planning Department to add Lot 001 and to address changes in the project under the same
Planning Department Case Number (Case No. 2009.0159E) after acquiring the site in 2014.

On November 18, 2015 and December 9, 2016 Steve Kuklin of Build, Inc., on behalf of One Oak Owner,
LLC (“Project’ Sponsor”) filed applications that added Block 0836 Lot 001 into the project area, and
requested approval of a.) a Downtown Project Authorization pursuant to Section 309 of the San Francisco
Planning Code; b.) a Zoning Map Amendment; c.} a General Plan Amendment to change 668 square feet
of the eastern 15 feet of Assessor’s Block 0836, Lot 001 from 120/400-R-2 to 120-R-2, and an equivalent 668
square feet, 4-7.5" wide area located 28'-3" from the western edge of Assessor's Block 0836, Lot 005 from
120-R-2 to 120/ 400-R-2; d.) a Conditional Use Authorization for on-site parking in excess of the amount
principally permitted pursuant to Planning Code Section 303; e.) Variances for Dwelling Unit Exposure
and Maxdimum Parking/Loading Entrance Width pursuant to Planning Code Sections 140 and 145.1(c)(2);
£y an Exernption for Elevator Penthouse Height, pursuant to 260(b)(1)(B); and h.) an In-Kind Fee Waiver
Agreerment for public realm improvements pursuant to Planning Code Sections 421.3(d) and 424.3(c).
These approvals are necessary to facilitate the construction of a mixed-use project located at 1540 Market
Street; Asséssor Block 0836, Lots 001, 002, 003, 004 and 005, (hereinafter"‘Project"). The Project proposes
to build an approximately 400-foot tall building containing approximately 304 dwelling units with a
directed in-lieu contribution to facilitate the development of approximately 72 Below Market Rate
dwellings units (the “Octavia BMR Project”) within 0.3 miiles of the project site, amounting to 24 percent
of the 304-unit Project, subject to a letter and the conditions set forth therein from the Mayor's Office of
Housing and Community Development, including the requirement for an independent environmental
review of the Octavia BMR Project under CEQA.

On November 1, 2016, in accordance with the Enfertainment Commission’s guidelines for review of
residential development proposals under Administrative Code Chapter 116, a hearing was held for the
Project, and the Entertainment Commission made a motion to recommend the standard “Recommended

. Noise Attenuation Conditions for Chapter 116 Projecis.” The Entertainment Commission recommended
that the Planning Department and/or Department of Building Inspection adopt these standard
recommendations into the development permit(s) for this Project.

On January 5, 2017, the Commission held a duly advertised public hearing on the DEIR, at which
opportunity for public comment was given, and public comment was received on the DEIR. The period
for commenting on the EIR ended on January 10, 2017. The Department prepared responses to comments
on environmental issues received during the 45-day public review period for the DEIR, prepared
revisions to the text of the DEIR in response to comments received or based on additional information
that became available during the public review period, and corrected clerical errors in the DEIR,
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On February 23, 2017, the Planning Commission adopted Resolutions 19860 and 19861 to initiate
legislation entitled, (1) “Ordinance amending the General Plan by revising the height designation for the
One Oak Street Project, at the Van Ness / Oak Street / Market Street intersection, Assessor's Block 0836
Lots 001 and 005 on Map 3 of the Market and Octavia Area Plan and on Map 5 of the Downtown Area
Plan; adopting findings under the California Environmental Quality Act; and making findings of
consistency with the General Plan and the eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1;” and @
Ordinance amending the Plarming Code to change the height and bulk district classification of Block
0836, portions of Lots 001 and 005 for the One Oak Project, at the Van Ness / Oak Street / Market Street
Intersection, as follows: rezoning the eastern portion of the property, along Van Ness Avenue, located at
. Assessor’s Block 0836, Lot 001 (1500 Market Street) from 120/400-R-2 to 120-R-2; and rezoning the central
portion of the property, located at Assessor’s Block 0836, Lot 005 (1540 Market Street) from 120-R-2 to
120/400-R-2; affirming the Planning Commission’s determination under the California Environmental
Quality Act; and making findings, including findings of public necessity, convenience and welfare under
Planning Code Section 302, and findings of consistency with the General Plan and the eight priority
policies of Planning Code Section 101.1,” respectively. A

On June 1, 2017, the Planning Department published a Responses to Comments dociiment. A Final

Environmental Tmpact Report (hereinafter “FEIR”) has been prepared by the Department, consisting of
" the DEIR, any consultations and comments received during the public review process, any additional
information that became available, and the Responses to Comments document all as required by law.

On June 15, 2017, 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 reviewed comply with
the provisions of CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative
Code. The FEIR was certified by the Commission on June 15, 2017 by adoption of its Motion No. 19938.

At the same Hearing and in conjunction with this motion, the Commission made and adopted findings of
fact and decisions regarding the Project description and objectives, significant impacts, significant and
unavoidable impacts, mitigation measures and alternatives, and a statement of overriding considerations,
based on substantial evidence in the whole record of this proceeding and pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act, California Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq. (“CEQA”),
- particularly Section 21081 and 21081.5, the Guidelines for Implementation of CEQA, 14 Califernia Code
of Regulations Section 15000 et seq. (“CEQA Guidelines”), Section 15091 through 15093, and Chapter 31
of the San Francisco Administrative Code ("Chapter 31") by its Motion No. 19939. The Commission
adopted these findings as required by CEQA, separate and apart from the Commission’s certification of
the Project’s Final EIR, which the Commission certified prior to adopting these CEQA findings. The
Commission hereby incorporates by reference the CEQA findings set forth in Motion No. 19939.

On June 15, 2017, the Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled
meeting regarding (1) the General Plan Anmendment amending Map. 3 of the Market and Octavia Area
Plan and on Map 5 of the Downtown Area Plan; and (2) the ordinance amending the Zoning Map HT07
o rezone portions of Lots 001 and 005 on Assessor’s Block 0836. At that meeting the Commission
Adopted (1) Resolution No. 19941 recommending that the Board of Supervisors approve the requested
General Plan Amendment; and (2) Resolution No. 19942 recommending that the Board of Supervisors
approve the requested Planning Code Map Amendments.
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On June 15, 2017, the Planning Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly
scheduled meeting regarding the Downtown Project Authorization application, Conditional Use
application, and Variance and Elevator Exemption application 2009.0159EGPAMAPDNXCUAVARK. At
the same hearing the Commission determined that the shadow cast by the Project would not have any
adverse effect on Parks within the jurisdiction of the Recreation and Parks Department. The Commission
heard and considered the testimony presented to it at the public hearing and further considered written
materials and oral testimony presented on behalf of the applicant, Department staff and other interested
parties, and the record as a whole. ’

The Planning Department, Jonas P. Ionin, is the custodian of records; all pertinent documents are located
in the File for Case No. 2009, 0159GPAMAPDNXCUAVARK at 1650 Mission Street, Fourth Floor, San
Francisco, California. .

MOVED, that the Commission hereby apptoves the Conditional Use Authorization requested in
Application No. 2009.0159GPAMAPDNXCUAVARK, 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 is located at 1500-1540 Market Street at the
northwest corner of the intersection of Market Streef, Oak Street, and Van Ness Avenue in the
southwestern portion.of San Francisco’s Downtown/Civic Center neighborhood, within the
Market and Octavia Plan Area. :

The Project’s building site is made up of five contiguous privétely owned lots within Assessor’s
Block 0836; Lots 001, 002, 003, 004, and 005), an 18,219-square-foot (sf) trapezoid, bounded by Oak
Street o the north, Van Ness Avenue to the east, Market Street to the south, and the interior
property line shared with the neighboring property to the west at 1546-1564 Market Street. The
building site measures about 177 feet along its Oak Street frontage, 39 feet along Van Ness
Avenue, 218 feet along Market Street, and 167 feet along its western interior property line. The
existing street address of the project parcels is referred to as 1500-1540 Market Street. The
easternmost portion of the building site, 1500 Market Street (Lot 001), is currently occupied by an
existing three-story, 2,750 square foot commercial building, built in 1980. This building is
partially occupied by a limited-restaurant retail use doing business as “All Star Café” on the
ground floor and also contains an elevator entrance to the Muni Van Ness station that opens onto
Van Ness Avenue. Immediately west of the 1500 Market Street budlding is an existing 47-car
surface commercial parking lot, on Lots 002, 003, and 004. The parking lot is fenced along its
Market Street and Oak Street frontages and is entered from Oak Street. The westernmost portion
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of the building site at 1540 Market Street, Lot 005, is occupied by a four-story, 48,225 square foot
commercial office building, built in 1920. As of fune 2017, this building is partially occupied.

In addition to the building site, the Project site also includes surrounding areas within the
adjacent public rights-of-way in which streetscape improvements mcludmg the public plaza
would be constructed as part of the proposed Project. ‘

3. Surrounding Properties and Neighborhood. The Project site occupies a central and prominent
position at the intersection of Market Street and Van Ness Avenue, two of the City's widest and
most recognizable thoroughfares. The Project Site is located at an important transit node: rail
service is provided underground at the Van Ness Muni Metro Station as well as via historic
streetcars that travel along Market Street. Bus and electric trolley service is provided on Van Ness
Avenue and Market Street. The Project is located in an urban, mixed-use area that includes a
diverse range of residential, commercial, institutional, office, and light industrial uses. Offices are
Jocated along Market Street and Van Ness Avenue, while most government and public uses are
located to the north in the Civic Center.

The Project is located within the southwestern edge of downtown in the C-3-G (Downtown
Commercial, General) District, characterized by a variety of retail, office, hotel, entertainment,
and insiitutional uses, and high-density residential. West of Franklin Street, a block from the
Project Site, is an NC-3 Moderate-Scale Nejghborhood Commerdial District that comprises a
diverse mix of residential, commerdal, and institutional uses. South of Market Street, and west of
12th Street, are the WSOMA Mixed Use, General and Production, Distribution and Repair (PDR)
Districts.

The adjacent building immediately to the west of the Project Site along Market Street is. 1546
Market Street, a three-story office over a ground-floor retail building built in 1912. Further west
along Market Street is 1554 Market Street, a one-story retail building built in 1907, 55 Oak Street,
a one-story automotive repair building built in 1929, is at the rear of the same lot. These three
buildings were recenfly demolished’ are currently being developed as a 120-foot, 12-story
building, 110 dwelling unit building with ground floor retail. The southwestern corner of the
Project block is occupied by a six-story apartment building over ground-floor retail at 1582
Market Street, built in 1917, The northwestern corner of the project block is occupied by a surface
parking Iot. However, a Preliminary Project Assessment application and associated letter has
been issued for a proposed 31-story, 320-fott tall mixed-use project containing Institutional and
Residental uses. At the vs}estezjn edge of the Project block, 22 Franklin Street, located mid-block
between Oak and Market Streets, another new residential project is currently under construction,

To the northwest of the project site along the north side of Oak Street is the Conservatory of
Music at 50 Oak Street, a five-story Neoclassical building built in 1914, Immediately to the west of
that building is a modermn addition to 50 Oak Street. The Conservatory building houses studio,
classroom, office, and performance space, Immediately to the north of the project site is 25 Van
Ness Avenue, an eight-story Renaissance Revival building built in 1910. The building currently
has ground-floor research and development space and offices on the upper floors. The building
also houses the San Francisco New Conservatory Theater. Further north along the west side of
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Van Ness Avenue is 77 Van Ness Avenue, an eight-story residential building with ground-floor
retail, built in 2008,

Immediately to the east of the Project Site is Van Ness Avenue, the major north-south arterial in
the central section of San Francisco that runs between North Point and Market Streets. Between
Market and Cesar Chavez Streets, Van Ness Avenue continues as South Van Ness Avenue. Van
Ness Avenue is part of U.S, 101 between Lombard Street and the Central Freeway (via South Van
Ness Avenue). In the vicinity of the Project, Van Ness Avenne has three travel lanes in each
direction separated by a center median, and parking on both sides of the street. However, most of
the center medians have been removed as part of the Van Ness Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) project
and Van Ness Avenue will be reduced to two travel lanes in each direction. Along the east side of
Van Ness Avenue, across from the Project Site to the northeast, is 30 Van Ness Avenue (also
known as 1484-1496 Market Sireet), a five-story office over ground-floor retail building. The
building was originally built in 1908, but its facade was extensively remodeled around 1960.

