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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1650 Mission St.

September 28, 2018
Suite 400
San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479

Ms. Angela Calvillo, Clerk

Honorable Mayor Breed
Reception:
415.558.6378

Honorable Supervisor Kim

Board of Supervisors Fax:

City and County of San Francisco
415.558.6409

City Hall, Room 244 Planning

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place Information:

San Francisco, CA 94102
415.558.6377

Re: Transmittal of Planning Department Case Number 2011.1356TZU and 2018-

004477PCA (Central SoMa Plan): Planning Code and Administrative Code

Ordinance, Zoning Map Ordinance, Implementation Program Document, and

Housing Sustainability District Ordinance (Planning Code and Business and

Tax Regulations Code Amendments)

BOS File No: 180184, 180185, and 180453

Planning Commission Recommendation: Approval with modifications

Dear Ms. Calvillo, Mayor Breed, and Supervisor Kim,

On September 27, 2018 the San Francisco Planning Commission (hereinafter "Commission")

conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting to consider the

Planning Code and Administrative Code Amendment, Zoning Map Amendment, Implementation
Program, and Housing Sustainability District Ordinance related to the Central SoMa Plan Area. At

the hearing, the Commission voted to approve and/or recommend approval with modifications
to the various ordinances.

Please find attached documents relating to the Commission s actions. If you have any questions or

require further information, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Since ly,

Aaron Starr

Manager of Legislative Affairs

www.sfplanning.org



Transmittal Materials CASE NO. 2011.1356TZU 8~ 2018-004477PCA
Central SoMa Legislative Amendments

cc:

Andres Power, Policy Director, Mayor's Office,

Kanishka Cheng, Liaison to the Board of Supervisors, Mayor's Office

Jon Jacobo, Legislative Aide to Supervisor Kim

Sarah Dennis-Phillips, Deputy Director of Development, OEWD

Vicky Wong, Deputy City Attorney

Peter Miljanich, Deputy City Attorney

Attachments one co~~ of the following):

• Planning Commission Resolution No. R-20295 [Case No. 2011.1356TZU and 2018-

004477PCA -Central SoMa Plan: Planning Code and Administrative Code Ordinance,

Zoning Map Ordinance, Implementation Program Document, and Housing Sustainability

District Ordinance (Planning Code and Business and Tax Regulations Code

Amendments)]

• Planning Commission Case Report for Case No. 2011.1356TZU and 2018-004477PCA

• Central SoMa Plan —Additional Staff Recommendations and Issues for Consideration

(Submitted at September 27, 2018 Commission Hearing)
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Planning Commission
Resolution No. 20295
HEARING DATE SEPTEMBER 27, 2018

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400
San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479

Reception:
415.558.6378

Fax:
415.558.6409

Project Name: Central SoMa Plan —Approval of Amendments to the Planning

Code and Administrative Code Ordinance, Zoning Map

Ordinance, Implementation Program Document, and Housing

Sustainability District (Planning Code and Business and Tax Code

Ordinance)

Record No.: 2011.1356TZU and 2018-004477PCA

Staff Contact: Lisa Chen, Senior Planner, Citywide Planning

(415) 575-9124; lisa.chen@sfgov.or~

Reviewed By: Joshua Switzky, Land Use &Housing Policy Program Manager,

Citywide Planning; (415)-575-6815; ioshua.switzk~@sfgov.org

RESOLUTION ADOPTING AND RECOMMENDING THAT THE BOARD OF

SUPERVISORS APPROVE AMENDMENTS WITH MODIFICATIONS TO THE SAN

FRANCISCO PLANNING CODE AND ADMINISTRATIVE CODE ORDINANCE, ZONING

MAP ORDINANCE, PLANNING CODE AND BUSINESS AND TAX CODE ORDINANCE,

AND IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAM DOCUMENT TO GIVE EFFECT TO THE CENTRAL

SOUTH OF MARKET AREA PLAN; AND MAKING FINDINGS OF PUBLIC NECESSITY,

CONVENIENCE, AND WELFARE, FINDINGS OF CONSISTENCY WITH THE GENERAL

PLAN AND PLANNING CODE SECTION 101.1, AND FINDINGS UNDER THE

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT.

WHEREAS, on February 27, 2018, Mayor Mark Farrell and Supervisor Jane Kim introduced

ordinances for Planning Code, Administrative Code, and Zoning Map Amendments, pursuant to

the Central South of Market Plan ("Central SoMa Plan").

WHEREAS, pursuant to Planning Code Section 302(b), on February 27, 2018, the San Francisco

Board of Supervisors initiated the aforementioned Planning Code, Administrative Code, and

Zoning Map Amendments.

WHEREAS, on April 10, 2018, Mayor Mark Farrell and Supervisor Jane Kim introduced a

substitute ordinance for Planning Code, Administrative Code, and Zoning Map Amendments

pursuant to the Central South of Market Plan.

WHEREAS, pursuant to Planning Code Section 302(b), on April 10, 2018, the San Francisco Board

of Supervisors initiated the aforementioned Planning Code, Administrative Code, and Zoning

Map Amendments.

Planning
Information:
415.558.6377

www.sfplannir~t~.c~r



Resolution No. 20295 Case No. 2011.1356TZU and 2018-004477PCA
September 27, 2018 Approval of Amendments to the Central SoMa Plan

WHEREAS, on May 1, 2018, Mayor Mark Farrell and Supervisor Jane Kim introduced an

ordinance for Planning Code and Business and Tax Regulations Code Amendments to establish

and implement the Central South of Market Housing Sustainability District ("Central SoMa

HSD").

WHEREAS, on May 10, 2018, after a duly noticed public hearing, the Commission reviewed and

considered the Final Environmental Impact Report for the Central SoMa Plan ("Final EIR") and

found the Final EIR to be adequate, accurate, and objective, thus reflecting the independent

analysis and judgment of the Department and the Commission, and that the summary of

comments and responses contained no significant revisions to the Draft EIR, and by Motion No.

20182 certified the Final EIR for the Central SoMa Plan as accurate, complete, and in compliance

with CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code.

WHEREAS, on May 10, 2018, by Motion No. R-20183, the Commission approved CEQA Findings,

including a statement of overriding considerations, and adoption of a Mitigation Monitoring and

Reporting Program ("MMRP"), under Case No. 2011.1356E, for approval of the Central SoMa

Plan.

WHEREAS, on May 10, 2018, after a duly noticed public hearing, the Commission voted to adopt

and recommend approval with modifications the Planning Code, Administrative Code, Zoning

Map, and Business and Tax Regulations Code Amendments pursuant to Planning Code Section

302(c), as set forth in Planning Commission Resolution Nos. 20185, 20186, and 20188; and, adopt

and recommend approval of the Implementation Program, as set forth in Planning Commission

Resolution No. 20187.

WHEREAS, on July 16, 2018, after a duly noticed public hearing, the Land Use &Transportation

Committee of the Board of Supervisors voted to modify the ordinances amending the Planning

Code, Administrative Code, and Zoning Map.

WHEREAS, on July 23, 2018, after a duly noticed public hearing, the Land Use &Transportation

Committee of the Board of Supervisors voted to materially modify the ordinances amending the

Planning Code, Administrative Code, Zoning Map, Business and Tax Regulations Code, and

Implementation Program, and referred the proposed modifications to the Planning Commission

for -its consideration pursuant to Planning Code Section 302(d).

WHEREAS, the Planning Code, Administrative Code, Zoning Map, and Business and Tax

Regulations Code, and Implementation Program amendments, together with proposed General

Plan Amendments, provide a comprehensive set of policies and implementation programming to

realize the vision of the Plan. The Planning Commission incorporates by reference the general

findings and overview concerning the Central SoMa Plan as set forth in Planning Commission

Resolution No. 20184 governing General Plan Amendments.

WHEREAS, the ordinance, attached hereto as Exhibit 4, reflects the amendments proposed by the

Land Use &Transportation Committee at its July 16 and July 23, 2018 hearings to revise the

Administrative Code and Planning Code to implement the proposed Central SoMa Plan and its

SAN FRANCISCO - 2
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Resolution No. 20295 Case No. 2011.1356TZU and 2018-004477PCA
September 27, 2018 Approval of Amendments to the Central SoMa Plan

related documents. -This ordinance amends Administrative Code Section 35; adds Planning Code

Sections 128.1, 132.4, 175.1, 249.78, 2b3.32, 263.33, 263.34, 413.7, 432, 433, 434, and 848; amends

Sections 102, 124, 134, 135, 135.3, 138, 140, 145.1, 145.4, 151.1, 152, 152.1, 153, 155, 163, 169.3, 181,

182, 201, 206.4, 207.5, 208, 211.2, 249.36, 249.40, 249.45, 260, 261.1, 270, 270.2, 303.1, 304, 307, 329,

401, 411A.3, 413.10, 415.3, 415.5, 415.7, 417.5, 419, 419.6, 423.1, 423.2, 423.3, 423.5, 426, 427, 429.2,

603, 608.1, 802.1, 802.4, 803.3, 803.4, 803.5, 803.9, 809, 813, 825, 840, 841, 842, 843, 844, 845, 846, 847,

890.37, 890.116, and 890.124; and removes Sections 263.11, 425, 802.5, 803.8, 815, 816, 817, and 818,

to implement the Area Plan. The City Attorneys Office has reviewed the ordinance and

approved it as to form. A memorandum summarizing revisions made to the Planning and

Administrative Code Amendments since consideration by the Planning Commission on May 10,

2018 is attached hereto as Exhibit 2.

WHEREAS, the ordinance attached hereto as Exhibit 6, approved as to form by the City

Attorneys office, reflects the Zoning Map Amendments proposed by the Land Use &

Transportation Committee at its July 16 and July 23, 2018 hearings. A memorandum

summarizing revisions made to the Zoning Map Amendments since consideration by the

Planning Commission on May 10, 2018 is attached hereto as Exhibit 2.

WHEREAS, the amendments to the Central SoMa HSD ordinance proposed by the Land Use &

Transportation Committee at its July 23, 2018 hearing are attached hereto as Exhibit 8.

WHEREAS, the amendments to the Implementation Program proposed by the Land Use &

Transportation Committee at its July 23, 2018 hearing are attached hereto as Exhibit 7.

WHEREAS, Planning Department staff recommends adoption of this Resolution adopting and

recommending that the Board of Supervisors approve with modifications the Planning Code,

Administrative Code, Zoning Map, Business and Tax Regulations Code, and Implementation

Program Amendments.

WHEREAS, Planning Department staff have determined that the material modifications and

other amendments proposed by the Board's Land Use &Transportation Committee, the

additional modifications proposed by Planning staff, and all but one of the issues for

consideration identified in the September 6, 2018 Executive Summary and the September 27, 2018

Additional Staff Recommendations and Issues for Consideration, if adopted, would not result in

increased physical environmental effects beyond that disclosed in the Central SoMa Plan Final

EIR.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Commission finds from the facts presented

that the public necessity, convenience, and general welfare require approval of the proposed

Planning Code, Administrative Code, Zoning Map, Business and Tax Regulations Code, and

Implementation Program Amendments contained in Exhibit 4, 6, 7 and 8 to this Resolution for

the following reasons:

1. T'he Amendments will enable implementation of the Central SoMa Plan, which will

accommodate development capacity for up to 32,500 jobs and 8,570 housing units by

SAN FRANCISCO 3'
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Resolution No. 20295 Case No. 2011.1356TZU and 2018-004477PCA
September 27, 2018 Approval of Amendments to the Central SoMa Plan

removing much of the Plan Area's industrially-protective. zoning and increasing height

limits on many of the Plan Area's parcels.

2. The Amendments will enable implementation of the Central SoMa Plan, which will

.maintain the diversity of residents by requiring that more than 33% of new housing units

are affordable to low- and moderate-income households, and by requiring that these new

units be built in SoMa.

3. The Amendments will enable implementation of the Central SoMa Plan, which will

facilitate an economically diversified and lively jobs center by requiring most large sites

to be jobs-oriented, by requiring production, distribution, and repair uses in many

projects, and by allowing retail, hotels, and entertainment uses in much of the Plan Area.

4. The Amendments will enable implementation of the Central SoMa Plan, which will

provide safe and convenient transportation by funding capital projects that will improve

conditions for people walking, bicycling, and taking transit.

5. The Amendments will enable implementation of the Central SoMa Plan, which will offer

parks .and recreational opportunities by funding the construction and improvement of

parks and recreation centers in the area and requiring large, non-residential projects to

provide publicly-accessible open space.

6. The Amendments will enable implementation of the Central SoMa Plan, which will

create an environmentally sustainable and resilient neighborhood by requiring green

roofs and use of non-greenhouse gas emitting energy sources. A proposal to include a

Mello-Roos Community Facilities District ("CFD") in the Central SoMa Plan is also under

consideration. This CFD would provide funding for environmental sustainability and

resilience strategies to improve air quality, provide biodiversity, and help manage

stormwater. The CFD would also help to create an environmentally sustainable and

resilient neighborhood.