“Market Street, a roadway that includes two travel lanes and a bicycle lane in each direction,
serves as the Project’s southern boundary. Historic streetcars use the center-running tracks and
transit stops within the Market Street roadway. On the south side of Market Street at the
southeast corner of Market Street and 11th Street (due east of the Project Site) is 1455 Market
Street, a 22-story office building over ground-floor commercial, built in 1979. This building
terminates eastward views along Oak Street. At the southeast corner of Market Street and Van
Ness Avenue, diagonally across the intersection of Market Street and Van Ness Avenue, is One
South Van Ness Avenue, an eight-story office building over ground-floor commercial (Bank of -
America), built in 1959. At the southwest corner of Market Street, across Market Street from the
project site, is 10 South Van Ness Avenue, a one-story car dealership. The Property Owners of the
10 South Van Ness Averme site have submitted development applications proposing the
construction of a mixed-use project containing two 400-foot residential towers and ground floor
retail space,

4. Project Description. The proposed One Oalk Street Project would demolish all existing structures
on the Project Site at 1500-1540 Market Street including 47 existing valet-operated on-site parking
spaces and construct a new 304-unit, 40-story residential fower (400 feet tall, plus a 20-foot-tall
parapet, and a 26-foot-tall elevator penthouse measured from roof level) with approximately
4,110 square feet ground-floor commercial space, one off-street loading space, two off-street
service vehicle spaces, and a subsurface valet-operated parking garage containing 136 spaces for
residents. Bicycle parking accommodating 304 Class 1 and 62 Class 2 spaces would be provided
for residents on the second-floor mezzanine and for visitors in bicycle racks on adjacent
sidewalks. The Project would also include the following: construction of a public plaza and
shared public way within the Oak Street right-of-way (Oak Plaza); construction of several wind
canopies within the proposed plaza and one wind canopy within the sidewalk at the noitheast
corner of Market Street and Polk Street to reduce pedestrian-level winds. In addition, the
existing on-site Muni elevator will remain in its current location, and a new weather protective
enclosure will be constructed around it. Some of the sireetscape improvements for Oak Plaza are
included within the Project being approved pursuant to Motion No. 19940, 19943, and 19944. At a
later date, the Project Sponsor will additionally seek approval of an In-Kind Fee Waiver
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Agreement pursuant to Planning Code Sections 421.3(d) and 424.3(c), to provide certain
additional public realm improvements within Oak Plaza. Additional improvements subject to the
In-Kind Fee Waiver Agreement include: (a) improvements within the existing Oak Street
sidewalk along the northern side, including retail kiosks, above ground planters, street lighting,
movable seating, waterproofing at the 25 Van Ness basement, and new sidewalk paving; (b)
pavers and improvements within the Oak Street roadway; and (c) specialty electrical connections
and fixtures for the theatrical lighting, audio/visual, and power for the performance area and the
public wireless services in the Plaza, These additional public realm improvements are subject to
the Planning Commission’s separate and future approval of the Project Sponsor’s In-Kind Fee
Waiver Agreement.

The Project would necessitate approval of Planning Code Map amendment to shift the existing
Height and Bulk District 120/400-R-2 designation at the eastern end of the Project Site {a portion
of Assessor Block 0836/001) to the western portion of the Project Site (a portion of Assessor Block
0836/005), which would not result in any increased development potential.

5. Community Outreach and Public Comment. To date, the Department has received 21 letters of
support for the Project from organizations and individuals, The San Francisco Housing Action
Coalition, ArtSpan, New Conservatory Theatre Center, 5an Francisco Opera, San Francisco
Symphony,. San Francisco Unified School District Arts Center, Bo’s Flowers, trustee for property
at 110 Franklin Street, project sponsor for the property at 22-24 Franklin Street, project sponsor
for the property at 10 South Van Ness, project sponsor for the property at 45 Franklin Street,
project sponsor for the property at 1554 Market Street, and property owners for the commercial
and residential portions of Fox Plaza have submitted letters expressing support for the Project
and associated improvements. The Civic Center Community Benefit District, the Department of
Real Estate, Walk SF, and SF Parks Alliance expressed support specifically for the proposed
public realm improvements proposed via an In-Kind Agreement with the Project Sponsor.
Comments received as part of the environmental review process will be incorporated into the
Environmental Impact Report.

According to the Project Sponsor, extensive and lengthy community engagement has been
conducted for the Project and the associated Oak Plaza public improvements. The Project
Sponsor team has held over 88 meetings and outreach discussions, including roughly 340
participants, between January 2015 and June 2017. Given the important civic location of the
Project, which includes transforming the southern end of Oak Street into a new public plaza and
shared public way, outreach activities have included a wide range of institutional, arts and
cultural stakeholders, in addition to neighborhood groups, neighboring property owners and
businesses.

General Community Engagement: The Project team has solicited public input through a series of
meetings including a public pre-application meeting, small group meetings, and individual
meetings with various residents, property owners and business owners. In addition to design
presentations, the Project Sponsor team distributed Project Fact Sheets outlining the Project’s
program, circulation, residential unit counts, parking ratio, public realm improvements, Zoning
Map revisions, and affordable housing commitments, etc. The design and program evolved over
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time based on specific stakeholder feedback over the course of the project sponsor’ s extensive
commumty outreach,

In response to eatly feedback from the Hayes Valley Neighborhood Association (HVNA), the

Project Sponsor proposed to develop 72 units of 100% affordable housing at Parcels R, 5 & U,

including 16 very low-income, service-supported, Transitional Aged Youth (“TAY”) housing .
units on one of the sites, all within 1/3 mile of the proposed Project (collectively, the “Octavia

BMR Project”) through a nonprofit affiliate of the Project Sponsor or as a turn-key residential

development for an affordable housing developer with the Project Sponsor retaining ownership

of the ground floor commercial space.

After extensive negotiations, the Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development
(MOHCD) requested that both the residential and commercial components of the Octavia BMR
Project be retained by the affordable housing owner/operator to maintain the project’s financial
feasibility and procurement of the developer of MOHCD's Parcel U be handled through its
traditional non-profit developer RFP process. To facilitate this arrangement, the Project Sponsor
voluntarily terminated its exclusive negotiating rights to Parcels R & S, and offered MOHCD its
preliminary designs, so that MOHCD could prepare an RFP fot circulation in 2017. In exchange,
MOHCD agreed to “direct” the Project’s Section 415 affordable housing in-lieu fee toward the
development of the Oclavia BMR FProject, subject to the satisfaction of certain conditions,
including corpliance with CEQA and certain future discretionary approvals for both the One
Oak Project and the Qctavia BMR Project. The Octavia BMR Project RFP is expected to be
released by MOHCD on June 15, 2017. MOHCD estimates that a non-profit developer will be
selected by eaﬂy 2018, and that the Octavia BMR Project could commence construction as early as
mid to late 2019, which means that the Octavia BMR units could be delivered during the same
period that One Oak’s market rate units are occupied by new residents.

Additionally, the Project Sponsor recently revised their project description to eliminate the use of
the existing Market Street freight loading area as part of the Project, based on concerns voiced by
the SEBC and other cycling advocates, In addition, the Project Sponsor has agreed to implement
new improvement measures included in the attached MMRP that would actively discourage use
of the existing loading zone. The Project Sponsor has also reduced the proposed parking from 155
spaces to 136 spaces, in response to public comments. In addition, if the 136 spaces are approved
and constructed, the Project Sponsor will nearly double the TDM measures required by law by
achieving 100 percent of the target points, rather than the currently required 50 percent. The
Project Sponsor's owireach often incdluded detailed discussions regarding the long-term
stewardship of the proposed plaza, daytime activation, nighttime public safety, public market
kiosks, and physical changes proposed for streets, Miuni access, public parking and loading
spaces in the area, as well as the voluntary formation of a Community Facilities District (CFD),
into which the owners at One Oak will contribute approximately $300,000 armually dedicated to

* operations and maintenance of the Plaza for 100 years, conditioned upon final approval of an In-
Kind Agreement fee waiver.

Arts and Culture Stakeholder Engagement: In addition to outreach to the general commumity,
. the Project team has been working with numerous arts, cultural, and educational institutions of
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the neighborhood with the intent to activate the proposéd public plaza & shared public way with
small and large performing arts events. The design intent is for Oak Plaza to serve as a public
“front porch” for both Hayes Valley and the Civic Center/performing arts district, inviting and
exposing residents, daytime workers, students, and visitors to the district's cultural richness
through public performances and potential ticket sales at a box office kiosk. Through one-on-one
meetings and a brain-storming workshop, Build Public, an independent, non-profit organization
focused on creating and maintaining new public spaces, has been working closely with
representatives of these institutions to design the plaza in such a way that caters to their specific
needs for public performing space. Feedback from this engagement addressed potential stage
and seating. capacity and configuration, sound émpliﬁcation, adjacent traffic noise mitigation,
lighting, audio and electrical hookup locations, permitting of events, and parking and loading

A partial list of the outreach conducted between January 26, 2015 and May 15,2017 is prowded as
an enclosure to this case report.

6. Planning Code Compliance: The Commission finds that the Project is consistent with the
relevarit provisions of the Planning Code in the following manmner:

A. Parking. Pursuant to Section 1511, residential uses in the Van Ness and Market Special Use
- District may provide up to 0.25 spaces per dwelling unit as a principally permitted accessory
use, and up to 0.5 spaces per dwelling unit with a Conditional Use authorization, In
addition, under Section 151.1, commercial parking i§ principally permitted in an area
equivalent to 7% of the gross floor area of the Project’s non-residential uses.

The Project contains 304 dwelling units. Thus, a total of 76 spaces would be principally vermitted and
- up to 152.spaces may be permitted with Conditional Use Authorization. The Project proposes 136
parking spaces (which equates to o 0.45 parking ratio) for the residentinl use which exceeds the
principally permitted amount, The Project would not provide any parking for the proposed 4,110-sf
' retail/restaurant use. Therefore, a Conditional Use Authorization would be required to provide the 60
parking spaces in excess of the 76 spaces principally permitted for the Project, if the Project is
developed as a for-sale condominium project after final entitlements. In the event the Project Sponsor
“elects to construct a condominium project utilizing the additional spaces auihoyfized by this
Conditional Use Authorization, the Project Sponsor will voluntarily provide an additional 12 TDM
spoints in its TDM program, as set forth in the Project Section 309 Authovization puirsuant fo Motion
No, 19943. If the proposed Project is developed as a multi-family rental project after entitlements, the
maximum parking in the project will be provided at a ratio of 0.25 spaces per dwelling unit, and the
Project shall only be required to provide TDM measures consistent with applicable law.

7. FPlanning Code Section 303(c) establishes criteria for the Planning Commission to consider
reviewing applications for Conditional Use approval On balance, the project does comply with
said criteria in that:

A. The Proposed new uses and building, at the size and’ intensity contemplatéd and at the:
proposed location, will provide a development that is necessary or desirable, and compatible
with, the neighborhood or the community.
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The Project will replace an existing 47-space commercial surface parking lot and 19 publicly owned
on-street parking spaces (z total of 66 existing suiface parking spaces) with a residential high rise
tower with 3 underground levels of residentinl parking for 136 cars and 2 van loading spaces.

Accordingly, if the Project is approved, there would be g net increase of 70 new parking spaces within
the Project ares, equivalent to a 0.23 “net” parking ratio, well within the 0.25 ratio otherwise
principally permitted for new residential uses. The replacement of 66 surface level parking spuces
available to general users with 136 underground residential parking spaces limited solely to project
residents will bring the site into greater conformity with the Planning Code and would greatly reduce
or éliminate traffic hazards, pedestrian conflicts, and unnecessary vehicular circulation in the
neighborhood. In addition, because the proposed 136 spaces would be located on three underground
levels and only be accessed by wvalet operators using two car elevators, refrieval times will be
substantially longer than valet operations at a conventional ramped garage, effectively discouraging
daily use. Since future vesidents will have extraordinary walking, bicycling and high-frequency public
transit access to local, Central Business District and vegional jobs and services, there is reason to
assume that residents will not use cars for daily commuting purposes.

The Project Sponsor has stated that it is requesting this Conditional Use Authorization to provide up
to 136 spaces in order to ensure the Project’s financial oiability as a for-sale, high-rise condominium
with over 50% two-, three, and four bedroom units. The Praject’s 0.45 parking vatio would be the
lowest ratio ever proposed or built for a high-rise condominium project greater thun 25 stories in San -
Francisco, with almost half as much parking as the lowest comparable condominium tower, According
to a survey prepared by the Mark Company, a leading condominium market research company, of all
San Francisco residential high-tise condominiun developments greater than 25-floors in height (built
or approved over the past ten years) provide an average 1.04 parking ratio. Shorter condominium
buildings including 13 to 25 story high-rises and under 13 story low-rise and mid-rise buildings have
average parking ratios of 0.92 and 0.78, respectively. Institutional real estate investors and commercial
lenders for condominium projects of this size requive detailed, independent. and professional market
studies to substantiate a developer’s financial underwriting and ultimately, their own decision whether
to invest in a high-rise condominium project. They rely on these studies as part of their fiduciary
obligations to their own investors. As described in a letter from the Mark Company, the lowest parking
ratio that the current market can support for high-rise condominium profects in-San Francisco is not
less than one space for every 2-bedroom or larger unit. Anything lower than this ratio could adversely
impact sales and absorption rates, undermining the financial returns necessary to attract private
capital for this project, The proposed 0.45 ratio only provides parking for 88% of the 2-, 3- and 4-
bedroom units included in the Project. According to the Project Sponsor, they are willing to accept this
risk, but they cannot reduce the ratio further without jeopardizing their ability to attract the investors
and lenders necessary to provide capital and construction loans for the proposed condominium Project,
thereby making the Project infensible to build. ‘

Since this market constraint is limited to the financing of high-rise condominiums, the Project Sponsor
has agreed to restrict the Project’s parking ratio to no more than 0.25 spaces per dwelling unit in the
event the Project is financed and built as a high-rise rental project. For this reason, the Planning
Department's support for this Conditional Use Authorization to provide parking more than the
principally permitted 0.25 ratio would not set a precedent for other high-rise vental towers within the
Van Ness and Market SUD to receive similar increases above the 0.25 ratio.
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In further support of the Project Sponsor's concerns vegarding the financial viability of its high-rise
condominium project, the Project is targeted in part to families, with over 50% two bedroom, three
bedroom and four bedroom units, and includes a children’s playroom, among many other family-
friendly amenities. Families with children generally have a greater need for parking because they
rvequire flexibility due to dual commuttes, school, child care, urgent care, grocery shopping and other
trips with small children, babies and their attendant equipment (required car seats, strollers, diaper
bags, and the like). Marketing data for condominiums support a minimum parking ratio of 1 parking
space for each 2 bedroom or larger unit due to family needs. As noted above, the requested 136 parking
spaces could serve, at most, only 88% of the large units (2+ bedrooms), below the likely demand from .
families residing within the Project. Thus, the requested 136 parking spaces do not represent an
excesstve amount of o]j‘-street parking necessary o support the Project’s family-oriented reszdentzal
units.

The provision of adequate on-site parking is consistent with the concerns of neighboring businesses
and institutions. Adjacent arts and educational institutions, such. as the French American
International School, Conservatory of Music, and the New Conservatory Theater, have all expressed
concern that an under-supply of on-site resident parking at the Project will force residents to compete
with their patrons, staff and students for a dwindling supply of publicly accessible parking in the
immediate vicinity, thereby threatening the operation and survival of their institutions.

The Project as a whole s desirable because it would replace the existing 47 space surface parking lot
and underdeveloped commereial structures on the site with a residentinl high-rise tower, ground floor
vetail, and a public plaza that are more consistent and compatible with the intended uses of the zoning
district, the Market and Octavia Plan and the Van Ness and Market Residential Special Use District.
This new development will greatly enhance the character of the existing neighborhood. By developing
and maintaining space dedicated to retail use within the building, the Project will continue the pattern
of active ground floor retail along the Market and Van Ness frontages. The Project will also include

- substantial public realm improvements via a public plaza (Oak Plaza), further activating the ground
. floor and greatly enhancing the pedestrian environment at the Project site and its surrounding
 neighborhood. The Project would also visually enhance the immediate neighborhood and the
surrounding Downtown area by removing the existing surface parking lot and commercial buzldlngs ‘
and replacing them with a beautzﬁzlly designed r‘eszdentzal building.

Thus, the proposed uses are desirable and compatible with the neighborhood, and strongly encouraged
by the Market and Octavia Area Plin. Accordingly, parking in excess of principally permitted
amounts would be compatible with the existing zoning of the Project, as well as the character of the
neighborhood, because, unlike the existing surface parking lot on the Project site, it would be located
entirely underground, freeing the ground floor of the building for occupation by active uses. All
parking and loading would be accessed by o single service entrance from Oak Street. 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, and to the contrary, the Project will include substantial
streetscape improvements including a public plaza.

B. The proposed project will not be detrimental to the health, safety, convenience or general
welfare of persons residing or working in the vicinity or injurious to propezty, improvements
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or potential development in the vicinity; with respect to aspects including but not limited to
the following:

Other than passenger drop-offs at the Conservatory of Music, the only reason for passenger vehicles to
drive down this section of Oak Street today is to access the abundant commercial surface parking
~currently available on this block, which currently includes 40 metered public street spaces and 3
commercial parking lots providing 183 spaces. The nature of this type of commercial parking is
generally shori-term occupancy with high turnover rates. However, future vesidential projects such as
1554 Market Street (currently under consiruction), the proposed Project, and the French Americon
School’s proposed project at 98 Franklin are likely to vemouve niost, if not all, of the existing commercial
parking lot spaces on this block of Oak Street and replace them with hundreds of new residences, and
additional retail and institutional uses. Furthermore, the Planning and Public Works Departments are
proposing additional street parking reductions on this block as part of the HUB Area Plgn. The
transition from commercial surface parking lots and public metered spaces to underground residential
parking on this stretch of Oek Street will greatly veduce or eliminate traffic hazards, pedestrian
conflicts, ond unnecessary” vehicular circulation in the neighborhood. The Project Sponsor
commissioned Fehr & Peers to perform a parking count analysis that found the existing metered spaces
average 3.5 vehicle trips per space during the active hours between 7am and Spm. It comparison, the
- proposed Project is expected to generate an average of 1.7 to 2.4 vehicle trips per unit during the same
* nctive hours — this estimated trip generation is irrespective of the amovnt of parking provided on-site,
Moreover, the CEQA Transportation Analysis for the proposed Project-concluded that on-site parking
of up to 155 spaces would have no significant environmental impact. The proposed parking has since
been reduced to 136 spaces.

Notably, pevmanent residents are also more likely to know the rondways and efficient vehicular routes
to and from their building, and are generally more safety conscious when driving through their
neighborhood, thereas visitors secking public parking in the neighborhood often circulate around
multiple blocks due to unfamiliprity with the one-way street patterns, andfor the absence of available
parking at or near their destination.

Lastly, but pefhaps most importantly, the One Oak Project has proposed pro-active measures fo calm
traffic, improve walkability and pedestrian safety in the neighborhood, consistent with and in support
of the City’s Vision Zero policy, The Project includes slow street improvements, a raised table
crosswalk at the Van Ness Avenue entrance to Ouak Street, widened sidewnlks on both the south and
north sides of Oak Street, enhanced shared-public-way surface treatments to identify the street as part
of the pedestrian realm, additional plaza and street lighting, 62 public Class-2 bike parking spaces, a

- proposed widening of the crosswalk from the new BRT Platform to the site, and a new Muni elevator
enclosure. As a result, the proposed Project has earned conditional GreenTRIP Platinum Certification
from TransForm.~ a California 501(c)(3) public interest organization (www.transformea.org) — for the
Project's safety improvements and transportation amenities. The proposed Project will be the first
condominium project in San Francisco to meet Green TRIP Platinum requirements.

C. Nature of proposed site, including 1ts size and shape, and the proposed size, shape and
arrangement of structures; .
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Planning and SFMTA restrictions prohibit curb cuts or parking along the Van Ness Avenue and
Market Street frontages. Therefore, all parking, passenger loading, move-ins, freight loading and
deliveries are required to be located on or accessed from Oak Street. Due to the awkward size and shape
of the site, it is impractical to provide @ ramp to access below-grade parking without eliminating most

 of the ground floor lobby and retail space. Therefore, the 136 underground parking spaces proposed by
the Project Sponsor would be accessed vin two car elevators, which would be the only access points for
vehicle storage. Safety and insurance requirements dictate that the car elevators be operated solely by
trained wvalet personnel. Wait times for valet service, particularly during peak hours, will be
inconvenient, This inconvenience will serve as a strong disincentive for residents to frequently use
private vehicles. Furthermore, the location of the proposed parking underground would further allow
the Project to provide an active pedestrian ground floor with significant streetscape improvements
which would calm traffic and minimize conflicts with pedestrians in the surrounding area.

Additionally, the proposed size, shape and arrangement of the Project is consistent with the existing
site-layout and the characier of the surrounding neighborhood. The Project site is trapezoidal in shape
and relatively small (18,219 square feet), with only 39 feet of frontage on Van Ness Avenue. By design,

~ the building has been shifted roughly 28 feet west from the Van Ness Avenue property line to create a
generous public plaza and pedestrian thoroughfare fronting the building at this important transit-rich
corner. Accordingly, the proposed Project would likely promote, rather than impede, development
potential in the vicinity by increasing the housing supply and customer base, and creating an
attractive residential tower with neighborhood-serving public plaza and ground floor retail uses which
would continue the pattern of active ground floor retail along the Market and Van Ness Street
frontages.

D. 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;

In general, the Project would provide a sufficient, but not excessive, amount of off-street parking. The
Project would provide 136 off-street parking spaces in an underground garage, which exceeds the
number of spaces principally permitted and therefore is the subject of this Conditional Use
authorization. Becanse all of the Project’s on-site parking is accessible exclusively by valet (other than
one space for vehicles designed exclusively for use by disabled drivers which a valet canmiot operate),
the Project will provide 2 required car-share spaces, pursuant to Planning Code Section 166, at an off
site publicly accessible lot at 110 Franklin Street. The off-site location is within 180 feet of the One
Ok site and will provide car-shave members with convenient, indgpendent access to the vehicles, The
proposed on-site parking will not generate substantial fraffic that would adversely impact pedestrian,
transit, ar bicycle movement. Given the proximity of the Project Site fo employment opportunities and
retail services in the immediate vicinity and the Downtown Core, it is expected that residents will -
‘prioritize walking, bicycle travel, or transit use over private automobile fravel.

Osk Street is a unique roadway on the Project block, running one-way westbound for only one block
between Van Ness Avenne and Franklin Streef. Inbound vehicular traffic can only enter Oak Street
from southbound Van Ness Aventie. Outbound trips must travel westbound on Oak Street, with o .
forced right turn at Franklin Street heading northbound. Buyers who intend to regularly commute by
car to and from the South Bay would be better served by alternative residential choices in SOMA,
Transbay or other freeway accessible areas with more convenient vehicular access and greater parking
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supply. In addition, the vehicles will only be accessible by valet vig two car elevators, which will
further 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 overbyrdened by the addition of new residents. Thus, the Project would provide an
adequate, but not excessive amount of parking to accommodate the parking needs of the future
residents of the Project and the neighborhood, while still supporting and encouraging walking, bzcycle
travel and public transit use.

The safeguards afforded to prevent noxious or offensive emissions such as noise, glare, dust
and odor;

The additional parking requested pursuant to this Conditional Use request will not generate noxious
or offensive noise, glare, or dust. Since all of the Project’s parking is below grade, it will have no effect
on glare or other visual qualities above grade. As required by building, health and safety codes, the
underground parking garage area will inclyde a Carbon Monoxide exhaust system to expel potentially
noxious vehicle emissions from the building. Garage exhaust would be discharged in compliance with

“all Building Code requirements and will meet or exceed all code required separation clearances between

garage exhaust and exterior and interior uses. In order to ensure any significant noxious or offensive
odors are prevented from escaping the premises once the project is operational, the building permit
application would include air cleaning or odor control equipment details and manufacturer
specifications on the plans. Additionally, plans submitted with the building permit application for the
approved project would incorporate acoustical insulation and other sound proofing measures to control
noise., '

Treatment given, as appropriate, to such aspects 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 vight-ofway. 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 Ouak Street. To create more pedestrian
interest in the surrounding vicinity and therefore calm traffic along the street, the Project will include
a publicly accessible open space plaza with planters, street trees, art canopies, movable seating (subject
to the approval of an In-Kind Fee Waiver Agreement), performance spaces, and quality materials. Up-
lights would highlight the art canopies and street trees, and foot-lighting would surround the base of
the precast planters. The landscaping would consist of decorative, drought and wind-tolerant, native
trees and shrubs.