7. T'he Amendments will enable implementation of the Central SoMa Plan, which will

preserve and celebrate the neighborhood's cultural heritage by helping to fund the

rehabilitation and maintenance of historic buildings. T'he CFD under consideration for

addition to the Central SoMa Plan would provide funding to help preserve the Old Mint

and for cultural and social programming for the neighborhood's existing residents and

organizations. The CFD would also help to preserve and celebrate the neighborhood's

cultural heritage.

8. T'he Amendments will enable implementation of the Central SoMa Plan, which will

ensure that new buildings enhance the character of the neighborhood and the City by

implementing design controls that would generally help protect the neighborhood's mid-

rise character and street fabric, create a strong street wall, and facilitate innovative yet

contextual architecture.

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Commission finds the Planning Code,

Administrative Code, Zoning Map, Business and Tax Regulations Code, and Implementation

SAN FRANCISCO ,4
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Resolution No. 20295
September 27, 2018

Case No. 2011.1356TZU and 2018-004477PCA
Approval of Amendments to the Central SoMa Plan

Program Amendments contained in Exhibit 4, 6, 7 and 8 to this Resolution are in general

conformity with the General Plan as set forth in Planning Commission Resolution Nos. 20184 and

20188.

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Commission finds the Planning Code,

Administrative Code, Zoning Map, Business and Tax Regulations Code, and Implementation

Program Amendments contained in Exhibit 4, 6, 7 and 8 to this Resolution are in general

conformity with Planning Code Section 101.1 as set forth in Planning Commission Resolution

Nos. 20184 and 20188.

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Commission adopts the Planning Code,

Administrative Code, Zoning Map, Business and Tax Regulations Code, and Implementation

Program Amendments as reflected in ordinances approved as to form by the City Attorney

attached hereto as Exhibits 4, 6, 7 and 8, and incorporated herein by reference, and recommends

their approval with modifications by the Board of Supervisors. The proposed modifications are

attached hereto as Exhibit 1.

I hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was adopted by the Commission at its meeting on

September 27, 2018.

~j~-~'
Jonas P. onin

Commission Secretary

AYES: Hillis, Melgar, Fong, Johnson, Koppel, Moore, Richards

NOES: None

ABSENT: None

ADOPTED: September 27, 2018

SAN FRANCISCO 5
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Resolution No. 20295 Case No. 2011.1356TZU and 2018-004477PCA
September 27, 2018 Approval of Amendments to the Central SoMa Plan

EXHIBIT 1: Planning Commission Recommended Modifications

The Planning Department recommends the following modifications to the Planning Code and
Administrative Code Ordinance (2011.13567'1 and the Implementation Program Document
(2011.13567U), as approved on September 28, 2018 in Commission Resolution no. 20295,. pursuant

to Planning Code Section 302(d).

Planning Code &Administrative Code

1. Section 263.33: If the development on Assessor's Block 3763, Lot 105 seeks a special height

exemption to build residential instead of a hotel, require that it meet the entirety of its

inclusionary housing requirement through the On-Site Affordable Housing Alternative
pursuant to Section 415.5(g)(1)(A).

2. Section 249.78: Allow proposed hotel projects on the parcels now proposed to be zoned MCTR

that submitted a development application prior to January 1, 2018 to proceed with their

application, subject to Conditional Use Authorization.

3. Section 134: Clarify that projects in the Central SoMa SUD must meet the applicable lot

coverage requirements in Sec. 249.78(d)(4) and that the rear yard requirements of this Section

134 do not apply.

4. Section 135.3: Clarify that open spaces provided to satisfy the Privately Owned Public Open

Spaces (POPOS) requirement in Section 138 can satisfy the nonresidential usable open space
requirement in Section 135.3.

5. Section 138(e)(2): Add language specifying that the Commission's determination of the

adequacy of the location, amount, amenities, design and implementation of privately-owned

public open spaces (POPOS) shall take into consideration the open space and recreational

needs of the diverse inhabitants of the Plan Area, including, but not limited to: residents,

workers, youth, families, and seniors.

6. Section 145.4(d)(4): Clarify that projects subject to the Privately Owned Public Open Spaces
(POPOS) requirement in Section 138 and the required ground floor commercial uses in

Section 145.4 may locate the POPOS along the street frontage subject to 145.4, provided it is

lined with active commercial uses.

7. Section 249.78(c)(1)(F): Reduce the ground floar transparency requirement for new PDR

businesses from 60% (which is equivalent to the requirement for ground floor retail) to 30%

on facades >50' linear feet, and 0% for shorter facades.

8. Section 249.78(c)(5): Clarify that projects with multiple buildings or lots may locate the
required PDR uses or community building space anywhere on the subject project site.

9. Section 249.78(d)(3): Require "green' and/or "living" walls on new developments, subject to

further exploration on feasible locations for these amenities.

10. Section 249.78(d)(3): Clarify the standard for 100% greenhouse-gas free electricity and the

process for review, and specify that the requirement shall apply to newly constructed

commercial or residential buildings, or major renovations to an existing building, as defined

by San Francisco Green Building Code Section 202.

11. Section 249.78(d)(8): Require that PDR space provided subject to the requirements of Section

202.8 or 249.78(c)(5) have a minimum floor-to-floor height of 17 feet, regardless of location in

the building.

SAN FRANCISCO
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Case No. 2011.1356TZU and 2018-004477PCA
Approval of Amendments to the Central SoMa Plan

12. Section 263.32(b): Specify that MOHCD shall review land proposed to be dedicated for
affordable housing, and the Director of Planning shall review land proposed to be dedicated
for parks and open space.

13. Section 263.32(c): Clarify the method of calculating the development capacity of the primary
project allowable with the Special Height Exemption.

14. Section 270(h): Modify the bulk requirements to specify that sky plane controls will take
precedence over 261.1 controls on Stillman Street. Reduce the sky plane apparent mass
control along Stillman Street to 85%.

15. Section 270(h): For projects that are required to provide PDR (pursuant to Sections 202.8 and
249.78(c)(5)), if such PDR is provided on the ground floor or above, add 3 vertical feet to:
• The Base Height specified in the Apparent Mass Reduction Table 270(h)
• The height where the upper story setback is required pursuant to Section 261.1

16. Section 329(d)(13)(D): Clarify that the wind exception is available for both wind comfort and
wind hazard criterion, subject to Planning Commission review pursuant to
249.78(d) (7) (C) (iii).

17. Section 329(e)(2)(b): On the Key Site identified in Section 329(e)(2)(F) (the Flower Mart), add a
section to allow the Planning Commission to grant certain code exceptions, if agreed upon
with the City in a development agreement, including:

• Exception to off-street parking controls of Section 151.1 to allow additional PDR
parking solely to serve the Flower Market tenants and customers.

• Exception to the requirement that POPOS be open to the sky in Section 138(d)(2)(E)(i)
to allow a cumulative maximum of 20% of the POPOS to be covered by any
combination of (a) an inhabitable portion of a building with the POPOS having a
minimum clearance height of 20' and maximum depth from face of overhead
building of 15', or (b) an inhabitable portion of a building with the POPOS having a
minimum clearance height of 50' and minimum horizontal dimension. in all
directions of 20'.

• Exception to the transparency and fenestration requirements of Section
249.78(c)(1)(F) on 5th Street between Brannan and Bryant Streets.

• Exception to the protected street frontage requirements of Section 155.1(r) on 5th
Street between Brannan and Bryant Streets.

18. Section 329(e)(2)(b)(iv): On the Key Site identified in Section 329(e)(2)(E) (the Park Block),
allow exception to the requirement that POPOs be open to the sky in Section 138.

19. Section 329(e)(2)(b)(vi): On the Key Site identified in Section 329(e)(2)(H) (the Creamery),
allow exception to the requirement on protected street frontages in Section 155(r).

20. Section 426: Clarify that sponsors must pay an in-lieu fee for any open space that does not
meet the conditions of Sections 135.3 or 138, unless a Key Site exception is specified in Section
329(e).

21. Section 840 & 841: Make conforming edits to the MUR and MUG zoning control tables to
reflect the zoning map amendments introduced at the Board of Supervisors and to cross
reference the Central SoMa SUD.

22. Uncodified Section (Block 3786, Lot 035 / 636 4~h Street): Staff recommends adding language
that the Commission shall evaluate the project design through the Large Project
Authorization process pursuant to Section 329 and make recommendations to address its
urban design impacts, in order to: (1) limit the visual impact of the larger tower bulk and

SAN FRANCISCO
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September 27, 2018 Approval of Amendments to the Central SoMa Plan

floorplate; and (2) address the impacts of the limited tower separation between this project

and the adjacent development at Block 3786, lot 322 (505 Brannan Street).

Implementation Program Document

1: Public Benefits Package: Restore the funding for preservation of the US Mint Building by

increasing funding by $5 million, to $20 million total. Reduce the funding for regional transit

capacity enhancement and expansion by $5 million, to $155 million.

T'he Planning Department also recommends the following legislative actions, as approved on

September 28, 2018 in Commission Resolution no. 20295, pursuant to Planning Code Section

302(d).

1. Explore legalization of live/work loft uses as a potential source of fee revenues to fund

community stabilization and affordable housing acquisition and rehabilitation.

2. Explore the development of design guidelines for privately-owned public open spaces

(POPOS).

SAN FRANCISCO
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Approval of Amendments  
to the Central SoMa Plan 

Executive Summary 
 

HEARING DATE: SEPTEMBER 13, 2018 
 

Project Name: Central SoMa Plan: Approval of Amendments to the Planning 
Code and Administrative Code Ordinance, Zoning Map 
Ordinance, Implementation Program Document, and Housing 
Sustainability District Ordinance 

Date: September 6, 2018 
Record Number: 2011.1356TZU and 2018-004477PCA 
Initiated By: Mayor Farrell and Supervisor Kim on February 27, 2018 (Central 

SoMa Plan – Planning Code and Administrative Code 
Amendments, Zoning Map Amendments) 

 Mayor Farrell and Supervisor Kim on May 1, 2018 (Central SoMa 
Housing Sustainability District – Planning Code and Business and 
Tax Regulations Code Amendments) 

Amended By:  Supervisor Kim on July 16 and July 23, 2018 (Planning Code and 
Administrative Code Amendments, Zoning Map Amendments, 
Implementation Program Document, Housing Sustainability 
District) 

Staff Contact: Lisa Chen, Senior Planner, Citywide Planning 
 (415) 575-9124; lisa.chen@sfgov.org  
Reviewed By: Joshua Switzky, Land Use & Housing Policy Program Manager, 

Citywide Planning; (415)-575-6815; joshua.switzky@sfgov.org   
Recommendation: Approval with Modifications 

 
 
SUMMARY 
The San Francisco Planning Department is seeking to adopt and implement the Central SoMa 
Plan (“the Plan”). The Plan is the result of a multi-year public and cooperative interagency 
planning process that began in 2011. Central SoMa is a 230-acre area that sits adjacent to 
downtown, has excellent transit access, and contains numerous underdeveloped sites. As such, 
the neighborhood is well positioned to accommodate needed growth in employment, housing, 
and visitor facilities in the core of the city and Bay Area region. The Central SoMa Plan contains 
the goals, objectives, and policies to guide this growth and evolution such that the results serve 
the best interests of San Francisco – in the present and the future.  
 
The Planning Commission heard and adopted the Central SoMa Plan on May 10, 2018. Adoption 
of the Plan consisted of numerous actions, including approval of amendments to the General 
Plan, Planning Code, Administrative Code, and Zoning Map, as well as adoption of an 

mailto:lisa.chen@sfgov.org
mailto:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org


Executive Summary 
Hearing Date: September 13, 2018 

  2 
 

Case Number 2011.1356TZU 
Approval of Amendments  
to the Central SoMa Plan 

Implementation Program. Together with actions related to adoption of CEQA Findings, these 
actions constituted the Commission’s approval of the Central SoMa Plan and its implementing 
mechanisms. These approval actions were confirmed via the following Planning Commission 
Motions and Resolutions1:  
 

• Resolution No. R-20183 (2011.1356E — CEQA Findings) 
• Resolution No. R-20184 (2011.1356M —General Plan Amendments) 
• Resolution No. R-20185 (2011.13567T —Planning Code and Administrative Code 

Amendments) 
• Resolution No. R-20186 (2011.13562Z —Zoning Map Amendments) 
• Resolution No. R-20187 (2011.13560U —Implementation Program) 
• Resolution No. R-20188 (2018-004477PCA —Housing Sustainability District) 

 
The Central SoMa Plan is before the Planning Commission to review substantive amendments to 
various components of the Plan that were subsequently introduced at the Board of Supervisors, 
as further described in this summary. For additional background on the Central SoMa Plan and 
contents, see the Executive Summary for the May 10, 2018 Adoption hearing for the Central SoMa 
Plan (2011.1356EMTZU). 
 