With respect to the design of the proposed garage, substantial effort has been expended to ensure that
the parking entrance and the valet reception aren are as attractive as the main residential lobby. In-lieu
of a typical roll-down utility/security -door, a decorative custom steel lattice screen is proposed to
enclose and secure the parking entrance. The decorative screen would secure the garage, while

- maintaining the valet staff's 24-hour surveillance of the public realm. At the rear of the Valet reception

area, matching door enclosures at the two car elevators and the on-site freight loading bay would
conceal those elements and reduce noise emanating from the Valet reception aréa. Signage would be
tasteful and attractive, and would be subject to the review and approval of the Plannmg Depariment

pursuant fo the provisions of Article 6 of the Planning Code.
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G. Such use or feature as prbposed will comply with the applicable provisions of this Code and
will not adversely affect the General Plan. :

The additional 60 underground parking spaces proposed under this Conditional Use would comply

with the applicable provisions of the Planning Code and would not adversely affect the General Plan. =~ =~ 7~ -~

The Project Site is well-served by transit and commercial services, allowing residents to commute,
shop, and easily reach amenities and jobs by walking, transit, and bicycling. The Project would provide
a4 merely sufficient, rather than excessive, amount of parking to accommodate the parking needs of the
future residents of the Project, without unduly burdening the neighborhood parking supply, while still
supporting and encouraging walking, bicycle travel and public transit use. Overdll, the proposed
Project will promote many General Plan objectives, as described in further detail below.

8. Planning Code Section 1511 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.

SAN FRARCISCO
PLARN

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, valef, 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 residential parking proposed does not exceed 0.5 space per unit, thus this requirement is not

“applicable. Nonetheless, all parking is below grade (with the exception of one van-accessible space

for persons with disabilities) and accessed by mandatory valet via two car elevators fo discourage
use of vehicles for commuting or daily errands and one level will have mechanical stackers.

Vehicle movement on or arourid 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 tequested parking will not genevate substantiol traffic that would adversely impaét
pedestrian, transit, or bicycle movement. - The parking spuces will be accessed from a single curb
cut on Ounk Street and vehicle movement associated with the underground garage will not unduly
impact pedestrians, transit service, bicycle movement or the overall traffic movement in the
vicinity. The CEQA transportation analysis completed for the Project confirmed that the
proposed on-site parking would have no significant environmental impact. Furthermore, in order .
to create more pedestrign interest in the surrounding vicinity and therefore calm traffic along Ok
Street, the Project will include a publicly accessible open space plaza with planters, street trees, art
canopies, movable seating (subject to the approval of an In-Kind Fee Waiver Agreement),
performance spaces, and quality materials. Given the proximity of the Project site to employment
opportunities and retail services in the immediate vicinity and 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 parkfng will be accessible only by wvalet via fwo car elevators, thus
discouraging frequent use of vehicles for shorter trips. Furthermore, Oak Street is a lightly
travelled local service street and there are no transit routes or bicycles routes on this block of Oak
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Street. The Project will also eliminate a 47-space surface commercial parking lot and 19 pubic
street parking spaces. The transition from public parking to residential parking on this stretch of
Oak Street will greatly reduce or eliminate traffic hazards, pedestrian conflicts, and unnecessary
vehicular circulation in the neighborhood. The Project Sponsor commissioned Fehr & Peers to
perform o parking count analysis at the existing Onk Street metered parking spaces and found that
they average 3.5 vehicle trips per space during the active hours bebween 7am and 9pm, In
comparison, the proposed Projeét is expected to generate an average of 1.7 to 2.4 vehicle trips per
unit during the sanre active hours, irrespective of the amount of parking provided on-site.

¢. Accommodating excess accessory parking does not degrade the overall urban design
quality of the project proposal.

The Project design is not degraded by the proposed parking because all parking is below grade

{with the exception of one van-accessible space for persons with disabilities), the single parking

entrance is integrated into the architectural design of the Project, and the more prominent Market
Street and Van Ness Avenue frontuges have no curb cuts or parking entrances. 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-gqudlity of
‘streetscape improvements of the Project. )

d. Excess accessory parking does not diminish the quality and viability of existing or
planned streetscape enhancements. '

All proposed parking will be below grade, thus permitting active uses and streciscape
improvements to be located on the ground floor. Furthermore, the planned streetscape
enhancements are primarily located on Market Street and in Oak Plaza, which is located fo the
enst of the garage entrance, such that the parking does not diminish the quality and vigbility of the
planned streetscape enhancements, /

e. All parldng meets 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.

All parking for the Project will meet the active use and architectural screening requirements in
Section 145.1.

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 SecHon 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 one membership per dwelling unit, when the
following findings are made by the Commissiort:

i. That the project encourages additional private-automobile use, thereby creating
‘localized transportation impacts for the neighborhood.
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fi. 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 residentisl condominiums and includes the provision of 2
car-share spaces, pursuant to Planning Code Section 166, at an off-site publicly accessible lot —— -~ ~——— "=
Tocated at 110 Franklin Street. The off-site location is within 180 feet of the One Ouk site and will :
provide car-share members with convenient, independent access to the vehicles. Should this off-site
location no longer be available, the Project Sponsor shall velocate the car-share spaces on-site or at
an off-site Iocation within 800 feet of the Project Site, pursuant to Section 166 of the Planning
Code. The Project would not encourage additional private automobile use, nor create localized
transportation impacts for the neighborhood, given that 66 existing high-trip-generating publicly
accessible parking spaces ave being removed from the block by the Project. Moreover, the Project
Sponsor has proposed voluntary TDM measures to be implemented if the Project Sponsor elects to
construct the additional spaces authorized by this Conditional Use Authorization, exceeding
Planning Code requirements, that would include payment of ennual membership fees 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 one membership per dwelling unit. ‘

9. General Plan Compliance. The Project is, on balance, consistent wish 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 permaneﬁtly 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
would replace the existing 47 space surface public parking lot and underdeveloped commercial struciures
on the site with a [304] unit residential high-rise tower with ground floor retail that is more consistent and
compatible with the intended uses of the zoning district, the Market and Octavia Plan and the Van Ness
and Market Residential Special Use District. This new development will greatly enhance the character of
the existing neighborhood. By developing and maintaining space dedicated to retqil use within the building,
the Project will continue the pattern. of active ground floor retail along the Market and Van Ness frontages.
The Project will also include substantial public realm improvements via a public plaza (Oak Plaza), further
activating the ground floor and greatly enhancmg the pedestrian environment at the Project site and its
surrounding neighborhood,
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The Property is an ideal site for new housing due toits central, Downtoum/Civic Center location, and
proximity to public fransportation. Additionally, the Project is subject to the City’s Inclusionary
Affordable Housing Program (Planning Code Section 415), the Market-Octavia Affordable Housing Fee
(Planning Code Section 416) and the Van Ness & Market Special Use District Affordable Housing Fee
(Planning Code Section 249.33), and thus will be providing substantil funds towards the development of
pertanently affordable housing within the City. Working together with the MOHCD, the Project Sponsor
voluntarily relinquished valuable development rights at Parcels R and S on Octavia Boulevard and
assigned them, along with preliminary designs.and entitlement applications, to MOHCD to allow the
future production of 100% below market rate (BMR) housing, including approximately 16 BMR units of
transitional aged youth (“TAY") housing, within a 1/3 mile of the Project. In exchange, MOHCD agreed
to “direct” the Project’s Section 415 in-lieu fee toward: the production of housing on three Octavia
Boulevard Parcels (R, S & U) (collectively, “the Octavia BMR Project”), subject to the satisfaction of
certain conditions, including complinnce with CEQA and certain firture discretionary approvals for both
the One Oak Project and the Octavia BMIR Project. Accordingly, although the Octavia BMR Project is a
separate project requiring further approvals including independent environmental review under CEQA, its
proximity to the project site and the conveyance of the development rights to MOHCD for use as affordable
housing sites represents a significant contribution to the development of affordable housing in the Project’s
immediate neighborhood. In addition to the Planning Code Section 415 affordable housing fees “directed”
to the Octavia BMR Project, the Project will also pay Market-Octavia Affordable Housing Fees and Van
Ness & Market SUD Affordable Housing Fees. These additional affordable housing fees, in turn, will fund
additional BMR housing. ‘ ’

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 location of the Profect, most
tesidents would either walk, bike, or use public transportation for daily travel. The Project has frontage on
Market Street and Van Ness Avenue directly on top of the Van Ness MUNI metro station and adjacent to
the Van Ness Bus Rapid Transit Stop. The Project is less than half a mile from the Civic Center BART
Station, allowing connections to neighborhoods throughout the City, the East Bay, and thé Peninsula.
Additionaily, the Project provides 366 bicycle parking spaces (304 Class 1, 62 Class 2) with a convenient,
safe bike storage roont on the second level [with both independent and valet access via a dedicated bike
elevator], encouraging bicycles as a mode of transportation. As discussed above, the Project will be
providing a significant amount of new market vate housing, and funding the construction of permanently
affordable housing within 1/3 mile of the Project site via a directed in Lieu fee subject to a letter and the
conditions set forth therein from the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development, including
the requirement for an independent environmental review of the Octavia BMR Project under the CEQA.
Because the proposed Project is located at one of the most transit-rich intersections in San Francisco,
providing connections to gl areas of the City and to the larger regional transportation network (MUNI,
BART, Golden Gate Transit and SamTrans), is adjacent to the Market Street bikeway, and within a short
walking distance of the Central Market, SOMA and Downtown employment centers, a substantial
majority of trips generated by the proposed profect should be by transit, bicycle or fooi, reducing the
impact of automobile traffic on MUNI transit service, In addition, a wide range of neighborhood services
are located within a short walking distance of the Project site, further reducing the need for private
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automobile trips. Additionally, the Project’s parking will only be accéssible by valet via twe car elevators,
further discouraging daily use. »

OBJECTIVE 5: ‘
ENSURE THAT ALL RESIDENTS HAVE 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 304 dwelling units, of which 54 (18%) are
studios, 96 (32%) are one bedrooms, 135 (44%) are two bedrooms, 16 (5%) are three bedrooms and 3 (1%)
are four-bedroom units.

OBJECTIVET: .

SECURE FUNDING AND RESOURCES FOR PERMANENTLY AFFORDABLE HOUSING,
INCLUDING INNOVATIVE PROGRAMS THAT ARE NOT SOLELY RELTANT ON
TRADITIONAL MECHANISMS OR CAPITAL.

In compliance with this policy, the Project would secure funding for permanently affordable housing by
paying a “directed” in-lieu fee under the City’s Affordable Inclusionary Housing Ordinance, pursuant to a
letter with MOHCD, which, subject to the satisfuction of certain conditions, including independent
environmental review under CEQA, will be used to fund the future production of approximately 72 100%
below market rate (BMR) housing units, tncluding approximately 16 BMR units of TAY housing, within a
1/3 mile of the Project. This represents approximately 24% of the total market-vate units at the proposed
Project. In addition to the Planning Code Section 415 affordable housing fees “directed” to the Octavia
BMR Project, the Project will also pay project would pay spproximately an additional $6.1 million in
Market-Octavia Affordable Housing Fees and Van Ness & Market Affordable Housing Fees, These
additional affordable housing fees, in turn, will fund the construction of new, permmzeﬂﬂy affordable BMR
housing elsewhere in the City.

OBJECTIVE 11:

SUPPORT AND. RESPECT THE DIVERSE AND DISTINCT CHARACTER OF SAN
FRANCISCO'S NEIGHBORHOODS. '

-Policy 11.1

Promote the construction and rehabilitation of well-designed housing that emphasizes beauty,
flexdbility, and innovative design, and respects existing neighborhood character.

Policy 11.2
Ensure implementation of accepted design standards in project approvals
Policy 11.3
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" Ensure growth is accommodated without substantially and adversely impacting existing
residential neighborhood character. '

Policy 11.4

Continue fo utilize zoning districts which conform to a generalized residential land use and
density plan and the General Plan, -

Policy 11.6

Foster a sense of community through architectural design, using features that promote
community interaction,

The Project supports these policies. The Project would create 304 dwelling units in the immediate vicinity of
existing residentigl and office buildings. The Project’s design upholds the Planning Department’s storefront
transparency guidelines by ensuring that at least 60 percent of the non-residential active frontages are
transparent (meeting Planning Code requirements), better activating Van Ness Avenue, Market Street and
Ouk Street. Additionally, the Profect provides publicly accessible open space in the form of improved streetscape
improvements béyond the existing sidewalk -and within the private property line directly adjacent to the
proposed Project, which will be activated with the 304 residential units, ground-floor vetail space, and kiosks
within the Plaza (subject to the-approval of an In-Kind Fee Waiver Agreement). The Project woyld also
visually enhance the immediate neighborhood and the surrounding Downtown area by removing the existing
surface parking lot and underutilized commercial buildings and replacing them wnth a beautifully designed
residential building. In addition, the replacement of a surface public parking lot with below grade private
accessory parking spaces will brzng the site into greater conformity with current Planning Code und urban
design principles.

URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT
Objectives and Policies
OBJECTIVE L;

EMPHASIS OF THE CHARACTERISTIC PATTERN WHICH GIVES TO THE CITY AND ITS
NEIGHBORHOODS AN IMAGE, A SENSE OF PURPOSE, AND A MEANS OF
ORIENTATION

Policy 1.3

Recognize that buildings, when seen together, produce a total effect that charactenzes the city
and its districts.

OBJECTIVE 3

MODERATION OF MAjOR NEW DEVELOPMENT TO COMPLEMENT THE CITY
PATTERN, THE RESOURCES TO BE CONSERVED AND THE NEIGHBORHOOD
ENVIRONMENT.

Policy 31
Promote harmony in the visual relationships and transitions between new and older buildings.
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Policy 3.6

" Relate the bulk of buildings to the prevailing scale of development to avoid an overwhelming or
donunatmg appearance in new construction.

TIw,PmJect meets the aforemenﬁoned ab]eciwes and policies by employing desiéﬁ that both relates fo
existing development in the neighborhood while also emphasizing a pattern that gives its neighborhoods an
image and means of orientation. The Project Site is located in a neighborhood of mid- to high-rise, mixed-
use buildings both residential and commercial in nature. A cohesive design or pattern does not exist;
however, the Project is located at the heart of the Hub, which harkens back to a well-known neighborhood
near the intersections of Market Street with Valencia, Haight and Gough Streets. This Project is consistent
with the design and land use goals of those proposed in the Hub Area Plan as well a5 those artzculated in
the Market and Octavia Area Plan.

The building's form is characterized by a 120-foot podium and tower portion above that rises to 400-feet
tall, excluding the patapet and elevator shaft. The tower form has been shaped by wind mitigation efforts in
addition to zoning requirements and a desire for an iconic sculptural, yet simple curved form. The focus of
the tower is on the diagonal “cuts” at the base, amenity, and parapet levels. These cuts are designed to
expose the residential character of the tower both in scale and materiality. The facades provide an elegant
“tapestry” with recessed windows, subtlé faceting, materinlity, and scale reminiscent of older residential
towers and the hisoric white masonry buildings of the Civic Center district, particularly the adjacent 25
Van Ness building (a historic former Masonic Temple). The size and location of the openings vary in
velation to site factors (wind, sun, and views) and the znterzm layout to reflect the natuml rhythms of a
residential neighborhood.

The Plaza, created by pulling the tower away from Van Ness A'oenue, will be both an important public -
space along the Market St. corridor, and a neighborhood and building amenity. It is conceived as an
outdoor living room with formal and informal events, cafe dining, and retuil kiosks (subject to the approval
of an In-Kind Fee Waiver Agreement). The raised planters and seating elements create cues for pedestrian
circulation and programmatic zoning. The plantings draw from California’s vich flora with a few, non-
native additions proven to thrive in urban conditions. Led by artists Dan Goods and David Delgado, the
ovethead wind mitigating element has evolved into a kinetic art sculpture that celebrates the “Invisible
River” of wind flowing around the tower and through the plaza.

The scale of the building is consistent with heights permz‘tx;ed by the zoni'ng district in which the Project is
located and with other buildings proposed in the vicinity, including the project at 1500 Mission Street,
which will include a residential tower that also rises to 400- feet tall.

COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY ELEMENT
Objectives and Policies ‘
OBJECTIVE 1:

MANAGE ECONOMIC GROWTH AND CHANGE TO ENSURE ENHANCEMENT OF THE
TOTAL CITY LIVING AND WORKING ENVIRONMENT. . ‘
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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. :

Policy 1.2

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 Supports these Objectives and Policies. The Project would add up to 4,110 square feet of new
commercial space intended to serve residents in the building and surrounding neighborhood, and would

also include retail kiosks within the proposed Ouk plaza (subject to the approval of an In-Kind Fee Waiver - -

Agreement). Retail is encouraged and principally permitted on the ground floor of buildings in the
Downtown ~General 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.

Policy 1.2:
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 greatly enhances the pedestrian experience and encourages walking as a prz’ncipal means of
transportation. Proposed improvements to the sidewalks would improve pedestrian safety, tncluding the
construction of a public plaza, generous sidewnlks and other traffic calming measures to reduce vehicular
speed. In addition to the creation of a public plazs, the Project would redesign the streetscapes throughout
the site in an aesthetically plensing, 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, The
Project tower is set back approximately 17°-8" and the ground floor is set back approximately 28'-0” from
the Van Ness property line, providing a generous 43"-10" wide open space, Wind canopies will be placed
around the base of the building tower, providing protection to pedestrians against the neighborhood’s
windy conditions. A wind canopy will also be constructed in Fox Plaza to protect pedestrians against
ground level wind conditions. A Traffic Impact Study projected that at peak hours, up to approximately
1,200 pedestrians would pass through the intersection of Van Ness and Market Street. The proposed open
space provided by the Project directly across the Van Ness Bus Rapid Transit boarding island will help
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create a pedestrian-friendly environment for the significant increase in pedestrians, particularly during
pealk hours. ‘ C

Policy 1.3:
Give priority to public transit and other alternatives to the private automobile as the means of
‘meeting San Francisco's transportation needs particularty those of commuters.

Policy 1. 6 .
Ensuze choices among modes of travel and accommodate each mode when and where it is most
appropriate.

The Project would promote Objective 1 and its associated policies by providing for an amount of parking

* which is sufficient to meet the needs of the future residents so as to not overburden the surrounding
neighborhood parking. However, the parking that is being provided will not generate substantial traffic
that wovld adversely impact pedestrian, transit, or bicycle movement. Because the proposed Projeck is
located at one of the most transit-rich intersections in San Francisco, providing connections to all areas of
the City and to the larger regional transportation network, is adjacent to the Market Street bikeway, and
within a short walking distance of the Central Market, SOMA and Downtown employment centers, a
substantial majority of trips generated by the proposed project should be by transit, bicycle or foot,
reducing the impact of automobile traffic on MUNI transit service. In addition, a wide range of
neighborhood services are located within a short walking distance of the Project site, further reducing the
need for private automobile trips. Additionally, the Projeci’s parking will only be accessible by valet via
two car elevators, further discouraging daily use. Thus, the Project woilld 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.

OBJECTIVE 2:

USE THE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM A5 A MEANS FOR GUIDING DEVELOPMENT AND
IMPROVING THE ENVIRONMENT,

Policy 2.1:

Use rapid transit and other transportation improvéments in the city and region as the catalyst for
desirable development, and coordinate new facilities with public and private development.

Policy 2.2:
Reduce pollution, noise and energy consumption.

" The Project would promote Objective 2 and its associated policies by constructing a residential building
with ground floar retail in the Downtown Core, which is among the most transit rich areas of the City. The
Project would provide 045 parking spaces per dwelling, a lower ratio than the maximum amount
conditionally permitted under the Code, and will not provide any parking for the proposed retail uses, and
all of these parking spaces would be located underground, with the exception of one van-accessible space for
persons with disabilities, and thus would be less intrusive from an urban design standpoint.
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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, requmng 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 366 bicycles (304 Class 1, 62 Class 2). Within a few blocks
of the Project Site, there is an abundance of local and regional transit lines, including MUNI bus lines,
MUINI Metro vail lines and BART, Golden Gate Tramsit and SamTrans. Additionally, such transit lines
provide access to AC Transit (Transbay Terminal) and CalTrain.

DOWNTOWN AREA PLAN
Objectives and Policies
OBJECTIVE I:

MANAGE ECONOMIC GROWTH AND CHANGE TO ENSURE ENHANCEMENT OF THE
TOTAL CITY LIVING AND WORKING ENVIRONMENT,

Pohcy 11

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 info a neighborhood that is well served by public transit in a
central Downtown/Civic Center location. The Project would not displace any housing because the existing
uses at the Project Site are a surfice public parking lot and two commercial buildings. The Project would
improve the existing character of the neighborhood by removing the existing surface public parking lot and
provide substantinl public realm benefits with the development of a public plaza and related streetscape
improvements that would enhance the pedestrian experience both at the Project site and the surrounding
neighborhood. The proposed retail space 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. Additionally, the Project would create a more pedesirign-friendly environment in the
immediate neighborhood by providing publicly accessible open space improvements directly fronting the
Van Ness Bus Rapid Transit boarding platform. The Ptoject therefore creates substaniial net benefits for
the City with minimal undesirable consequences.

OBJECTIVET:
EXPAND THE SUPPLY OF HOUSING IN AND ADJACENT TO DOWNTOWN.
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Policy 7.1

Promote the inclusion of housing in downtown commercial developments. ;
Policy 7.2 4 _
Facilitate conversion of underused industrial and commercial areas to residential use.

The Project would demolish o surface parking lot and two commercial buildings and construct g 304-unit
residential building within a transit rich neighborhood and easy commuting distance of downtown jobs.
The Project would also include approximately 4,110 square feet of ground floor retail space as well as reiail
kiosks within the proposed plaza (subject fo the approval of an In-Kind Fee Waiver Agreement), which
would provide services to the immediate neighborhood, and would create pedestrian-oriented, active uses on
Market and Van Ness Streets. The Project would further greatly enhance the public realm by including a
public plaza and significant streetscape improvements.

OBJECTIVE 16:

CREATE AND MAINTAIN ATTRACTIVE, INTERESTING URBAN STREETSCAPES.

Policy 16.4 .

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 and a public plaza which
would promote pedestrian traffic in the vicinity. The retail space and the public plaza would increase the .
usefulness of the vicinity surrounding the Project Site to pedestrians and serve to calm the speed of traffic .
on the street, The Project would provide floor-to-ceiling, transparent windows in the proposed retail space,
along with outdoor seating associated with the retail, inviting pedestrians, The sidewalk area surrounding
the Project Site would be improved with bicycle racks, landscaping, seating, high quality materials and
protective wind canopies that will be artfully sculpted. In general, the Project would increase the usefulness
of the areq surrounding the Project Site to pedestrians and bicyclists by creating an area of tespite for those
waiting for transit and / or are passing through. '

OBJECTIVE 18:
ENSURE THAT THE NUMBER OF AUTO TRIPS TO AND FROM DOWNTOWN WILL NOT BE
DETRIMENTAL TO THE GROWTH OR AMENITY OF DOWNTOWN

Policy 18.3:
Discourage new long-term commuter parking spaces in and arcund downtowr. Limit long-term
parking spaces serving downtown to the number that already exists.

Policy 18.5:
Discourage proliferation of surface parking as an interim use; particularly where sound
residential, commerdal, or industrial buildings would be demolished.

The Project would not conflict with Objective 18 of the Downtown Plan, because it does not propose any
new long-term commuter parking, or any new long-term parking. Instead, the Project would serve the
needs of future vesidents at the Project. In addition, the Project will bring the site into greater conformity
with the Downtown Plan by removing sutface parking lot and replacing it with a high rise residential
building with ground floor retail and a public plaza,
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MARKET AND OCTAVIA PLAN
Objectives and Policies .

OBJECTIVE 1.1:
CREATE A LAND USE PLAN THAT EMBRACES THE MARKET AND OCTAVIA
NEIGHBORHOOD'S FOTENTIAL AS A MIXED- USE URBAN NEIGHBOREOOD

Policy 1.1.2:
Concentrate more intense uses and activities in those areas best served by transit and most
accessible on foot.

Policy 1.1.5:
Reinforce the importance of Market Street as the city’s cultural and ceremonial spine.

The Project will reinforce the importance of Market Street as the City’s cultural and ceremonial spine, as
well as its position as the front porch to the Civic Center Performing and Cultural Arts District, by
including approximately 4,110 square feet of active ground floor retail uses, and creating approximately
16,050 square feet of enhaticed public realm improvements, including a publicly accessible pedestrian plaza
that would activate the public realm along Market Street and Van Ness Avenue. The proposed streetscape

- tmprovements would include a shared-public-way along Oak Street, and new widened sidewalks on both
sides of Ouk Street, with new bike racks, public seating, planters and street trees, public qrt, and
performance aregs. Additionally, subject to the approoal of an In-Kind Fee Waiver Agreement, the proposed
streetscape improvements would also include several retail kiosks on the north side of Oak Street, as well as
movable seating and sidewalk replacement olong Van Ness Avenue, Thus, the Project will provide groimnd-
floor activities that are public in nature and contribute to the life of the street.