ADOPTION PROCESS AT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
Subsequent to the Commission’s approval of the Central SoMa Plan, the Board of Supervisors 
held a hearing at the Rules Committee on July 9th to consider the Plan and amendments to the 
City’s Special Tax Financing Law to create the associated Central SoMa Community Facilities 
District (CFD). The Committee referred these items to the Land Use & Transportation Committee 
without recommendation. On July 16th and July 23rd, the Land Use & Transportation Committee 
subsequently heard these items and made amendments to various Plan elements, and continued 
these items until the September 10, 2018 Land Use & Transportation Committee hearing.  
 
At the hearing on July 16th, Supervisor Kim introduced 48 amendments to the Planning Code, 
Administrative Code, and Zoning Map ordinances. These amendments fall within the scope of 
topics that were discussed at prior hearings of the Planning Commission, and thus do not require 
referral back to the Commission for review, pursuant to Planning Code Section 302.  
 
At the hearing on July 23rd, Supervisor Kim introduced an additional 16 amendments to the 
Planning Code and Administrative Code ordinance (2011.13567T), Zoning Map ordinance 
(2011.13567Z), Implementation Plan (2011.13567U), and Housing Sustainability District ordinance 
(2018-004477PCA). These included a number of material modifications that were not previously 
discussed at the Planning Commission, and thus are before the Commission for review. 
 
In addition to these elements, the Plan includes several components approved by the 
Commission that have not been amended at the Board of Supervisors, and thus are not included 

                                                           
1 The Commission certified the Environmental Impact Report for the project in Motion No. M-20182 (2011.1356E —

Certification of Final Environmental Impact Report). 
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Case Number 2011.1356TZU 
Approval of Amendments  
to the Central SoMa Plan 

in the package before the Commission on September 13, 2018: CEQA Findings (2011.13567E); 
General Plan Amendments Ordinance (2011.13567M); and, Amendments to Articles 10 and 11 of 
the Planning Code designating new landmarks and buildings of significance in Central SoMa 
(various case numbers; see the Planning Commission case reports on June 7th, 2018 for more 
information).  
 
MATERIAL MODIFICATIONS MADE AT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS LAND USE & 
TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
The majority of the amendments made at the Board of Supervisors have been either non-
substantive in nature or within the scope of amendments previously discussed at the Planning 
Commission, and thus they do not require Commission review. Table 1 provides a brief 
summary of the material modifications introduced at the Board of Supervisors after the Planning 
Commission adoption hearing on May 10, 2018 that are before the Commission for its 
consideration. The full list of amendments made to the Plan by the Board, including those items 
not being referred to the Commission for review, is described in Exhibit 2.  
 

TABLE 1.  MATERIAL MODIFICATIONS INTRODUCED AT THE BOARD2 

Planning Code and Administrative Code Amendments (2011.13567T) 
Section Summary 
249.78(c)(5)(B) Amend the PDR Requirement for large non-residential projects as follows:  

(1) Require that the 25% reduction in space required for providing below 
market rate PDR space be permitted only if the lower rent is provided for the life of 
the development project (instead of 55 years). 

(2) When a development application is submitted, require the project sponsor 
to demonstrate that they notified existing PDR tenants about the proposed project 
and provided them with information about the PDR Relocation Fund (as described 
in the Central SoMa Implementation Program Document) and PDR sector assistance 
for displaced businesses available from the Office of Economic and Workforce 
Development (OEWD) or its successor agency. 

263.33(c)(2) Allow the development on Assessor's Block 3763, Lot 105 to receive the special 
height exemption for residential use, in addition to or instead of a hotel. 

329(e)(3)(B)(i)–
(v) 

Craft site-specific exceptions for Key Sites tailored to the specific design needs and 
opportunities of each project. 

Uncodified 
section 

For a residential Tower on Block 3786, Lot 035 (636 4th Street), the following controls 
shall apply, provided the project meets its Inclusionary Housing requirements 
pursuant to Planning Code Section 415 by providing BMR units entirely on-site: 

(1)  A 5-foot setback is required for the Tower Portion for the entire frontage 
along Fourth Street, and a 25-foot setback is required for the Tower Portion for the 
entire southwest property line frontage directly opposite the property at Block 3786, 
Lot 322. 

(2)  The residential Tower may have a horizontal separation of not less than 
                                                           
2 Legislative amendments made at the Board of Supervisors are only included in this list if they both: 1) involve material 
modifications; and, 2) were not within the scope of what was considered at previous Planning Commission hearings. 
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40 feet from the Tower Portion of an approved or proposed Tower on Block 3786, 
Lot 322. 

(3)  The maximum Gross Floor Area of any residential Tower floor shall be 
12,500 gross square feet. 

(4)  The maximum plan length of a Residential tower shall be 165 feet. 
Zoning Map Amendments (2011.13567Z) 
Section Summary 
Section 2, 
subsection (c) 

Amend Height and Bulk District Map HT01 for the development on Assessor's Block 
3777, Lot 052 to increase the permitted height/bulk from 45-X to 50-X. 

Implementation Plan Amendments (2011.13567U) 
Section Summary 
Public 
Benefits 
Program 

Amend the Public Benefits Package to create a $10 million PDR Relocation Fund in 
the Cultural Preservation and Community Services category, with projected funds 
from the CFD. 

Housing Sustainability District (2018-004477PCA) 
Section Summary 
343(d)(7) Modify project eligibility to require that projects seeking approval pursuant to this 

Section 343 elect the On-Site Affordable Housing Alternative under Sections 
415.5(g)(1)(A). Projects not subject to Section 415 shall provide no less than 10% of 
dwelling units as units affordable to very low or low income families. 

343(g)(6) 
 

Establish expiration of approval: Approval of a project pursuant to this Section 343 
shall expire if the project sponsor has not procured a building permit or site permit 
for construction of the project within 30 months of the date of the Department’s 
issuance of a written decision pursuant to subsection (g)(2) of this Section 343. If the 
Planning Director finds that the project sponsor has demonstrated good faith in its 
efforts to obtain the first site or building permit for the project, the Planning Director 
may extend the approval for the project for a maximum of six additional months. 
Such deadline shall additionally be extended in the event of any appeal of such 
approval for the duration of the appeal, and in the event of litigation seeking to 
invalidate the approval for the duration of the litigation. 

 
The additional Board amendments listed in Exhibit 2 are either non-substantive in nature, or are 
substantive but within the scope of items that were discussed at prior Planning Commission 
hearings on the Plan. Some notable amendments from this list include: 

• Zoning Map: Amend the zoning classification of selected parcels to limit non-residential 
development. Instead of the CMUO zoning introduced in the original legislation, these 
parcels would be zoned as follows, as shown in the Zoning Map Graphics in Exhibit 5: 

o Keep the MUR zoning on the portions of Assessor blocks 3725, 3732, 3750, 3751, 
3752 and 3753 that are currently zoned MUR (Mixed-Use Residential). 

o Rezone the WMUG- and M-zoned parcels in block 3733 in the Plan Area and the 
WMUG-zoned parcels in block 3752 to MUR (Mixed-Use Residential). 

o With the exception of parcels that are part of Key Development Sites, rezone the 
SALI-zoned parcels on blocks 3777, 3778, 3785 to MUG (Mixed-Use General). 
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• Planning Code Section 151.1: Amend the residential off-street parking requirements to 
allow up to 0.25 spaces/unit principally permitted, and up to 0.5 spaces/unit with a 
Conditional Use Authorization (as compared to the original proposal of 0.5 spaces/unit 
principally permitted). 

 

REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION 
The proposed Ordinances as amended are before the Commission so that it may approve them, 
reject them, or approve them with modifications. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
The Department recommends that the Commission approve with modifications the proposed 
amended Planning Code and Administrative Code Ordinance, Zoning Map Ordinance, 
Implementation Program Document, and Housing Sustainability District and adopt the attached 
Draft Resolution to that effect. 
 
The Department proposes the following modifications to the Planning Code and Administrative 
Code Ordinance (2011.13567T): 
 
Material Modifications Introduced at the Board of Supervisors 
 
1. Section 263.33: If the development on Assessor's Block 3763, Lot 105 seeks a special height 

exemption to build residential instead of a hotel, require that it meet the entirety of its 
inclusionary housing requirement through the On-Site Affordable Housing Alternative 
pursuant to Section 415.5(g)(1)(A). 

2. Uncodified Section (Block 3786, Lot 035 / 636 4th Street): Staff recommends adding language 
that the Commission shall evaluate the project design through the Large Project 
Authorization process pursuant to Section 329 and make recommendations to address its 
urban design impacts, in order to: (1) limit the visual impact of the larger tower bulk and 
floorplate; and (2) address the impacts of the limited tower separation between this project 
and the adjacent development at Block 3786, lot 322 (505 Brannan Street). 

 
Other Amendments Introduced at the Board of Supervisors 
 
3. Section 249.78: Allow proposed hotel projects on the parcels now proposed to be zoned MUR 

that submitted a development application prior to January 1, 2018 to proceed with their 
application, subject to Conditional Use Authorization. 

 
Additional Amendments Recommended by Staff 
 
4. Section 134: Clarify that projects in the Central SoMa SUD must meet the applicable lot 

coverage requirements in Sec. 249.78(d)(4) and that the rear yard requirements of this Section 
134 do not apply. 
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5. Section 135.3: Clarify that open spaces provided to satisfy the Privately Owned Public Open 
Spaces (POPOS) requirement in Section 138 can satisfy the nonresidential usable open space 
requirement in Section 135.3. 

6. Section 145.4(d)(4): Clarify that projects subject to the Privately Owned Public Open Spaces 
(POPOS) requirement in Section 138 and the required ground floor commercial uses in 
Section 145.4 may locate the POPOS along the street frontage subject to 145.4, provided it is 
lined with active commercial uses. 

7. Section 249.78(c)(1)(F): Reduce the ground floor transparency requirement for new PDR 
businesses from 60% (which is equivalent to the requirement for ground floor retail) to 30% 
on facades >50’ linear feet, and 0% for shorter facades. 

8. Section 249.78(c)(5): Clarify that projects with multiple buildings or lots may locate the 
required PDR uses or community building space anywhere on the subject project site.  

9. Section 249.78(d)(3): Clarify the standard for 100% greenhouse-gas free electricity and the 
process for review, and specify that the requirement shall apply to newly constructed 
commercial or residential buildings, or major renovations to an existing building, as defined 
by San Francisco Green Building Code Section 202. 

10. Section 249.78(d)(8): Require that PDR space provided subject to the requirements of Section 
202.8 or 249.78(c)(5) have a minimum floor-to-floor height of 17 feet, regardless of location in 
the building. 

11. Section 263.32(b): Specify that MOHCD shall review land proposed to be dedicated for 
affordable housing, and the Director of Planning shall review land proposed to be dedicated 
for parks and open space. 

12. Section 263.32(c): Clarify the method of calculating the development capacity of the primary 
project allowable with the Special Height Exemption.  

13. Section 270(h): Modify the bulk requirements to specify that sky plane controls will take 
precedence over 261.1 controls on Stillman Street. Reduce the sky plane apparent mass 
control along Stillman Street to 85%. 

14. Section 270(h): For projects that are required to provide PDR (pursuant to Sections 202.8 and 
249.78(c)(5)), if such PDR is provided on the ground floor or above, add 3 vertical feet to: 

• The Base Height specified in the Apparent Mass Reduction Table 270(h) 
• The height where the upper story setback is required pursuant to Section 261.1 

15. Section 329(d)(13)(D): Clarify that the wind exception is available for both wind comfort and 
wind hazard criterion, subject to Planning Commission review pursuant to 
249.78(d)(7)(C)(iii). 

16. Section 329(e)(2)(b): On the Key Site identified in Section 329(e)(2)(F) (the Flower Mart), add a 
section to allow the Planning Commission to grant certain code exceptions, if agreed upon 
with the City in a development agreement, including:  

• Exception to off-street parking controls of Section 151.1 to allow additional PDR 
parking solely to serve the Flower Market tenants and customers. 

• Exception to the requirement that POPOS be open to the sky in Section 138(d)(2)(E)(i) 
to allow a cumulative maximum of 20% of the POPOS to be covered by any 
combination of (a) an inhabitable portion of a building with the POPOS having a 
minimum clearance height of 20' and maximum depth from face of overhead 
building of 15', or (b) an inhabitable portion of a building with the POPOS having a 
minimum clearance height of 50' and minimum horizontal dimension in all 
directions of 20'. 
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• Exception to the transparency and fenestration requirements of Section 
249.78(c)(1)(F) on 5th Street between Brannan and Bryant Streets. 

• Exception to the protected street frontage requirements of Section 155.1(r) on 5th 
Street between Brannan and Bryant Streets. 

17. Section 329(e)(2)(b)(iv): On the Key Site identified in Section 329(e)(2)(E) (the Park Block), 
allow exception to the requirement that POPOs be open to the sky in Section 138. 

18. Section 329(e)(2)(b)(vi): On the Key Site identified in Section 329(e)(2)(H) (the Creamery), 
allow exception to the requirement on protected street frontages in Section 155.1. 

19. Section 426: Clarify that sponsors must pay an in-lieu fee for any open space that does not 
meet the conditions of Sections 135.3 or 138, unless a Key Site exception is specified in Section 
329(e). 

20. Section 840 & 841: Make conforming edits to the MUR and MUG zoning control tables to 
reflect the zoning map amendments introduced at the Board of Supervisors and to cross 
reference the Central SoMa SUD. 

 
BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION 
The basis for the recommended modifications is as follows: 
 

TABLE 2: PLANNING DEPARTMENT STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS 

Material Modifications Introduced at the Board of Supervisors 
# Section Change Rationale 
1 263.33 If the development on Assessor's Block 3763, Lot 

105 seeks a special height exemption to build 
residential instead of a hotel, require that it meet 
the entirety of its inclusionary housing 
requirement through the On-Site Affordable 
Housing Alternative pursuant to Section 
415.5(g)(1)(A). 

To ensure that the special height 
exemption is granted in cases where 
there is an additional public benefit 
being provided. 

2 Uncodified 
Section (Block 
3786, Lot 035 / 
636 4th Street) 

Staff recommends adding language that the 
Commission shall evaluate the project design 
through the Large Project Authorization process 
pursuant to Section 329 and make 
recommendations to address its urban design 
impacts, in order to: (1) limit the visual impact of 
the larger tower bulk and floorplate; and (2) 
address the impacts of the limited tower 
separation between this project and the adjacent 
development at Block 3786, lot 322 (505 Brannan 
Street). 

To address the potential urban design 
impacts of the increased building size 
and bulk. 

Other Amendments Introduced at the Board of Supervisors 
# Section Change Rationale 
3 249.78 Allow proposed hotel projects on the parcels 

now proposed to be zoned MUR that submitted 
a development application prior to January 1, 
2018 to proceed with their application, subject to 
Conditional Use Authorization. 

To allow proposed hotel projects in the 
development pipeline to proceed to 
Commission with Conditional Use 
Authorization, in consideration of the 
longstanding proposal to rezone these 
parcels to CMUO. 
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Additional Amendments Recommended by Staff 
# Section Change Rationale 
4 134 Clarify that projects in the Central SoMa SUD 

must meet the applicable lot coverage 
requirements in Sec. 249.78(d)(4) and that the 
rear yard requirements of this Section 134 do not 
apply. 

Clarifying edit to add a cross-reference 
to the Central SoMa SUD. 

5 135.3  Clarify that open spaces provided to satisfy the 
Privately Owned Public Open Spaces (POPOS) 
requirement in Section 138 can satisfy the 
nonresidential usable open space requirement in 
Section 135.3. 

Corrects drafting error in references. 

6 249.78(c) Clarify that projects subject to the Privately 
Owned Public Open Spaces (POPOS) 
requirement in Section 138 and the required 
ground floor commercial uses in Section 145.4 
may locate the POPOS along the street frontage 
subject to 145.4, provided it is lined with active 
commercial uses. 

Clarifying edit. 

7 249.78(c)(1)(F) Reduce the ground floor transparency 
requirement for new PDR businesses from 60% 
(which is equivalent to the requirement for 
ground floor retail) to 30% on facades >50’ linear 
feet, and 0% for shorter facades. 

To provide PDR businesses with greater 
flexibility to accommodate industrial 
operations that may be more suited to 
opaque facades.  

8 249.78(c)(5) Clarify that projects with multiple buildings or 
lots may locate the required PDR uses or 
community building space anywhere on the 
subject project site. 

Clarifying edit. 

9 249.78(d)(3) Clarify the standard for 100% greenhouse-gas 
free electricity and the process for review, and 
specify that the requirement shall apply to newly 
constructed commercial or residential buildings, 
or major renovations to an existing building, as 
defined by San Francisco Green Building Code 
Section 202. 

To align the requirement with the 
development triggers specified in the 
City’s Green Building Code. 

10 249.78(d)(8) Require that PDR space provided subject to the 
requirements of Section 202.8 or 249.78(c)(5) have 
a minimum floor-to-floor height of 17 feet, 
regardless of location in the building. 

To ensure that new PDR spaces will be 
able to flexibly accommodate a range of 
common industrial uses. 

11 263.32(b) Specify that MOHCD shall review land proposed 
to be dedicated for affordable housing, and the 
Director of Planning shall review land proposed 
to be dedicated for parks and open space. 

To ensure that land dedicated will be 
suitable for provision of public benefits.  

12 263.32(c) Clarify the method of calculating the 
development capacity of the primary project 
allowable with the Special Height Exemption. 

Clarifying edit. 

13 270(h) Modify the bulk requirements to specify that sky 
plane controls will take precedence over 261.1 
controls on Stillman Street. Reduce the sky plane 
apparent mass control along Stillman Street to 
85%. 

The northern side of Stillman Street is 
the freeway and a bus storage yard and 
does not have a sidewalk. Reducing the 
required apparent mass reduction is 
unlikely to impact many pedestrians or 
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other users of the street, and would 
allow some design flexibility for 
housing projects and other uses. 

14 270(h) For projects that are required to provide PDR 
(pursuant to Sections 202.8 and 249.78(c)(5)), if 
such PDR is provided on the ground floor or 
above, add 3 vertical feet to: 
• The Base Height specified in the Apparent 

Mass Reduction Table 270(h). 
• The height where the upper story setback is 

required pursuant to Section 261.1. 

To account for the required 17’ floor-to-
floor height for PDR uses. 

15 329(d)(13)(D) Clarify that the wind exception is available for 
both wind comfort and wind hazard criterion, 
subject to Planning Commission review pursuant 
to 249.78(d)(7)(C)(iii). 

Corrects drafting error in references. 

16 329(e)(2)(b) On the Key Site identified in Section 329(e)(2)(F) 
(Flower Mart site), add a section to allow the 
Planning Commission to grant certain code 
exceptions, if agreed upon with the City in a 
development agreement, including:  
• Exception to off-street parking controls of 

Section 151.1 to allow additional PDR 
parking solely to serve the Flower Market 
tenants and customers. 

• Exception to the requirement that POPOS be 
open to the sky in Section 138(d)(2)(E)(i) to 
allow a cumulative maximum of 20% of the 
POPOS to be covered by any combination of 
(a) an inhabitable portion of a building with 
a minimum clearance height of 20' and 
maximum depth from face of overhead 
building of 15', or (b) an inhabitable portion 
of a building with a minimum clearance 
height of 50' and minimum horizontal 
dimension in all directions of 20'. 

• Exception to the transparency and 
fenestration requirements of Section 
249.78(c)(1)(F) on 5th Street between 
Brannan and Bryant Streets. 

• Exception to the protected street frontage 
requirements of Section 155.1(r) on 5th 
Street between Brannan and Bryant Streets. 

To craft site-specific exceptions for Key 
Sites tailored to the specific design 
needs and opportunities of each project.  

17 329(e)(2)(b)(iv) On the Key Site identified in Section 329(e)(2)(iv) 
(the Park Block), allow exception to the 
requirement that POPOS be open to the sky in 
Section 138. 

To craft site-specific exceptions for Key 
Sites tailored to the specific design 
needs and opportunities of each project. 

18 329(e)(2)(b)(vi) On the Key Site identified in Section 329(e)(2)(vi) 
(the Creamery), allow exception to the 
requirement on protected street frontages in 
Section 155.1. 

To craft site-specific exceptions for Key 
Sites tailored to the specific design 
needs and opportunities of each project. 
 

19 426 Clarify that sponsors must pay an in-lieu fee for Corrects drafting error in references. 
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any open space that does not meet the conditions 
of Sections 135.3 or 138, unless a Key Site 
exception is specified in Section 329(e). 

20 840 & 841 Make conforming edits to the MUR and MUG 
zoning control tables to reflect the zoning map 
amendments introduced at the Board of 
Supervisors and to cross-reference the Central 
SoMa SUD. 

Corrects drafting errors and adds 
additional cross-references for clarity. 

 
 
OTHER ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION 
 
Items Adopted by Planning Commission and Not Incorporated in Legislation as Amended 
The following recommendations were adopted by the Planning Commission and are not 
incorporated in the legislation as currently amended. As these items were already included in the 
prior Commission adoption actions, there is no formal staff recommendation to take further 
action on these items, and these items are restated here for informational purposes only. 
 

1. Planning Code Section 169.3: Amend the TDM language to require projects that 
submitted applications before September 4, 2016 meet 75% of the TDM requirements. 

2. Planning Code Section 329(e)(2): Add Block 3786, Lot 322 (505 Brannan Street) as a Key 
Site. 

3. Planning Code Section 406: Include a waiver that allows land dedication of space for and 
construction of a public park on Block 3777 (598 Brannan St / Park Block) to count against 
various fees, including the TSF and Central SoMa Fee (such a waiver already exists for 
the Eastern Neighborhoods Infrastructure Impact Fees). 

4. Public Benefits Program: The Public Benefits Program adopted by the Planning 
Commission included funding in the amounts of $20 million for the restoration of the 
Old Mint and $70 million for the Environmental Sustainability and Resilience category. 
At the July 23rd Land Use & Transportation Committee hearing, Supervisor Kim 
proposed reducing the funding for each of these expenditures by $5 million (to $15 
million and $65 million, respectively) in order to create the proposed $10 million PDR 
Relocation Assistance Fund described above. Subsequently, the Historic Preservation 
Commission discussed, at its hearing on August 1, these Board amendments and issued a 
letter reaffirming their support for the Old Mint and calling for retention of the $20 
million as adopted by Planning Commission (see Exhibit 10 for more information). 

 
Other Issues for Consideration 
Also enclosed in this case packet is a list of “Issues for Consideration” (Exhibit 9) that are not 
recommended by staff, but that have been raised by various stakeholders during the Plan 
Adoption process subsequent to the May 10, 2018 Planning Commission hearing. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
The Department published the Draft Environmental Impact Report in December 2016 and the 
Response to Comments in March 2018. The Planning Commission certified the Final 
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Environmental Impact Report on the Central SoMa Plan and adopted CEQA findings on May 10, 
2018. 
 
The San Francisco Planning Department’s Environmental Planning Division evaluated the 
Central SoMa Amendments proposed at the July 16, 2018 and July 23, 2018 Land Use and 
Transportation Committee, and the Planning Department’s staff recommendations and Issues for 
Consideration included in this case report. The Department determined that the proposed 
amendments would not result in in any new or more severe physical environmental effects that 
have not already been evaluated in the Central SoMa Plan EIR, with one exception: upon review 
of the Issues for Consideration, the Department has determined that one of the requested 
amendments that is not recommended by staff could result in increased environmental effects. 
This determination is documented in the September 5, 2018 memo to the Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors entitled, “Environmental Analysis Addressing Amendments to the 
Central SoMa Area Plan” (Exhibit 3). 
 

ATTACHMENTS 
Exhibit 1 – Draft Resolution on Substantive Amendments to the Planning Code, Administrative 

Code, Zoning Map, Implementation Program, and Housing Sustainability District 
Exhibit 2 – Amendments to the Planning Code, Administrative Code, Zoning Map, 

Implementation Program, and Housing Sustainability District since the May 10, 2018 
Planning Commission Adoption Hearing 

Exhibit 3 – Environmental Analysis Addressing Amendments to the Central SoMa Area Plan 
Exhibit 4 – Planning Code and Administrative Code Draft Ordinance (as amended on 7/23/18) 
Exhibit 5 – Zoning Map Graphics (as amended on 7/23/18) 
Exhibit 6 – Zoning Map Draft Ordinance (as amended on 7/23/18) 
Exhibit 7 – Draft Public Benefits Program (as amended on 7/23/18) 
Exhibit 8 – Housing Sustainability District Draft Ordinance (as amended on 7/23/18) 
Exhibit 9 – Planning Code, Administrative Code, Zoning Map, Implementation Program, and 

Housing Sustainability District – Issues for Consideration 
Exhibit 10 – August 1, 2018 Letter from Historic Preservation Commission 
 



EXHIBIT 1: 
DRAFT RESOLUTION ON AMENDMENTS 
TO PLANNING CODE, ADMINISTRATIVE 
CODE, ZONING MAP, IMPLEMENTATION 

PROGRAM, AND HOUSING 
SUSTAINABILITY DISTRICT



 

www.sfplanning.org 

 

 

 
 

Planning Commission 
Draft Resolution No. XXXXX 

 
HEARING DATE SEPTEMBER 13, 2018 

 
 

Project Name: Central SoMa Plan – Approval of Amendments to the Planning 
Code and Administrative Code Ordinance, Zoning Map 
Ordinance, Implementation Program Document, and Housing 
Sustainability District (Planning Code and Business and Tax Code 
Ordinance) 

Date: September 6, 2018 
Record No.: 2011.1356TZU  
Staff Contact: Lisa Chen, Senior Planner, Citywide Planning 
 (415) 575-9124; lisa.chen@sfgov.org  
Reviewed By: Joshua Switzky, Land Use & Housing Policy Program Manager, 

Citywide Planning; (415)-575-6815; joshua.switzky@sfgov.org   
 
 
RESOLUTION ADOPTING AND RECOMMENDING THAT THE BOARD OF 
SUPERVISORS APPROVE AMENDMENTS WITH MODIFICATIONS TO THE SAN 
FRANCISCO PLANNING CODE AND ADMINISTRATIVE CODE ORDINANCE, ZONING 
MAP ORDINANCE, PLANNING CODE AND BUSINESS AND TAX CODE ORDINANCE, 
AND IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAM DOCUMENT TO GIVE EFFECT TO THE CENTRAL 
SOUTH OF MARKET AREA PLAN; AND MAKING FINDINGS OF PUBLIC NECESSITY, 
CONVENIENCE, AND WELFARE, FINDINGS OF CONSISTENCY WITH THE GENERAL 
PLAN AND PLANNING CODE SECTION 101.1, AND FINDINGS UNDER THE 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT. 
 