OBJECTIVE 1.2;

ENCOURAGE URBAN FORM THAT REINFORCES THE PLAN AREA’S UNIQUE PLACEIN
THE CITY'S LARGER URBAN FORM AND STRENGTHENS ITS PHYSICAL FABRIC AND
CHARACTER.

Policy 1.2.2;
- Maximize housing opportumtles and encourage high- quality commercxal spaces on the ground
floor.

Policy 1.2.5:
Mark the intersection of Van Ness Avenue and Market Street as a visual landmark,

The Project is located within an existing high- density urban context and would fransform underutilized
retail/ office buildings and parking lot into high- density housing and ground-floor retail that has a
multitude of iransportation options. The Project includes a mix of one-, two-, three- and four- bedroom
units, and approximately 4,110 square feet of ground floor retail.

OBJECTIVE 2.2
ENCOURAGE CONSTRUCTION OF RESIDENTIAL INFILL THROUGHOUT THE
'PLAN AREA,
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Policy 2.2.2:
Ensure a mix of unit sizes is built in new development and is mamtamed in existing housing
stock,
Policy 2.2.4:

Encourage new housing above ground- floor commercial uses in new development and in
expansion of existing commerdial buildings.

The proposed Project includes 304 dwelling units and approximately 4,110 square feet of ground floor
retail that wraps around the ground floor along Market Street, Van Ness Avenue and Oak Street. The
Project includes & mix of one-, two-, three-, and 4-bedroom units, which helps maintain the diversity of the
City's housing stock. The Profect would demolish a surface parking lot and fwo underutilized commercial
‘buildings and construct a beautifully designed 304-unit residential building at the intersection or Market
and Van Ness Streets within a transit rich neighborhood and easy commuiing distance of downtown jobs.
The Projeci would also include approximately 4,110 sq. ft. of ground floor vetail space, which would
provide services to the immediate neighbortiood, and would create pedestrian-oriented, active uses on

. Market and Van Ness Streets. By adding a high-quality public plaza and streetscape improvements in
accordance with the Market and Octavia Area Plan Design Standards, the proposed Project would build on
the positive traits of the Hayes Valley nezghborhood extending its walkable scale oufward toward the Van
Ness and Market intersection.

OBJECTIVE 2.3;
PRESERVE AND ENHANCE EXISTING SOUND HOUSING STOCK.

The Project would not conflict with Objective 2.3 because no houising currently exists at the Project site;
therefore, development of the Project will not displace any existing housing.

OBJECTIVE 4.1:
. PROVIDE SAFE AND COMFORTABLE PUBLIC RIGHTS OF WAY FOR PEDESTRIAN USE
AND IMPROVE THE PUBLIC LIFE OF THE NEIGHBORHOOD.,

Policy 4.1.1:

Widen sidewalks and shorten pedestnan crossings with corner plazas and boldly marked
crosswalks where possible without affecting traffic lanes. Where such improvements may reduce
lanes, the improvements should first be stuidied.

The One Oak Project has proposed pro-getive meastires to calm traffic, improve walkability and pedestrian
safety in the neighborhood, consistent with and in support of the City’s Vision Zero policy. The Project
includes slow street improvements, a vaised table crosswalk at the Van Ness Avenue entrance to Oak
" Street, widened sidewnlks on both the south and north sides of Oak Street, enhanced shared-public-way
surface treatments to identify the street as part of the pedestrian vealm, additional plaza and street lighting,
62 public Class-2 bike parking spaces, widening the crosswalk from the new BRT Platform to the site, and a
new Muni elevator enclosure. The proposed Project has earned conditional GreenTRIP Platinum
Certification from TransForm — a California 501(c)(3) public interest organization (wuw. transformca.org)
— for'the Project’s safety improvements and transportation amenities. The proposed Project will be the
first condominium project in San Francisco to meet Green TRIP Platinum requirements.
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OBJECTIVE5.1: »
IMPROVE PUBLIC TRANSIT TO MAKE IT MORE RELIABLE, ATTRACTIVE, CONVENIENT,
 AND RESPONSIVE TO INCREASING DEMAND.

Policy 5.1.2:

Restrict curb cuts on transit- preferential streets.

OBJECTIVE 5.2

DEVELOP AND IMPLEMENT PARKING POLICIES FOR AREAS WELL SERVED BY PUBLIC
TRANSIT THAT ENCOURAGE TRAVEL BY PUBLIC TRANSIT AND ALTERNATIVE
TRANSPORTATION MODES AND REDUCE TRAFFIC CONGESTION.

Policy 5.2.3:
Minimize the negative impacts of parking on neighborhood quality.

OBJECTIVE 5.3:
ELIMINATE OR REDUCE THE NEGATIVE IMPACT OF PARKING ON THE PHYSICAL
CHARACTER AND QUALITY OF THE NEIGHBORHOOD.

Policy 5.3.1; : :
Encourage the fronts of buildings to be lined with active uses and, where parking is provided,
require that it be setback and screenéd from the street.

Market Street and Van Ness Avenue are considered transit- preferential streets. Accordingly, all off-
street parking and loading access is being directed to Oak Street. All parking will be located below grade,
with the exception of one van-accessible space for persons with disabilities, improving the Project’s urban
design by minimizing street frontages devoted to vehicular uses and also bringing the site into greater
conformity with the Market and Octavia Plan by removing the sutface parking lot. The street - level design
of the Project provides mostly active uses including 4,110 square feet of retail along Market Street, Van
Ness Avenue and Ouak Streef. .

10. Planning Code Section 101.1(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 futare
opportunities for resident employment in and ownership of such businesses be enhianced.

The Project supports this policy. The proposed 304 residential units will house approximately 550 to
700 new residents that will patronize new and existing neighborhood-serving retail uses. In addition,
the proposed project would add npproximately 3,210-sf of nét-new retuilfrestaurant space, replacing the .
existing 900-sf donut shop with 4 4,110-sf restaurant/retail space, increasing future opportunities for
resident employment in the service sector. The Project would further enhance neighborhood-serving
retail by adding an approximately 16,050 square foot public pedestrian plaza 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.
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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 improve the existing character of the neighborhood by providing more pedestrian-
friendly uses, including publicly accessible open space immediately adjacent to the site and across from -
the Van Ness Bus Rapid Transit platform. No housing would be displaced because the existing
structures contain offices and retail uses. The proposed retail space presents an opportunity for small
business owners, helping to preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods. The
Market and Van Ness intersection is generally characierized as an area lacking positive neighborhood
character, whereas the nearby Hayes Valley neighborhood is generally recognized as a desirable
neighborhood, characterized by a mix of residential, cultural, and retail ises. By adding new housing,
neighborhood-serving retail space, and a high-quality public plaza in accordance with the Market and
Octavia Area Plan Design Stindards; the proposed project would build on the positive traits of the
Hayes Valley neighborhood, extending its walkable scale outward toward the Van Ness and Market
intersection. The Project would further improve the existing character of the meighborhood by
removing the surface public parking lot.

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 would be lost as part of this
Project. The Project enhances the City’s supply of affordable housing by .contributing to the
Inclusionary Housing Fund and directing the contribution to the development of 72 permanently
Below Market Rate units on Octavia Boulevard Parcels *R”, “5” and “U”, subject to a letter
agreement and the conditions set forth therein from the MOH, including independent environmental
review under CEQA. This represents approximately 24% of the total market-vate units at the proposed
Project.  Accordingly, although the Octavia BMR Project is a separate project vequiring further
approvals, its proximity to the project site and the conveyance of the development rights to MOHCD
for use as affordable housing sites represents a significant contribution to the development of affordable
housing in the Project’s immediate neighborhood. Tn addition to the Planning Code Section 415 -
affordable housing fees “directed” fo the Octavia BMR Project, the Project will also pay project would
pay an additional approximately $6.1 million in Market-Octavia Affordable Housing Fees and Van
Ness & Market SUD. Affordable Housing Fees. These additional affordeble housing fees, in turn, will
fund the construction of new, permanently affordable BMR housing elsewhere in the City.

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 located nlong a major transit corridor that 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 as well as the BART system, The Project also provides a sufficient
amount off-street parking for- future residents so that neighborhood parking will not be overburdened
by the addition of new residents and building users. The project would also eliminate an existing 47-
space sutface commercial parking lot, reducing a potential source of vehicle trips to and from the site.
The entrance to the proposed automobile and bicycle drop-off nrea would be located on Oak Street
where no transit lines exist. The proposed project would also provide enhanced pedestrian access to the
MUNI Metro Van Ness Station and the new Van Ness BRT Station to be located at the intersection of -
Van Ness and Matket by constructing a high-quality pedestrian plaza and a new weather protected
enclosure for the MUNI Metro Station elevator.,
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E. That a diverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service sectors
from displacement due to commercigl office development, and that future opportunities for
resident employment and ownership in these sectors be enhanced,

The Project would not displace any industrial or service sectors and does not include commercial office
development, Further, the proposed ground-floor retail space provides future opportunities for resident
employment and ownership,

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 fo achieve the greatest possible preparedness to
protect against injury and loss of life in an earthquake. The building will be constructed i complinnce
with all curvent building codes to ensure a high level of seismic safety.  In addition, the proposed
Project would replace two older buildings, built in 1920 and 1980, that do not comply with current
seismic safety standards. .

G. That landmarks and historic buildirigs be preserved.

- There are no landmarks or historic buildings on-site.

H. That our parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected from
development,

The Profect would cast approximately 23 minites of shadow onio Patricia’s Green during the dates of
maxivum shading, particularly during morning hours. It was observed that the park is most intensely
used during lunch hours. Accordingly, the additional shading on Patricia’s Green was determined not
to create a significant and unavoidable impact, nor adversely impact the use of the park. The Project
would cast approximately 22 minutes of shadow onto Page and Laguna Mini Park during the dates of
maximum shading, particulmrly during morning hours. It was observed that the intensity of the park
usqge was very low. Accordingly, the additional shading on Page and Laguna Mini Park was
determined not to create g significant and unavoidable impact, nor adversely impact the use of the
Park.

In addition, the proposed project will create a new publicly accessible open space on Oak Street and on
a portion of the project site, substantiglly enhancing public open space. The requested shift of
designated height zones due to the shift of the tower to the west is to allow greater open space and
access to sunlight at this important civic intersection fronting Van Ness Avenue and Market Street,

11. The Commission made and adopted environmental findings by its Motion No. 19939, which are
incorporated by reference as though fully set forth herein, regarding the Project description and
objectives, significant impacts, significant and unavoidable impacts, mitigation measures and
alternatives, and a statement of overriding considerations, based on substantial evidence in the
whole record of this proceeding and pursuant to the California Envitonmental Quality Act,
Section 15091 through 15093, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code ("Chapter
31"). The Commission adopted these findings as required by CEQA, separate and apart from the
Commission’s certification of the Project’s Final EIR, which the Comnusmon certified prior to
adopting the CEQA findings,

12. The Project is consistent with and would promote the general and specific purposes of the Code
provided under Section 101.1(b) in that, as designed, the Project would contribute to the character
and stability of the neighborhood and would constitute a beneficial development.
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13. The Commission hereby finds that appraval of Conditional Use Authorization would promote
the health, safety and welfare of the City.
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DECISION

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 Conditional Use
Authorization Application No. 2009.0159EGPAMAPDNXCUAVARK subject to the following
conditions attached hereto as. “EXHIBIT A” in general conformance with plans on file, dated May 15, 2016
and stamped “EXHIBIT B”, which is incorporated herein by reference as though fully set forth,

. 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 to the Board of Supervisors. For further
informiation, 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 mutst 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 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'herebyldertify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Motion on June 15, 2017

oD

]dnas P. Tonin

Cormmission Secretary

AYES: Commissioners Hillis, Johnson, Melgar, Moore, Richards
NAYS: Commissioner Koppel

ABSENT: Commissioner Fong

ADOPTED:  June15, 2017

SKN FRANOISCO  ° '
MING DEPARTMENT . 32

1987



Motion No. 19944 CASE NO. 2009.0159EGPAMAPDNXCUAVARK
Hearing Date: June 15, 2017 1540 Market Street

EXHIBIT A
* AUTHORIZATION

This authorization is for a Conditional Use Authorization relating to a Project that would demolish an
existing four-story office building at 1540 Market Street, a three-story retail building at 1500 Market Street
(d.b.a. All Star Cafe) and an approximately 47-space commerdial surface parking lot to construct a 40-
story, 400-foot tall, 304-unit residential building containing approximately 4,110 square feet of ground
foor reta:l pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 151.1 on Assessor’s Block 0836, Lots 001, 002,
003, 004, #ind 005 within the C-3-G, Downtown-General Zoning District and the proposed 120-R-2 and
120/400-R-2 Height and Bulk Districts; in general conformance with plans.dated May 15, 2017, and
stamped “EXHIBIT B” included in the docket for Case no. 2009-0159EGPAMAPDNXCUAVARK and
subject to conditions of approval reviewed and approved by the Commission on June 15, 2017 under
Motion No. 19944. The proposed Project includes a proposed Zoning Map amendment to allow for a
height swap between parcels 001 and 005, and a General Plan Amendment amending Map 3 of the
Market and Octavia Area Plan and Map 5 of the Downtown Area Plan o ensure consistency with the
proposed Zoning Map amendmerit. This authorization and the conditions contained herein run with the
property and riot with a particular Project Sponsor, business, or operator.