WHEREAS, on February 27, 2018, Mayor Mark Farrell and Supervisor Jane Kim introduced 
ordinances for Planning Code, Administrative Code, and Zoning Map Amendments, pursuant to 
the Central South of Market Plan (“Central SoMa Plan”).  
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to Planning Code Section 302(b), on February 27, 2018, the San Francisco 
Board of Supervisors initiated the aforementioned Planning Code, Administrative Code, and 
Zoning Map Amendments. 
 
WHEREAS, on April 10, 2018, Mayor Mark Farrell and Supervisor Jane Kim introduced a 
substitute ordinance for Planning Code, Administrative Code, and Zoning Map Amendments 
pursuant to the Central South of Market Plan. 

mailto:lisa.chen@sfgov.org
mailto:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org
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WHEREAS, pursuant to Planning Code Section 302(b), on April 10, 2018, the San Francisco Board 
of Supervisors initiated the aforementioned Planning Code, Administrative Code, and Zoning 
Map Amendments. 
 
WHEREAS, on May 1, 2018, Mayor Mark Farrell and Supervisor Jane Kim introduced an 
ordinance for Planning Code and Business and Tax Regulations Code Amendments to establish 
and implement the Central South of Market Housing Sustainability District (“Central SoMa 
HSD”). 
 
WHEREAS, on May 10, 2018, after a duly noticed public hearing, the Commission reviewed and 
considered the Final Environmental Impact Report for the Central SoMa Plan (“Final EIR”) and 
found the Final EIR to be adequate, accurate, and objective, thus reflecting the independent 
analysis and judgment of the Department and the Commission, and that the summary of 
comments and responses contained no significant revisions to the Draft EIR, and by Motion No. 
20182 certified the Final EIR for the Central SoMa Plan as accurate, complete, and in compliance 
with CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code. 
 
WHEREAS, on May 10, 2018, by Motion No. R-20183, the Commission approved CEQA Findings, 
including a statement of overriding considerations, and adoption of a Mitigation Monitoring and 
Reporting Program (“MMRP”), under Case No. 2011.1356E, for approval of the Central SoMa 
Plan. 
 
WHEREAS, on May 10, 2018, after a duly noticed public hearing, the Commission voted to adopt 
and recommend approval with modifications the Planning Code, Administrative Code, Zoning 
Map, and Business and Tax Regulations Code Amendments pursuant to Planning Code Section 
302(c), as set forth in Planning Commission Resolution Nos. 20185, 20186, and 20188; and, adopt 
and recommend approval of the Implementation Program, as set forth in Planning Commission 
Resolution No. 20187. 
 
WHEREAS, on July 16, 2018, after a duly noticed public hearing, the Land Use & Transportation 
Committee of the Board of Supervisors voted to modify the ordinances amending the Planning 
Code, Administrative Code, and Zoning Map.  
 
WHEREAS, on July 23, 2018, after a duly noticed public hearing, the Land Use & Transportation 
Committee of the Board of Supervisors voted to materially modify the ordinances amending the 
Planning Code, Administrative Code, Zoning Map, Business and Tax Regulations Code, and 
Implementation Program, and referred the proposed modifications to the Planning Commission 
for its consideration pursuant to Planning Code Section 302(d). 
 
WHEREAS, The Planning Code, Administrative Code, Zoning Map, and Business and Tax 
Regulations Code, and Implementation Program amendments, together with proposed General 
Plan Amendments, provide a comprehensive set of policies and implementation programming to 
realize the vision of the Plan. The Planning Commission incorporates by reference the general 
findings and overview concerning the Central SoMa Plan as set forth in Planning Commission 
Resolution No. 20184 governing General Plan Amendments. 
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WHEREAS, The ordinance, attached hereto as Exhibit 4, reflects the amendments proposed by 
the Land Use & Transportation Committee at its July 16 and July 23, 2018 hearings to revise the 
Administrative Code and Planning Code to implement the proposed Central SoMa Plan and its 
related documents. This ordinance amends Administrative Code Section 35; adds Planning Code 
Sections 128.1, 132.4, 175.1, 249.78, 263.32, 263.33, 263.34, 413.7, 432, 433, 434, and 848;  amends 
Sections 102, 124, 134, 135, 135.3, 138, 140, 145.1, 145.4, 151.1, 152, 152.1, 153, 155, 163, 169.3, 181, 
182, 201, 206.4, 207.5, 208, 211.2, 249.36, 249.40, 249.45, 260, 261.1, 270, 270.2, 303.1, 304, 307, 329, 
401, 411A.3, 413.10, 415.3, 415.5, 415.7, 417.5, 419, 419.6, 423.1, 423.2, 423.3, 423.5, 426, 427, 429.2, 
603, 608.1, 802.1, 802.4, 803.3, 803.4, 803.5, 803.9, 809, 813, 825, 840, 841, 842, 843, 844, 845, 846, 847, 
890.37, 890.116, and 890.124; and removes Sections 263.11, 425, 802.5, 803.8, 815, 816, 817, and 818, 
to implement the Area Plan. The City Attorney’s Office has reviewed the ordinance and 
approved it as to form. A memorandum summarizing revisions made to the Planning and 
Administrative Code Amendments since consideration by the Planning Commission on May 10, 
2018 is attached hereto as Exhibit 2. 
 
WHEREAS, The ordinance attached hereto as Exhibit 6, approved as to form by the City 
Attorney’s office, reflects the Zoning Map Amendments proposed by the Land Use & 
Transportation Committee at its July 16 and July 23, 2018 hearings. A memorandum 
summarizing revisions made to the Zoning Map Amendments since consideration by the 
Planning Commission on May 10, 2018 is attached hereto as Exhibit 2. 
 
WHEREAS, the amendments to the Central SoMa HSD ordinance proposed by the Land Use & 
Transportation Committee at its July 23, 2018 hearing are attached hereto as Exhibit 8. 
 
WHEREAS, the amendments to the Implementation Program proposed by the Land Use & 
Transportation Committee at its July 23, 2018 hearing are attached hereto as Exhibit 7.   
 
WHEREAS, Planning Department staff recommends adoption of this Resolution adopting and 
recommending that the Board of Supervisors approve with modifications the Planning Code, 
Administrative Code, Zoning Map, Business and Tax Regulations Code, and Implementation 
Program Amendments. 
 
WHEREAS, Planning Department staff have determined that the material modifications and 
other amendments proposed by the Board’s Land Use & Transportation Committee, the 
additional modifications proposed by Planning staff, and all but one of the issues for 
consideration identified in the September 6, 2018 Executive Summary, if adopted, would not 
result in increased physical environmental effects beyond that disclosed in the Central SoMa Plan 
Final EIR.  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Commission finds from the facts presented 
that the public necessity, convenience, and general welfare require approval of the proposed 
Planning Code, Administrative Code, Zoning Map, Business and Tax Regulations Code, and 
Implementation Program Amendments contained in Exhibit 4, 6, 7 and 8 to this Resolution for 
the following reasons: 
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1. The Amendments will enable implementation of the Central SoMa Plan, which will 

accommodate development capacity for up to 32,500 jobs and 8,550 housing units by 
removing much of the Plan Area’s industrially-protective zoning and increasing height 
limits on many of the Plan Area’s parcels. 
 

2. The Amendments will enable implementation of the Central SoMa Plan, which will 
maintain the diversity of residents by requiring that more than 33% of new housing units 
are affordable to low- and moderate-income households, and by requiring that these new 
units be built in SoMa. 
 

3. The Amendments will enable implementation of the Central SoMa Plan, which will 
facilitate an economically diversified and lively jobs center by requiring most large sites 
to be jobs-oriented, by requiring production, distribution, and repair uses in many 
projects, and by allowing retail, hotels, and entertainment uses in much of the Plan Area. 
 

4. The Amendments will enable implementation of the Central SoMa Plan, which will 
provide safe and convenient transportation by funding capital projects that will improve 
conditions for people walking, bicycling, and taking transit. 
 

5. The Amendments will enable implementation of the Central SoMa Plan, which will offer 
parks and recreational opportunities by funding the construction and improvement of 
parks and recreation centers in the area and requiring large, non-residential projects to 
provide publicly-accessible open space.  
 

6. The Amendments will enable implementation of the Central SoMa Plan, which will 
create an environmentally sustainable and resilient neighborhood by requiring green 
roofs and use of non-greenhouse gas emitting energy sources. A proposal to include a 
Mello-Roos Community Facilities District (“CFD”) in the Central SoMa Plan is also under 
consideration. This CFD would provide funding for environmental sustainability and 
resilience strategies to improve air quality, provide biodiversity, and help manage 
stormwater. The CFD would also help to create an environmentally sustainable and 
resilient neighborhood. 
 

7. The Amendments will enable implementation of the Central SoMa Plan, which will 
preserve and celebrate the neighborhood’s cultural heritage by helping to fund the 
rehabilitation and maintenance of historic buildings. The CFD under consideration for 
addition to the Central SoMa Plan would provide funding to help preserve the Old Mint 
and for cultural and social programming for the neighborhood’s existing residents and 
organizations. The CFD would also help to preserve and celebrate the neighborhood’s 
cultural heritage. 
 

8. The Amendments will enable implementation of the Central SoMa Plan, which will 
ensure that new buildings enhance the character of the neighborhood and the City by 
implementing design controls that would generally help protect the neighborhood’s mid-
rise character and street fabric, create a strong street wall, and facilitate innovative yet 
contextual architecture. 
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AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Commission finds the Planning Code, 
Administrative Code, Zoning Map, Business and Tax Regulations Code, and Implementation 
Program Amendments contained in Exhibit 4, 6, 7 and 8 to this Resolution are in general 
conformity with the General Plan as set forth in Planning Commission Resolution Nos. 20184 and 
20188. 

 
AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Commission finds the Planning Code, 
Administrative Code, Zoning Map, Business and Tax Regulations Code, and Implementation 
Program Amendments contained in Exhibit 4, 6, 7 and 8 to this Resolution are in general 
conformity with Planning Code Section 101.1 as set forth in Planning Commission Resolution 
Nos. 20184 and 20188. 
 
AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Commission adopts the Planning Code, 
Administrative Code, Zoning Map, Business and Tax Regulations Code, and Implementation 
Program Amendments as reflected in ordinances approved as to form by the City Attorney 
attached hereto as Exhibits 4, 6, 7 and 8, and incorporated herein by reference, and recommends 
their approval with modifications by the Board of Supervisors. The proposed modifications are 
attached hereto as Exhibit 1a. 
 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was adopted by the Commission at its meeting on 
September 13, 2018. 

 
 

Jonas P. Ionin 
Commission Secretary 

 
AYES:   
NOES:  
ABSENT:  
ADOPTED:   
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EXHIBIT 1a: Planning Commission Recommended Modifications  
 
The Planning Department recommends the following modifications to the Planning Code and 
Administrative Code Ordinance (2011.13567T), as approved on September 13, 2016 in 
Commission resolution no. ______, pursuant to Planning Code Section 302(d). 
 

1. Section 263.33: If the development on Assessor's Block 3763, Lot 105 seeks a special height 
exemption to build residential instead of a hotel, require that it meet the entirety of its 
inclusionary housing requirement through the On-Site Affordable Housing Alternative 
pursuant to Section 415.5(g)(1)(A). 

2. Uncodified Section (Block 3786, Lot 035 / 636 4th Street): Staff recommends adding language 
that the Commission shall evaluate the project design through the Large Project 
Authorization process pursuant to Section 329 and make recommendations to address its 
urban design impacts, in order to: (1) limit the visual impact of the larger tower bulk and 
floorplate; and (2) address the impacts of the limited tower separation between this project 
and the adjacent development at Block 3786, lot 322 (505 Brannan Street). 

3. Section 249.78: Allow proposed hotel projects on the parcels now proposed to be zoned MUR 
that submitted a development application prior to January 1, 2018 to proceed with their 
application, subject to Conditional Use Authorization. 

4. Section 134: Clarify that projects in the Central SoMa SUD must meet the applicable lot 
coverage requirements in Sec. 249.78(d)(4) and that the rear yard requirements of this Section 
134 do not apply. 

5. Section 135.3: Clarify that open spaces provided to satisfy the Privately Owned Public Open 
Spaces (POPOS) requirement in Section 138 can satisfy the nonresidential usable open space 
requirement in Section 135.3. 

6. Section 145.4(d)(4): Clarify that projects subject to the Privately Owned Public Open Spaces 
(POPOS) requirement in Section 138 and the required ground floor commercial uses in 
Section 145.4 may locate the POPOS along the street frontage subject to 145.4, provided it is 
lined with active commercial uses. 

7. Section 249.78(c)(1)(F): Reduce the ground floor transparency requirement for new PDR 
businesses from 60% (which is equivalent to the requirement for ground floor retail) to 30% 
on facades >50’ linear feet, and 0% for shorter facades. 

8. Section 249.78(c)(5): Clarify that projects with multiple buildings or lots may locate the 
required PDR uses or community building space anywhere on the subject project site.  

9. Section 249.78(d)(3): Clarify the standard for 100% greenhouse-gas free electricity and the 
process for review, and specify that the requirement shall apply to newly constructed 
commercial or residential buildings, or major renovations to an existing building, as defined 
by San Francisco Green Building Code Section 202. 

10. Section 249.78(d)(8): Require that PDR space provided subject to the requirements of Section 
202.8 or 249.78(c)(5) have a minimum floor-to-floor height of 17 feet, regardless of location in 
the building. 

11. Section 263.32(b): Specify that MOHCD shall review land proposed to be dedicated for 
affordable housing, and the Director of Planning shall review land proposed to be dedicated 
for parks and open space. 

12. Section 263.32(c): Clarify the method of calculating the development capacity of the primary 
project allowable with the Special Height Exemption.  
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13. Section 270(h): Modify the bulk requirements to specify that sky plane controls will take 

precedence over 261.1 controls on Stillman Street. Reduce the sky plane apparent mass 
control along Stillman Street to 85%. 

14. Section 270(h): For projects that are required to provide PDR (pursuant to Sections 202.8 and 
249.78(c)(5)), if such PDR is provided on the ground floor or above, add 3 vertical feet to: 

• The Base Height specified in the Apparent Mass Reduction Table 270(h) 
• The height where the upper story setback is required pursuant to Section 261.1 

15. Section 329(d)(13)(D): Clarify that the wind exception is available for both wind comfort and 
wind hazard criterion, subject to Planning Commission review pursuant to 
249.78(d)(7)(C)(iii). 

16. Section 329(e)(2)(b): On the Key Site identified in Section 329(e)(2)(F) (the Flower Mart), add a 
section to allow the Planning Commission to grant certain code exceptions, if agreed upon 
with the City in a development agreement, including:  

• Exception to off-street parking controls of Section 151.1 to allow additional PDR 
parking solely to serve the Flower Market tenants and customers. 

• Exception to the requirement that POPOS be open to the sky in Section 138(d)(2)(E)(i) 
to allow a cumulative maximum of 20% of the POPOS to be covered by any 
combination of (a) an inhabitable portion of a building with the POPOS having a 
minimum clearance height of 20' and maximum depth from face of overhead 
building of 15', or (b) an inhabitable portion of a building with the POPOS having a 
minimum clearance height of 50' and minimum horizontal dimension in all 
directions of 20'. 

• Exception to the transparency and fenestration requirements of Section 
249.78(c)(1)(F) on 5th Street between Brannan and Bryant Streets. 

• Exception to the protected street frontage requirements of Section 155.1(r) on 5th 
Street between Brannan and Bryant Streets. 

17. Section 329(e)(2)(b)(iv): On the Key Site identified in Section 329(e)(2)(E) (the Park Block), 
allow exception to the requirement that POPOs be open to the sky in Section 138. 

18. Section 329(e)(2)(b)(vi): On the Key Site identified in Section 329(e)(2)(H) (the Creamery), 
allow exception to the requirement on protected street frontages in Section 155.1. 

19. Section 426: Clarify that sponsors must pay an in-lieu fee for any open space that does not 
meet the conditions of Sections 135.3 or 138, unless a Key Site exception is specified in Section 
329(e). 

20. Section 840 & 841: Make conforming edits to the MUR and MUG zoning control tables to 
reflect the zoning map amendments introduced at the Board of Supervisors and to cross 
reference the Central SoMa SUD. 
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Amendments to the Planning Code, Administrative Code, Zoning Map, Implementation 
Program, and Housing Sustainability District since Planning Commission Adoption  

HEARING DATE: SEPTEMBER 13, 2018 
 

Project Name: Central SoMa Plan: Approval of Substantive Amendments to the Planning Code and Administrative Code Ordinance, 
Zoning Map Ordinance, Implementation Program Document, and Housing Sustainability District Ordinance 

Date: September 6, 2018 
Record Number: 2011.1356TZU and 2018-004477PCA 
Staff Contact: Lisa Chen, Senior Planner, Citywide Planning; (415) 575-9124; lisa.chen@sfgov.org  
Reviewed By: Joshua Switzky, Land Use & Housing Policy Program Manager, Citywide Planning; (415)-575-

6815; joshua.switzky@sfgov.org 
 

This document includes a summary of amendments made to the Planning Code and Administrative Code Ordinance, Zoning Map Ordinance, 
Implementation Program Document, and Housing Sustainability District Ordinance after the Central SoMa Plan was adopted at the Planning Commission 
at the May 10, 2018 hearing and was referred to the Board of Supervisors.  
 

# Section Legislation 
Page/Line 

Amendments1 
Summary of Amendments Rationale 5/10 

CPC 
7/16 

Board 
7/23 

Board 

HOUSING SUSTAINABILITY DISTRICT [File no. 180453 - Business and Tax Regulations, Planning Codes - Central South of Market Housing Sustainability District] 
1 343(d)(7) pg 10, 

lines 14-
21 

    X Modify project eligibility to require that projects 
seeking approval pursuant to this Section 343 elect 
the On-Site Affordable Housing Alternative under 
Sections 415.5(g)(1)(A). Projects not subject to 
Section 415 shall provide no less than 10% of 
dwelling units as units affordable to very low or low 
income families. 

To incentivize production of on-site affordable 
housing units. 

2 343(g)(5) pg 13, line 
25 to pg 
14, line 3 

    X Clarify the discretionary review requirement to 
specify that as long as the Planning Commission has 
delegated its authority to the Planning Department 
to review applications for projects subject to this 
Section 343, the Planning Commission shall not 
hold a public hearing for discretionary review of 
projects subject to this Section 343. 

This clarifying amendment specifies that the 
Commission will not hold a hearing for 
discretionary review of these projects as long 
as the Planning Commission has delegated its 
review authority to the Planning Department.  
This amendment would clarify that the Board 
of Supervisors is not purporting to unilaterally 
delegate the Commission’s permit review 
authority.  

                                                       
1 Amendments reflect the recommendations adopted by the Planning Commission (5/10 CPC) and the legislative amendments introduced at the Land Use & Transportation Committee of the 
Board of Supervisors (7/16 Board and 7/23 Board). 

mailto:lisa.chen@sfgov.org
mailto:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org
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# Section Legislation 
Page/Line 

Amendments1 
Summary of Amendments Rationale 5/10 

CPC 
7/16 

Board 
7/23 

Board 
3 343(g)(6) pg 14, line 

18 to pg 
16, line 2 

    X Establish expiration of approval: Approval of a 
project pursuant to this Section 343 shall expire if 
the project sponsor has not procured a building 
permit or site permit for construction of the project 
within 30 months of the date of the Department’s 
issuance of a written decision pursuant to 
subsection (g)(2) of this Section 343. If the Planning 
Director finds that the project sponsor has 
demonstrated good faith in its efforts to obtain the 
first site or building permit for the project, the 
Planning Director may extend the approval for the 
project for a maximum of six additional months. 
Such deadline shall additionally be extended in the 
event of any appeal of such approval for the 
duration of the appeal, and in the event of litigation 
seeking to invalidate the approval for the duration 
of the litigation. 

To reduce delays in housing production by 
requiring approved projects to commence 
construction within a reasonable timeline. 

ZONING MAP [File no. 180184 - Planning Code, Zoning Map - Central South of Market Special Use District] 

1 Zoning map 
amendments & 
various 
conforming 
sections in 
Planning Code 

Zoning 
map 
ordinance:  
pg 4, line 
17-19; pg 
5, line 4-5; 
p 6, line 
20; pg 7, 
line 15 & 
22 

  X   Modify the proposed zoning as follows:  
- Keep the MUR zoning on the portions of Assessor 
blocks 3725, 3732, 3750, 3751, 3752 and 3753 that 
are currently zoned MUR 
- Rezone the WMUG- and M-zoned parcels in block 
3733 in the Plan Area and the WMUG-zoned parcels 
in block 3752 to MUR 
- With the exception of parcels that are part of Key 
Development Sites, rezone the SALI-zoned parcels 
on blocks 3777, 3778, 3785 to MUG 

To increase housing development by limiting 
hotels and other non-residential uses. 

2 Section 2, 
subsection (c) 

pg 15, line 
13 

    X Amend Height and Bulk District Map HT01 for the 
development on Assessor's Block 3777, Lot 052 to 
increase the permitted height/bulk from 45-X to 
50-X. 

With a special height exemption pursuant to 
Section 263.32 (eligible for properties that 
provide 100% affordable housing), this would 
allow the affordable housing building at 595 
Brannan to achieve a height of 70', thus 
enabling an extra floor of affordable units. 
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# Section Legislation 
Page/Line 

Amendments2 
Summary of Amendments Rationale 5/10 

CPC 
7/16 

Board 
7/23 

Board 
PLANNING CODE & ADMINISTRATIVE CODE [File no. 180184 - Administrative, Planning Codes - Central South of Market Area Plan]  
1 Section 2, 

Finding (d) 
pg 8, lines 
1-16 

  X   Add a finding establishing intent for the Board of 
Supervisors to revise the jurisdiction and 
composition of Citizen Advisory Committees (CACs) 
to guide Plan implementation.  

To advance future legislation to revise the 
Eastern Neighborhoods CAC and split it into 
two bodies, one serving the three SoMa Plan 
Areas (East, Central, and West SoMa), and one 
serving the southern Plan Ares (Mission, 
Showplace Square / Potrero Hill, and Central 
Waterfront). A process would be developed to 
incorporate the recommendations of 
neighborhood stakeholders and community 
members. 

2 Section 2, 
Finding (e) 

pg 8, lines 
17-24 

  X   Add a finding establishing intent for the Board of 
Supervisors to develop a "Good Jobs Policy."  

To advance future legislation to promote good 
jobs with living wages in the Plan area. 

3 128.1(b) pg 20, line 
25; pg 21, 
line 1-2 

  X   Clarify the FAR definition for Transferable 
Development Rights to exclude:  
- lot area devoted to land dedicated to the City for 
public parks or recreation centers 
- lot area devoted to development of affordable 
housing buildings 

Clarifying amendment 

4 128.1(c) pg 21, line 
15 

X X   Reverse the terms “Development Lot” and “Transfer 
Lot”. 

Corrects drafting error in sequence of terms. 

5 132.4(d)(1)(B)(iv) pg 24, 
lines 1-2 

X X   Increase allowed streetwall architectural 
modulation from five feet to eight feet. 

Preserves the sense of a substantial edifice 
while allowing for inset balconies.  

6 135.3 pg 32, 
lines 10-
12 

X X   Clarify that satisfaction of POPOS under 138 
satisfies the open space requirements of 135.3. 

Corrects drafting error to properly cross-
reference Section 138. 

7 138(a)(2) pg 33, 
lines 2-3 

X X   Clarify that retail uses are not required to provide 
POPOS. 

Corrects drafting error to include retail uses. 
Retail uses (like institutional uses) would still 
need to provide usable open space per Section 
135.3.  

8 138(d)(2)(A)- 
(B); 138(e)(2) 

pg 35, line 
14-19; pg 
37, line 
19-21 

X X   Update references to point to appropriate 
subsections. 

Corrects drafting error in references within 
Section 138. 

9 138(d)(2)(E)(i) pg 36, 
lines 4-5 

X X   Allow up to 10% of outdoor POPOS to be under a 
cantilevered portion of the building if the building 
is at least 20 feet above grade. 

Facilitates architectural creativity in projects 
while maintaining the goal of having outdoor 
POPOS feel outdoors.  

                                                       
2 Amendments reflect the recommendations adopted by the Planning Commission (5/10 CPC) and the amendments introduced at the Land Use & Transportation Committee of the Board of 
Supervisors (7/16 Board and 7/23 Board) 
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# Section Legislation 
Page/Line 

Amendments2 
Summary of Amendments Rationale 5/10 

CPC 
7/16 

Board 
7/23 

Board 
10 138(d)(2)(F)(ii) pg 36, 

lines 13-
14 

X X   Allow up to 25% of indoor POPOS to have ceiling 
height of less than 20 feet. 