COMPLIANCE WITH OTHER REQUIREMENTS

The Conditions of Approval set forth in Exhibit A of Motion No. 19943, Case No. 2009-
0159EGPAMAPDNXCUAVARK (Downtown Project Authorization under Planning Code Section 309)
apply to this approval, and are incorporated herein as though fully set forth, except as modified herein,
Further the Project requires variances that require approval from the Zoning Administrator from Sections
140, for units that do not meet exposute requirements, and Section 145.1, for a combined parking /
loading entrance exceeding 20-feet in w1dth

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 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 projectis
subject to the conditions of approval contained herein and reviewed and approved by the Planning
Commission on June 15, 2017 under Motion No. 19944,

PRINTING OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL ON PLANS

The conditions of approval under the 'Exhibit A’ of this Planning Commission Motion No. 19944 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.

SEVERABILITY.

The Project shall coriiply 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
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affect or impair other remaining clanses, sentences, or sections of these conditions. This decision conveys
no right to construct, or to receive a building permit. ”Pro;ect 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 Downtown Project Authorization.

PARKING MAXIMUM

Pursuant to Planning Code Section 151.1, the Project shall provide no more than a ratio of 0.25 parking
spaces per dwelling unit, as principally permitied parking, With 304 dwelling umnits, 2 maxdmum of 76
spaces is principally permitted per Planning Code Section 151. An additional 76 parking spaces (for a
total of up to 152 parking spaces) may be permitted with a Conditional Use Authorization, The Project
Sponsor may provide up to 136 off-street parking spaces, as authorized under Motion No. 19944,
However, if the Project changes from an ownership project to a rental project, the Project shall reduce the
accessory parking amount to no more than the 0.25 ratio to dwelling units, which is principally
permitted. The Project must also comply with Building Department requirements with respect to parking
spaces for persons with disabilities.
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Depar‘ment at 415-575-6863, sf—

planning.org
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Current Height & Bulk Map

OAK ST.

177" - 0"

VAN NESS AVE.
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Proposed General Plan & Zoning Map

 Amendment

AREA TO BE
OAK ST. REZONED TO 120-R2
AREA; 668 SF.
32'-101/2" 8- 0"
SV PP - AP
v Y 177" - O o

— =

166' - 8“

AREA TO BE REZONED
TO 120/400-R-2
AREA: 668 SF,

VAN NESS AVE.
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: Key Facts

~+ 304 Homes (over 50% 2BR units)

« 23% off-site BMR units (’7 2 units) at Octavia Parcels R,
S, & U through Directed Fee Agreement with MOHCD

- 4,000 Squai‘e foot Café Restaurant

. A 16,000 square foot public plaza (Oak Plaza) for local
cultural events and performances with small vendor

kiosks |
- Kinetic Wind Sculptures in Oak Plaza
- $40,941,810 in Total Impact Fees
« $134,677 1n Total Impact Fees pér Unit
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rom: Murphy, Mary G. <MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 25, 2017 4:15 PM
- To: o Major, Erica (BOS)
Subject: FW: PLS Submit Power Point - 7/24/2017 Land Use and Transportation Committee
Attachments: 20170724 One Oak BOS Land Use Presentation_{(FINAL).pdf

Good afternoon Erica,

As promised, here is the powerpoint presentation the One Oak Project team showed at the July 24, 2017 Land Use and

* Transportation Committee of the Board of Supervisors regarding ltems 5 and 6 (the One Oak Project; File Nos. 170750
and 170751). As | said in my earlier email, the powerpoint (slide 4) included an estimated figure of $134,677 Total
Impact Fees per unit. Unfortunately, when | was testifying, | could not see that entire slide from my vantage point at the
podium and from memory | incorrectly stated that the total estimated impact fees per unit were slightly over

$136,000. The correct number of $134, 677 was on the powerpoint and visible to the Board members and public as |
spoke. | write to correct my incorrect verbal statement for the record. Thank you for this opportunity to correct the
record.

Best, Mary

.«ary G. Murphy

GIBSON DUNN

Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher LLP

555 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94105-0921
Tel +1 415.393.8257 « Fax +1 415.374.8480
MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com « www.gibsondunn.com

This message may contain confidential and privileged information. If it has been sent to you m error, please
reply to advise the sender of the error and then immediately delete this message.
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To: , ' Somera, Alisa (BOS); BOS Legislation, (BOS)
Subject: RE: One Oak Street Land Use hearing BEFORE EIR final

From: Sue Hestor [mailto:hestor@earthlink.net]

Sent: Saturday, July 22, 2017 3:13 PM

To: Gibson, Lisa (CPC) <lisa.gibson@sfgov.org>; Calvillo, Angela (BOS) <angela. calvullo@sfgov org>
Cc: Somera, Alisa (BOS) <alisa.somera@sfgov.org>; Jason Henderson <jhenders@sonic.net>
Subject: One Oak Street Land Use hearing BEFORE EIR final .

July 22, 2017

TO: LISA GIBSON, Environmental Review Officer
ANGELA CALVILLO, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
FROM: SUE HESTOR, Attorney

RE: PENDING ONE QAK STREET EIR APPEAL - EIR not final because of abpeai

Monday's meeting 7/24/17 of BOS Land Use commlttee has 2 items listed on the One Oak Street
Project -

#5 General Plan Amendments - 170750

#6 Planning Code Zohing Map Amendments - 170751

LLast Monday 7/17/17 | filed an appeal of Planning Commission's certification of the One Oak EIR. It
was submitted on behalf of Jason Henderson, an individual who had publicly commented at DEIR
hearing, as well as submitted letters to Environmental Review and the Commission on One Oak EIR
in conjunction with Hayes Valley Neighborhood Association.

The Planning Commission resolution was provided.
The written comments were provided.

Mr Henderson's appeal letter was provided setting out his actions in opposition,

including giving oral testlmony at the hearing. (Oral testimony is transcribed and set out -
in the FEIR.)
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My own check for the appeal fee was provided to clerk, made out to the Planning
Department.

o response to inquiries when | filed, | made it clear that appellant was not HVNA. Mr. Henderson had
also testified as an individual.

Although | ran into a slight problem serving Ms. Gibson (2:37pm email submission of entire appeal
-came back "out of office" with referral to Jessica Range, who also had "out of office" reply, sent 3d
time to Joy Navarrete - it did NOT bounce back), service was SAME DAY. - '

Planning Commission motions on both the General Plan Amendments and Planning Code Zoning
Map Amendments, both rely on certification of the One Oak FEIR by Planning Commission.

The One Oak EIR certification has been appealed to the Board of Supervisors. It is not final at this
point. When | filed appeal, | was informed that the earliest it will be heard is September 5, 2017.

The Board must follow California law, and San Francisco law implementing CEQA, and defer any
hearing or action on both of the above matters until AFTER the EIR appeal is resolved.

If there is any doubt in this regard, please consult the City Attorney.

. Sue Hestor

PLEASE PRINT OUT THIS EMAIL AND PLACE IN FILES OF BOTH BOARD ITEMS.

there are any questions, please email me at hestor@earthlink.net.

2
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Community !t all' happens
Benefit District in Civic Center.

January 4, 2017

Lily Langlois

San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Ms. Langlois:

The Civic Center Community Benefit District (CBD) Board of Directors supports BUILD's proposed in-kind waiver
agreement to help pay for the extraordinary public realm improvements that they have voluntarily proposed as part of their
One Oak project as consistent with the public interest and our broader vision for the area. Here is our detailed position.

The Civic Center CBD, chartered by the City in January 2011, covers some thirty blocks around Civic Center. These
blocks contain more than 12,000 employees, performance and cultural venues with a capacity of nearly 20,000 seats and
several thousand and growing units of housing. Two principal transit corridors serve the area - Grove Street starting at
the Civic Center BART/MUNI Station and Van Ness Avenue centered on the Van Ness MUNI Metro Station.

The Market/Van Ness intersection should be one of the most prominent in the City. Instead it consists of older buildings
with few street level amenities making the intersection unpleasant. However, at this time several key properties around
the intersection are being prepared for ambitious development plans that could transform the area. We need to
simultaneously transform the public streetscape and the Metro station so that the intersection will become welcoming and
safe. This will require coordinated planning among the projects.

We realize that what we are asking for may require the property owner/developers to provide improvements beyond their
properties or financial abilities. These extraordinary improvements will of course benefit not only the public but also the
developers. We are aware that under various City policies and regulations, developers are required to pay fees or
extractions to the City for transportation, open'space and other amenities. The City then spends these fees, via its capital
planning process, on various physical improvements. We are also aware that on occasion, developers can offer to design
and build public realm improvements in lieu of paying some or all of these fees to the City. Such an arrangement is called
an “in-kind fee waiver agreement”. We think such an arrangement would be suitable for the development of the properties
at the intersection.

Our CBD has followed the potential development of the parcels at the foot of Oak Street and Van Ness Avenue for years
since this corner is particularly unattractive and unsafe. We were pleased when BUILD took over the project and
incorporated the “donut shop” parcel into it to round out that corner. To fully develop the public realm around their project,
they have prepared elaborate plans o convert the eastern end of Oak Street into a shared public way for pedestrians with
a performance plaza, seating and retail kiosks installed next to the historic 25 Van Ness building. We understand that they
are negotiating with the SFMTA to improve the entrance fo the fransit station and the general ambiance within the station,
which should make it more welcoming to fransit users. Theses improvement are well beyond what is normally expected of
developers for the public areas of their project but are essential to the upgrade of the Van Ness Market intersection.

We would appreciate your passing this support letter to the Market Octavia Citizens Advisory Committee and to the
~ Planning Commission.

Very truly yours.

osd | B

Donald W. Savoie, Executive Director
Civic Center Community Benefit District
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August 1, 2017
San Francisco Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place ;
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 : ’ §

VIERN

RE: One Oak Project — 1500-1540 Market Street (Case No. 2009.0159)

Dear Planning Commissioners,

- | am the manager of the Blue Bottle Coffee in Hayes Valley writing to express my strong support for the
One Oak project and related Oak Plaza improvements. | am extremely proud to endorse such a
thoughtful, well-designed and civic-minded project. Few projects provide such a grand vision for
positive transformation and could add so much to the Hayes Valley neighborhood.

" The Project implements the General Plan and the City’s Vision Zero policy, creating a generous 16,000 sq.
fi. public pedestrian plaza that will dramatically transform this important civic intersection and enhance

' public safety with slow-street improvements, widened sidewalks, generous public seating, new landscaping,
abundant bike parking, and fiexible performance space, along with improved access to the new Van Ness
BRT and the existing MUNI Metro Station.

One Oak has earned the first Platinum GreenTrips Certification from Transform, only the 3" project of
34 applicants to meet the requirements, and the only condominium project to do so. In addition, BUILD
has voluntarily doubled the required Transportation Demand Management measures for the Project.

One Oak will pay nearly $41 million in City impact Fees {$135,000 per unit), possibly the highest per
unit contribution of any San Francisco project to date, including over $26 million for affordable housing
that will fund the creation of 72 to 102 BMR units at Octavia Parcels R, S & U, including 16 residences
for homeless youth. ‘

In addition, BUILD will create a Community Facilities District that would fund $300,000 per year, from One
Oak residents, for maintenance, security and repairs of the Plaza for 100 years - a $30 million gift to this
long~neglected intersection.