This change would facilitate the creation of 
mezzanines within the POPOS. 

11 151.1 pg 42, 
lines 4-6 

  X   Change parking requirements to up to 0.25 
spaces/unit principally permitted or up to 0.5 
spaces/unit with a Conditional Use Authorization. 

To limit parking in this transit-rich district, in 
keeping with the citywide TDM program.  

12 155(r)(2)(JJ) pg 51, line 
7 

X X   Update reference to point to 329(e)(3)(B). Corrects drafting error in references 

13 155(u) pg 52, 
lines 1-5 

X X   Add to the Driveway Loading and Operations Plan 
(DLOP) the requirement that projects include a 
Passenger Loading Plan. Whereas the DLOP focuses 
on issues within the building, the PLP would focus 
on on-street loading issues. 

The Passenger Loading Plan is a new concept 
aimed at minimizing the impact of passenger 
drop-offs, particularly on high injury corridors. 
All of the projects required to do such a Plan 
would also be required to undertake the DLOP, 
so there’s synergy in merging the two efforts. 

14 249.78(c)(1) pg 64, 
lines 18-
23 

X X   Allow “active uses” to only be to a depth of 10 feet 
from the street (as opposed to the current standard 
of 25 feet) for 1) micro-retail uses on minor streets, 
2) along minor streets as long there is a doorway 
every 25 feet. 

Active use requirements are to ensure proper 
street activation. However, some flexibility 
may be beneficial in the case of micro-retail 
uses (i.e., uses less than 1,000 square feet), 
along narrow streets and alleys, and on small 
corner lots where the requirements of one 
frontage impinge on the perpendicular 
frontage. 

15 249.78(c)(1)(D) pg 64, line 
16-17 

X X   Add that hotels are allowed as an active commercial 
use per 145.4. 

Hotels generally have very active ground 
floors, including lobbies, bars, and restaurants. 

16 249.78(c)(4) pg 65, 
lines 6-9 

  X   Modify the Micro-Retail definition to require that 
spaces measure no less than 100 gross square feet, 
and modify the requirement so that it applies to 
new non-residential development only. 

To provide a minimum micro-retail size to 
ensure usable retail space, and to allow 
maximum flexibility for residential projects. 

17 249.78(c)(4) pg 65, line 
9, 12 

  X   Key site exception - Micro Retail requirements 
(c)(4) - make it clear that it refers to "lots" not 
"sites." 

Clarifying amendment 

18 249.78(c)(5)  pg 66 line 
7-12 

  X   Clarify the PDR replacement language to indicate 
that the requirement would only apply to the 
nonresidential portion, and would exclude 
residential & POPOS. 

Clarifying amendment 

19 249.78(c)(5)(B) pg 65, 
lines 20-
22; pg 66, 
line 19 

X X   Expand the uses allowed to fulfill the PDR 
requirements of large office projects to also include 
nonprofit community services, city-owned public 
facilities, Legacy Businesses, and grocery stores. 

Like PDR, these uses are beneficial to the 
community and can only pay limited rent.  

20 249.78(c)(5)(B) pg 65, 
lines 20-
22; pg 66, 
line 19 

  X   Amend the eastern boundary of the area where the 
off-site PDR requirement may be satisfied from 
Embarcadero Street to Second Street.  

To narrow the geographic area where off-site 
PDR may be provided to conform with the 
eastern boundary of the Plan Area. 
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# Section Legislation 
Page/Line 

Amendments2 
Summary of Amendments Rationale 5/10 

CPC 
7/16 

Board 
7/23 

Board 
21 249.78(c)(5)(B) pg 65, line 

21; pg 67, 
lines 8-9 
and 14-27 

    X Amend the PDR Requirements to:  
            (1) remove grocery stores from the list of 
uses allowed to fulfill the PDR requirements of 
large office projects. 
            (2) require that the 25% space reduction for 
below market rate PDR space only be permitted if 
the lower rent is provided for the life of the 
development project (compared to 55 years); and,  
            (3) when a development application is 
submitted, require the project sponsor to 
demonstrate that they notified existing PDR tenants 
about the proposed project and provided them with 
information about the PDR Relocation Fund (as 
described in the Central SoMa Implementation 
Program Document) and PDR Sector Assistance for 
Displaced Businesses available from the Office of 
Economic and Workforce Development (OEWD) or 
its successor agency. 

To incentivize provision of  below market rate 
PDR space and to support existing PDR 
businesses with relocation. 

22 249.78(d)(3)(C)  pg 69, 
lines 14-
17 

  X   Allow projects the flexibility to provide their living 
and solar roof elements of subsections 
249.78(d)(3)(C)(i)-(v) on any rooftops within the 
subject project, provided the equivalent amount of 
square footage is provided.  

To allow projects some flexibility in meeting 
requirements while still ensuring 
environmental performance goals are met. 

23 249.78(d)(5)(C)  pg 70, 
lines 16-
17 

  X   Clarify lot merger restrictions to exempt the Key 
Site identified in 329(e)(2)(C), consistent with the 
Key Development Site Guidelines. 

Clarifying amendment 

24 249.78(d)(7) pg 72, line 
10 

  X   Wind standard – clarify that projects must meet the 
Nine Hour Criterion with wind reduction measures. 

Clarifying amendment 

25 249.78(d)(9) pg 73, line 
1-11 

X X   In the Central SoMa SUD,  
- allow units above 85’ in height to meet exposure 
requirements if they are 15’ back from the property 
line, 
- allow 10% of units at or below 85’ to have an 
exposure of 15’x15’ instead of 25’x25’; and,  
- do not require the increase in setback at every 
horizontal dimension that increases of 5’ at each 
subsequent floor. 

These changes would make a rule of commonly 
granted exceptions.  

26 263.32, 263.33, 
263.34 

pg 83, line 
17-18, pg 
85, lines 4-
5 and 19-
20 

X X   Clarify that projects that comply with these Special 
Height Exception sections do not need a Conditional 
Use approval. 

Corrects oversight such that dedicated 
affordable housing sites can receive the height 
bonus just as sites that build units or that 
dedicate land for open space.  
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# Section Legislation 
Page/Line 

Amendments2 
Summary of Amendments Rationale 5/10 

CPC 
7/16 

Board 
7/23 

Board 
27 263.32(b)(2) pg 83, 

lines 7-11 
X X   Clarify that sites that donate land for affordable 

housing are eligible for this Special Height 
Exception. 

The purpose of this height bonus is to incentive 
projects to provide sites for affordable housing 
and open space – provide benefits that are 
otherwise difficult to site in a dense 
neighborhood. This change is in keeping with 
the intent of this section in that it maintains the 
benefit for projects in 160’ height districts. 

28 263.32(c)(3) pg 84, 
lines 10-
12 

X X   Clarify that sites that utilize this Special Height 
Exception to exceed 160 feet are still subject to 
controls in Section 270 for mid-rise projects and 
not towers. 

Clarifying amendment 

29 263.33(c)(2) pg 84, line 
24 

    X Allow the development on Assessor's Block 3763, 
Lot 105 to receive the special height exemption for 
residential use, in addition to hotel. 

To encourage housing production by allowing 
flexibility for this site to be developed as 
housing in addition to, or instead of, a hotel. 

30 Table 270(h) pg 90, line 
11 

X X   For Perry Street, make the Base Height “none”. This is the correct change to effectuate the goal 
of treating Perry St. like current northern sides 
of alleys, as discussed in the Central SoMa 
Plan’s Implementation Matrix.  

31 329(d) pg 95, 
lines 18-
21, pg 96, 
lines 6-7 

X X   Add a subsection enabling exceptions for the freight 
loading requirements of Sections 154 and 155, and 
to allow the “Driveway and Loading Operations 
Plans” (DLOP) per Section 155(u) to be used when 
evaluating this exemption. 

These are commonly granted exceptions that 
are important to maintain but would otherwise 
be removed based on proposed changes to 
329(d)(12). 

32 329(d) pg 96, 
lines 4-5 

X X   Add a subsection referencing the ability to grant 
tower separation exceptions per the controls 
contained in Section 132.4(d)(3)(B). 

Corrects drafting error to properly cross-
reference 132.4(d)(3)(B) and 329(d).  

33 329(d) pg 96, 
lines 8-9 

X X   Add a subsection allowing for exceptions for 
exposure requirements under Section 140/249.78 

This is a commonly granted exception that is 
important to maintain but would otherwise be 
removed based on proposed changes to 
329(d)(12). 

34 329(d) pg 96, 
lines 10-
11 

X X   Add a subsection referencing the ability to grant 
exceptions for wind per the controls contained in 
Section 249.78(d)(7). 

Corrects drafting error to properly cross-
reference 249.78(d)(7) and 329(d). 

35 329(d) pg 96, 
lines 12-
13 

  X   Add a subsection allowing for exceptions to lot 
coverage requirements pursuant to 249.78 for 
projects that convert from nonresidential to 
residential. 

Clarifying amendment 

36 329(e)(3) pg 97, line 
17 

X X   Clarify that Key Sites may utilize the exceptions 
granted in 329(d). 

Extra language needed to make sure intent of 
this section is clear.  

37 329(e)(3)(A) pg 98, 
lines 20-
23 

X   X Include donation of land for affordable housing in 
satisfaction of Jobs-Housing Linkage (JHL) fee 
pursuant to Section 413.7 as a Qualified Amenity 

Corrects oversight based on benefits proposed 
by Key Sites.  
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# Section Legislation 
Page/Line 

Amendments2 
Summary of Amendments Rationale 5/10 

CPC 
7/16 

Board 
7/23 

Board 
provided by Key Sites, if the value of the land 
donated is equal to or greater than the fee amount 
owed.  

38 329(e)(3)(A) pg 97, 
lines 23-
25 

X  X   Include donation of land for affordable housing per 
Sec 419.6 (Alternatives to the Inclusionary Housing 
Component) as qualified amenities to be considered 
a Key Site, if the value of the land donated is equal 
to or greater than the fee amount owed.  

Corrects oversight based on benefits proposed 
by Key Sites. 

39 329(e)(3)(B) pg 98, 
Lines 5-7 

X X   Clarify that Key Sites can have exceptions for tower 
separation even greater than the exception in 132.4 

Clarifying non-substantive amendment 

40 329(e)(3)(B) pg. 98, line 
3-10 

X X   Limit certain exceptions to specific Key 
Development Sites, as discussed in the Key 
Development Sites Guidelines. 

Certain exceptions were developed recognizing 
the specific needs and opportunities of certain 
Key Development Sites. However, these 
exceptions should not be broadly applicable to 
all the Key Sites. 

41 329(e)(3)(B)(i) pg 98, 
lines 13-
18 

  X   On the Key Site identified in Section 329(e)(2)(B), 
the ground floor non-residential height in Sections 
145.1 and 249.78(d)(8) may be reduced to 14’. In 
addition, the apparent mass reduction controls in 
Section 270(h)(2) may be reduced as follows: (A) 
on the building frontage on Harrison Street: 50%; 
(B) on the building frontage on Fourth Street: None.  

42 329(e)(3)(B)(ii) pg 98, 
lines 19-
23 

  X   On the Key Site identified in Section 329(e)(2)(C), 
exception to the lot coverage limits in Section 
249.78(d)(4), the micro-retail requirement in 
249.78(c)(4), the active use requirement in Section 
145.1, and the ground floor commercial use 
requirements in Section 145.4. In addition, the site 
may be permitted to seek a Conditional Use 
Authorization to establish a Formula Retail Limited 
Restaurant, pursuant to Section 303.1.  

43 329(e)(3)(B)(iii) pg 98, 
lines 24-
25 

  X   On the Key Site identified in Section 329(e)(2)(D), 
exception to the requirement in Section 
138(d)(2)(E)(i) that ground floor POPOS be open to 
the sky. 

44 329(e)(3)(B)(iv) pg 99, 
lines 1-4 

    X On the Key Site identified in Section 329(e)(2)(E), 
allow exception to the lot coverage limits in Section 
249.78(d)(4), the street frontage requirements in 
Section 145.1, and the protected pedestrian-, 
cycling-, and transit-oriented street frontage 
requirements of Section 155(r). 

45 329(e)(3)(B)(iv) pg 99, 
lines 5-6 

  X   On the Key Site identified in Section 329(e)(2)(G), 
exception to the PDR space requirements of Section 
249.78(c)(5). 
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Page/Line 

Amendments2 
Summary of Amendments Rationale 5/10 

CPC 
7/16 

Board 
7/23 

Board 
46 329(e)(3)(B)(v) pg 99, 

lines 7-14 
  X X (vi) On the Key Site identified in Section 

329(e)(2)(H), exception to the street frontage 
requirements in Section 145.1, the required ground 
floor commercial uses in Section 145.4, and the 
requirement that at least two-thirds of the Gross 
Floor Area of all building area below 160 feet be 
non-residential in Section 249.78(c)(6). In addition, 
the usable open space requirement pursuant to 
Section 135 may be reduced to 60 square feet of 
usable open space required for each dwelling unit if 
not publicly accessible. 