In sum, BUILD's vision for this site represents a long overdue reinvestment at this crucial San Francisco
intersection. We hope that the City moves expeditiously to uphold the Project approvals.

Blue Bottle Coffee

300 Webster Street Oakland CA 94607 . 510.653.33%4 bluebot@‘.!ecoﬂee .com
2001



August 02, 2017

San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodleft Place
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

RE: One Qak Project — 1500-1540 Market Street (Case No.
2009.0158)

Dear Planning Gommissioners,

| am a Bay Area native and business owner located on Fell Street in San Francisco. | am
wrifing to express my strong support for the One Oak project and related Oak Plaza
imgrovements. I'am exframely proud to endorse such a thoughtful, well-designed and civic-
minded project. Few projects provide such a grand vision for positive transformation.

The Project implements the General Plan and the City's Vision Zero policy, creating a generous.
16,000 sq. ft. public pedestrian plaza that will dramatically transform this important civic intersection
and enhance public safety with slow-street improvements, widened sidewalks, generous public
seating, new landscaping, abundant bike parking, and flexible performance space, along with
improved access to the new Van Ness BRT and the existing MUN! Metro Station.

One Oak has earmed the first Platinum GreenTrips Certification from Transform, only the 3™
project of 34 applicants to meet the requirements, and the only condominium project to do so.
In addition, BUILD has voluntarily doubled the required Transportation Demand Management
measures for the Project.

One Ozk will pay nearly $41 million in City Impact Fees ($135,000 per unit), possibly the
highest per unit contribution of any San Francisco project to date, including over $26 million for
affordable housing that will fund the creation of 72 to 102 BMR units at Octavia Parceis R, 8 &
U, including 16 residences for homeless youth,

In addition, BUILD will create 2 Community Facilities District that would fund $300,000 per year,
from One Oak residents, for maintenance, security and repairs of the Plaza for 100 years — a $30
million gift to this long-neglected intersection.

In sum, BUILD's vision for this site represents a long overdue reinvestment at this crucial San
Francisco intersection. We hope that the City moves expeditiously io uphold the Project
approvals.

As a developer, BUILD consistently puts the best interest of the city and community ﬁrst irv their
plans. | urge the City to uphold the One Oak approvals and allow this beneficial development to
go forward now.

Sincerely,

Kelly Macy
Macy Office of Design

ce: Lou Vasquez, BUILD Inc.:

315 Linden Stree! San Francisco CA 94102 wwiimod415.com 4155527625 TOUCY OH:ECG Qf &esign
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July 81, 2017

San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B, Goodlett Place
. San Francisce, CA 94102-468%

RE: One OaK Project — 1500-1540 Market Stiest (Case No. 2009.0159)

Déar Plarnining Cammissioners,

1 am-a business owner in Hayes Vatley writing to express my strong support for the One Oak project and related Dak

Plaza-improvements. |-am extremely proud to endorse such a thoughtful, well-designed and civic-minded project.

Few: projects.provide such a grand vision for positive transfermation.

The Project implements the General Plan and the. City's Vision Zero poticy, creating a generous 16,000 sq. t. pubtic
pedestrian plaza that will dramatically transform this important civic intersection and enhance public safety with
stow-street improvements, widened sidewalks, generous public seating, new tandscaping, abundant bike parking, and
flexible performance space, along with 1mproved access to the hew Van Ness BRT and the existing MUNI Metro:
Station.

One Oak has earned, the first Platinum GreenTrips Certification from Transform, onily the 3rd project of 34 applicants
to meet the requirements, and'the ohly céndominijuim préject to.dd so. in addition, BUILD has voluntarily doubled the
required Transportation Demand Management measures for the Project. .
-BUILD's vision for: this. jte represents.a long ovérdue reinvestment at this crucial San Francisco intersection. We hope
that the City move ex editiously to uphoid the Project approvals. .

izt . Hichar
incipal and Creative Director
415-299-9858 {rmobile)

Tazi Designg, inc,

333 Lingen St San Franeisco, CA 81 07
Tel: 415-503-0013
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS

City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
- Fax No, 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

LAND USE AND TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE

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

Date:

Time:

~ Location:

Subject:

Monday, July 24, 2017
1:30 p.m.

Legislative Chamber, Room 250, located at City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA

File No. 170750. Ordinance amending the General Plan by revising the

‘height and bulk designations for the One Oak Street project, at the Van
- Ness Avenue / Oak Street / Market Street Intersection, Assessor’s Parcel

Block No. 0836, Lot Nos. 001 and 005, on Map 3 of the Market and
Octavia Area Plan and on Map 5 of the Downtown Area Plan; adopting
findings under the California Environmental Quality Act; making findings
of consistency with the General Plan as proposed for amendment, and
the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1; and adopting
findings of public necessity, convenience, and Welfare under Plannmg
Code, Sectlon 340.

File No. 170751. Ordinance amending the Planning Code by revising
Sheet HT07 of the Zoning Map, to change the height and bulk district
classification. of Assessor’s Parcel Block No. 0836, portions of Lot Nos.
001 and 005, for the One Oak Project, at the Van Ness Avenue / Oak
Street / Market Street Intersection, as follows: rezoning the eastern
portion of the property, along Van Ness Avenue, located at Assessor’s
Parcel Biock No. 0836, Lot No. 001 (1500 Market Street), from 120/400-
R-2 to 120-R-2; rezoning the central portion of the property, located at

" Assessor’s Parcel Block No. 0836, Lot No. 005 (1540 Market Street),

from 120-R-2 to 120/400-R-2; affirming the Planning Commission’s
determination under the California Environmental Quality Act; and

‘making findings, including findings of public necessity, convenience and

welfare under Planning Code, Section 302, and findings of consistency
with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, |
Section 101.1. ‘

12004



Land Use and Transportation C~~imittee
File Nos. 170750 and 170751

July 14, 2017

Page 2

In accordance with Administrative Code, Section 67.7-1, persons who are unable to -
attend the hearing on this matter may submit written comments to the City prior to the time
the hearing begins. These comments will be made part of the official public record in this
matter, and shall be brought to the attention of the members of the Committee. Written
comments should be addressed to Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board, City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton
B. Goodlett Place, Room 244, San Francisco, CA 94102. Information relating to these
matters are available in the Office of the Clerk of the Board. Agenda information relating to
these matters will be available for public review on Friday, July 21, 2017.

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

DATED/PUBLISHED/POSTED: July 14, 2017
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City Hanl V" qe s oftice
President, District 5 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
BOARD of SUPERVISORS San Francisco 94102-4689
: Tel. No. 554-7630
Fax No. 554-7634
TDD/TTY No. 544-5227
London Breed
PRESIDENTIAL ACTION
Date: July 10, 2017

To: Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

‘ 1
Madam Cletk, ’

Al

<. -
Cam
Pursuant to Board Rules, I am hereby: | ‘g
Waiving 30-Day Rule @Boad Rule No. 323 - -
File No. 170751 =
. . : (Primaty Sponsor) O )
Title.

Planning Code, Zoning Map - One Oak Street Project

[0 Transferring (Board Rule No 3.3)

File No.

(Primary Sponsor)
Title. -

From:
To:

Committee

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

Supervisor

" Replacing Supervisor

For:

(Date;)

London Breed, President
Boatd of Supervisors
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1650 Mission St.

June 16, 2017 Suite 400
. San Francisco,
Ms. Angela Calvillo, Clerk CA 94103-2479
Board of Supervisors Reception:
City and County of San Francisco 415,558.6378
City Hall, Room 244 Fax:
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 415.558.6409
San Francisco, CA 94102
' Planning

Re: Transmittal of Planning Department z,;(;;”;‘;t;) r(]5'377

Case Number 2009.0159GPAMAP: - '

1540 Market Street General Plan and Zoning Map Amendments

s o

BOS File No: ___ (pending)  Planning Code, Zoning Map — 1540 Market Street o3 g

Planning Commission Recommendation: Approval of Planning Code Text and Zoéing ZVZrﬂiv' 1’:75

Amendments : r5=

BOS File No: General Plan Amendment

{pending) _ :
Planning Commission Recommendation: Approval of General Plan Amgndnient

" Dear Ms. Calvillo,

On February 23, 2017 the Planning Commission adopted Resolutions 19860 and 19861 to initiate
legislation entitled, (1) “Ordinance amending the General Plan by revising the height designation for the
One Oak Street project, at the Van Ness / Oak Street / Market Street intersection, Assessor’s Block 0836
Lots 001 and 005 on Map 3 of the Market and Octavia Area Plan and on Map 5 of the Downtown Area
Plan”; and (2) “Ordinance amending the Planning Code to change the height and bulk district
classification of Block 0836, portions of Lots 001 and 005 for the One Oak Project, at the Van Ness / Oak
Street / Market Street Intersection, as follows: rezoning the eastern portion of the property, along Van
Ness Avenue, located at Assessor’s Block 0836, Lot 001 (1500 Market Street) from 120/400-R-2 to 120-R-2;
and rezoning the central portion of the property, located at Assessor’s Block 0836, Lot 005 (1540 Market
Street) from 120-R-2 to 120/400-R-2.”

On June 15, 2017 the San Francisco Planning Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a
regularly scheduled meeting to consider the adoption of the proposed Planning Code, Zoning Map
Amendment Ordinance and the related General Plan Amendment Ordinance, which were initiated by the
Planning Commission. |

The Proposed General Plan Amendment Ordinance, would amend Map 3, “Height Districts” of the
Market and Octavia Area Plari, and Map 5, “Proposed Height and Bulk Districts” of the Downtown Area,
Plan of the General Plan, On Map 3 of the Market and Octavia Area Plan, the height of said parcels would
change 688 square feet of Assessor’s Block 0836, Lot 001 from 400' tower/120' podium to 120', and 688
square feet of Block 0836, Lot 005 from 120’ to 400" tower/120" podium. On Map 5 of the Downtown Area

Sin2p0iTg.org

VAFUN LAY
WYY,




Transmittal Materials o CASE NO. 2009.0159GPAMAP
1540 Market Street Ordinances

Plan, the height and bulk of the same area of Lot 001 would change from 150-S to 120-R-2 and Lot 005
would change from 120-F to 120/400-R-2.

The Proposed Zoning Map Amendment Ordinance would reclassify the height and bulk of the same
portion of Block 0836, Lot 001 from 120/400-R-2 to 120-R-2, and Block 0836, Lot 005 from 120-R-2 to 120/
400-R-2.

At the June 15, 2017 hearing, the Commission voted to recommend approval of the proposed General
Plan and Zoning Map Amendment Ordinances. Please find attached documents relating to the
Commission’s action. If you have any questions or require further information please do not hesitate to
" contact me.

Sinzerely,
4 o

. Aaron Starr

Manager of Legislative Affairs

cc

Mayor’s Office, Nicole Elliot -

Supervisor London Breed

District 5 Legislative Aide, Samantha Royas
Deputy City ‘Attorney, Andrea Ruiz-Esquide
Deputy City Attorney, Jon Givner

Attachments (one copy of the following):

Planning Commission Motion No. 19938 —- Final EIR Certification

Planning Commission Motion No. 19939 — Adoption of CEQA Findings

Planning Commission Resolution No. 19941 — Adoption approval recommendation for the Ordinance
entitled, “Ordinance amending the General Plan by revising the height designation for the One
Oak Street project, at the Van Ness / Oak Street / Market Street intersection, Assessor’s Block 0836
Lots 001 and 005 on Map 3 of the Market and Octavia Area Plan and on Map 5 of the Downtown
Area Plan”

Planning Commission Resolution No. 19942 — Adoption of approval recommendation of Ordinance
entitled, “Ordinance amending the Planning Code to change the height and bulk district
classification of Block 0836, portions of Lots 001 and 005 for he One Oak Project, at the Van Ness /
Osk Street / Market Street Intersection, as follows: rezoning the eastern portion of the property,
along Van Ness Avenue, located at Assessor’s Block 0836, Lot 001 (1500 Market Street) from
120/400-R-2 to 120-R-2; and rezoning the central portion of the property, located at Assessor’ ]
Block 0836, Lot 005 (1540 Market Street) from 120-R-2 to 120/400-R-2.”

Planning Commission Motion No. 19943 — Downtown Project Authorization

Planning Commission Motion No. 19944 — Conditional Use Authorization

Planning Commission Motion No. 19940 — Shadow Study

Planning Commission Resolution No. 19860 — Initiation of General Plan Amendments

Planning Commission Resolution No. 19861 ~ Initiation of Zoning Map Amendments

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 2 0 0 8
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