Certain exceptions were developed recognizing 
the specific needs and opportunities of certain 
Key Development Sites. However, these 
exceptions should not be broadly applicable to 
all the Key Sites. 

47 413.7(a) pg 101, 
lines 21-
23 

    X Clarify that projects that satisfy all or a portion of 
the Jobs-Housing Linkage fee via land dedication 
pursuant to Section 413.7 may receive a credit 
against such requirements up to the value of the 
land donated.  

The code as introduced was contradictory, as it 
specified that projects could meet part or all of 
their Jobs-Housing Linkage fee obligation 
through land dedication, but later said the 
proposed land must be equal to or greater in 
value than the fee obligation. This clarification 
is consistent with our other land dedication 
policies. 

48 413.7 pg 102, 
lines 1-5 

  X   Require the Director of Property to either conduct 
or approve the land appraisal forland dedication in 
satisfaction of the Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee 
requirement 

Clarifying amendment 

49 418.7 pg 106 
line 17 to 
pg 108 
line 21 

X X   Update SoMa Stabilization Fund to allow funding to 
accrue from the Central SoMa Community Facilities 
District and to reference the Central SoMa 
Implementation Program Document 

Change necessary to legalize the funding 
structure proposed by the Plan. 

50 426 pg 119, 
line 25 to 
page 12, 
line 1-3 

    X Clarify that projects may pay an in-lieu fee for any 
POPOS and/or Usable Open Spaces requirements 
not met in sections 138 and 135.3, respectively. 

Clarifying edit. 

51 434 pg 132, 
line 7 to 
pg 133, 
line 25 

X X   Add a Section that describes the purpose, 
applicability, and requirements of the Central SoMa 
Mello-Roos Community Facilities District (CFD). 
This CFD should be applicable to projects that (1) 
include new construction or net additions of more 
than 40,000 gross square feet, (2) the project site 
includes residential development in Central SoMa 
Development Tiers B and C and/or non-residential 
development in Central SoMa Development Tier C; 
and, (3) the proposed project is greater in size than 
what would have been allowed without the Central 
SoMa Plan. 

This language was always proposed for 
inclusion but was not ready for discussion until 
this time.  
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# Section Legislation 
Page/Line 

Amendments2 
Summary of Amendments Rationale 5/10 

CPC 
7/16 

Board 
7/23 

Board 
52 840 (Table 840) pg 186, 

line 22 to 
pg 190, 
line 13 

    X Make conforming edits to the MUG General District 
Zoning Control Table to correct numbering and 
cross-references, and to add references to various 
requirements in the Central SoMa SUD. 

Conforming edits to address the zoning 
amendments introduced on July 16th.  

53 841 (Table 841) pg 191, 
line 20 to 
pg 195, 
line 21 

    X Make conforming edits to the MUR General District 
Zoning Control Table to correct numbering and 
cross-references, and to add references to various 
requirements in the Central SoMa SUD. 

Conforming edits to address the zoning 
amendments introduced on July 16th.  

54 848 pg 208, 
lines 1-6 

    X Correct the residential off-street parking code 
references in the CMUO District Zoning Control 
Table. 

Corrects cross-references.  

55 848 pg 208, 
line 14 to 
pg 209, 
line 2 

X X   Add a cross-reference in the CMUO table to the 
residential lot coverage requirements in 249.78. 

Non-substantive amendment but not included 
in the Case Report 

56 Uncodified 
section 

pg 216, 
lines 5-18 

    X For a residential Tower on Block 3786, Lot 035, the 
following controls shall apply, provided the project 
meets its Inclusionary Housing requirements 
pursuant to Planning Code Section 415 by 
providing BMR units entirely on-site: 
(a)  A 5-foot setback is required for the Tower 
Portion for the entire frontage along Fourth Street, 
and a 25-foot setback is required for the Tower 
Portion for the entire southwest property line 
frontage directly opposite the property at Block 
3786, Lot 322. 
(b)  The residential Tower may have a horizontal 
separation of not less than 40 feet from the Tower 
Portion of an approved or proposed Tower on 
Block 3786, Lot 322. 
(c)  The maximum Gross Floor Area of any 
residential Tower floor shall be 12,500 gross 
square feet. 
(d)  The maximum plan length of a Residential 
tower shall be 165 feet. 

To facilitate an increase in residential units in 
the tower at 636 4th Street, provided the 
project provides affordable housing units on-
site. 

 IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAM DOCUMENT [ADOPTED BY REFERENCE] 
1 Implementation 

Program 
Document 

Public 
Benefits 
Program 

    X Amend the Public Benefits Program to create a $10 
million PDR Relocation Fund in the Cultural 
Preservation and Community Services category. 

To support existing PDR businesses and 
address potential displacement by providing 
relocation assistance, including business 
services and support with rent and moving 
costs. 
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Page/Line 

Amendments2 
Summary of Amendments Rationale 5/10 

CPC 
7/16 

Board 
7/23 

Board 
2 Implementation 

Program 
Document 

Public 
Benefits 
Program 

    X Amend the Public Benefits Program to subtract $5 
million from the Restoration of the US Mint building 
and $5 million from the Environmental 
Sustainability & Resilience category ($4 million 
from "Enhanced stormwater management in 
complete streets" and $1million from "Water 
recycling and stormwater management in parks"). 

To create the PDR Relocation Fund as 
described above. 

3 Implementation 
Program 
Document 

Key 
Developm-
ent Site 
Guidelines 

    X Edit the description of Key Development Site 3 to 
specify that the hotel may be developed as a 
residential building, and to remove the reference to 
500 hotel rooms. 

Conforming amendment with item #6 (Section 
263.33) above. 

 



EXHIBIT 3: 
ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

ADDRESSING AMENDMENTS TO THE 
CENTRAL SOMA AREA PLAN



 

DATE: September 6, 2018 

TO: San Francisco Planning Commissioners and Board of Supervisors 

FROM: Jessica Range and Elizabeth White, Environmental Planning 

RE: Environmental Analysis Addressing Amendments, Staff 
Recommendations, and Other Issues for Consideration to the Central 
South of Market (SoMa) Area Plan 
Planning Department Case No. 2011.1356E 

 

The San Francisco Planning Commission certified the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the 
Central South of Market (Central SoMa) Plan in compliance with the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA) on May 10, 2018. The purpose of this analysis is to determine whether the EIR adequately 
analyzes:  

1) the amendments to the Central SoMa Plan introduced by the legislative sponsors at the Board 
of Supervisor’s Land Use Committee hearings on July 16, 2018 and July 23, 2018; 

2) Planning Department’s staff recommendations; and  
3) other issues for consideration. 

The amendments, staff recommendations, and other issues for consideration are summarized in the 
September 6, 2018 Planning Commission Executive Summary for approval of amendments to the Central 
SoMa Plan.  

Central SoMa Plan Amendments 

The Environmental Planning Division has reviewed the proposed amendments to the Central SoMa Plan 
introduced at the July 16 and 23, 2018 Land Use Committee hearings and determined that the 
amendments to the Central SoMa Plan were addressed in the Central SoMa Plan Final EIR and 
accompanying errata, are merely clarifications to the Plan, or are determined not to result in physical 
environmental effects beyond that disclosed in the Final EIR. The following two amendments to the 
Central SoMa Plan require additional explanation as to why the proposed amendments would not result 
in any new physical environmental effects that are not already analyzed in the Central SoMa Plan EIR.1  

(1) Increase the allowable height on Block 3777, Lot 052 from 45 feet to 50 feet 

Analysis: This amendment would modify the proposed Central SoMa Plan zoning map from 45-X to 
50-X for a portion of Block 3777, Lot 052. The existing height and bulk limit for this block and lot is 

                                                      
1 The July 16, 2018 amendments to the Central SoMa Plan also include a proposed change to the allowable zoning for parcels north of 
the I-80 freeway (Blocks 3733, 3750, 3751, and 3752) that are currently proposed to be zoned CMUO (Central SoMa Mixed Use Office) 
to MUR (mixed-use residential), which is the existing zoning designation for these sites. This change to the Central SoMa Plan was 
evaluated in the May 9, 2018 Errata to the EIR and determined not to result in environmental effects beyond that analyzed in the EIR. 
The May 9, 2018 Errata is available at: http://sfmea.sfplanning.org/Central_SoMa_EIR_Errata_May92018.pdf. Accessed July 16, 2018.  

http://sfmea.sfplanning.org/Central_SoMa_EIR_Errata_May92018.pdf
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40-X. The proposed amendment would add an additional 5 feet to the allowable heights on this block, 
for a total height increase of 10 feet. The September 6, 2018 Planning Commission Executive 
Summary for approval of amendments to the Central SoMa Plan specifies that if the developer of the 
site takes advantage of the Central SoMa Plan’s Special Height Exceptions, this height increase would 
allow for the development of an additional floor of affordable housing units. Should development on 
this parcel take advantage of the special height exemption pursuant to section 263.322, the 
development project would be required to demonstrate that it does not result in a net increase in 
development potential for the primary project and does not cause any new or substantially increased 
significant impacts that cannot be mitigated to less-than-significant levels related to wind and 
shadow that would not have occurred without the additional height. Should a development project 
NOT take advantage of the special height exemption pursuant to section 263.32, a 5 foot increase in 
the allowable height limit would not allow for an additional developable floor and would not 
increase development capacity for the site.  

Therefore, this proposed amendment to the Central SoMa Plan would not result in growth at levels 
beyond that evaluated in the EIR. As such, there is no need for further analysis of impacts related to 
land use (division of a community or conflict with plans adopted to avoid environmental impacts); 
cultural and paleontological resources (historical, archeological, tribal, cultural and unique 
paleontological resources and human remains); transportation (traffic, transit, pedestrian and bicycle 
circulation, loading, and emergency vehicle access); air quality (consistency with the relevant air 
quality plan, traffic generated emissions and construction emissions of criteria air pollutants and fine 
particulate matter and toxic air contaminants, and odors); noise (traffic-generated noise, noise 
generated by stationary sources and construction noise); or hydrology (flooding risk and wastewater 
generation). Because there would be no change in the intensity of development, there would be no 
change to the EIR’s Initial Study analysis for the following topics: population and housing, recreation, 
utilities, public services, biology, geology, hazardous materials, minerals, energy, and agricultural 
and forest resources.  

Regarding wind, based upon experience of the Planning Department in reviewing wind analyses and 
expert opinion on other projects, it is generally the case that projects under 80 feet in height do not 
have the potential to generate significant wind impacts. Therefore, an allowable height limit of 50 feet 
would not result in new wind hazards beyond that disclosed in the EIR. 

With regards to shadow, the closest existing public open space to this block and lot is South Park, 
approximately 1,400 feet (0.25 miles) to the east of this site. A shadow fan analysis of a potential 50-
foot tall building on this site was conducted and is included as Attachment A. This analysis finds that 
a 50-foot tall building would not shade any existing public open spaces. The additional 5 foot height 
limit increase could result in an incremental amount of shade on the Plan’s proposed park on the 
block bounded by Bryant, Fourth, Brannan, and Fifth Streets. However, as discussed in the EIR (IV.H-
38-IV.H-40), this park is proposed as part of the Central SoMa Plan and CEQA does not require an 

                                                      
2 Section 263.32. Special Height Exceptions: Permitted Building Heights in the Central SoMa Special Use District 
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evaluation of the project on itself. Potential shadow impacts that could be cast on this future park are 
discussed in the EIR for informational purposes only and incremental increases in the amount of 
shadow on the Plan’s proposed open spaces do not affect the adequacy or accuracy of the 
environmental analysis in the Central SoMa Plan EIR. For the above reasons, increasing the allowable 
height on Block 3777, Lot 052 by 5 feet would not result in any new or more severe environmental 
impacts than those identified in the Central SoMa Plan EIR. 

(2) Rezoning of the Western SoMa Service, Arts, and Light Industrial (WS SALI) parcels (exclusive of 
Central SoMa Key Sites), south of Interstate 80 (I-80) to Mixed-Use General (MUG) 

Analysis: The proposed rezoning of the Western SoMa Service, Art, and Light Industrial (WS SALI) 

parcels (exclusive of Central SoMa Key Sites) located south of I-80 to MUG would reduce potential 

commercial development by approximately 120,000 square feet. This change would result in a net 

reduction of 531 jobs and a net gain of 120 residential units in the Central SoMa Plan Area.3 This 

modification in zoning would change the Plan’s overall growth projections, resulting in a total of 

8,570 housing units (8,450 units +120 units) and 33,219 jobs (33,750 jobs – 531 jobs).   

As a point of clarification, the total number of units studied in the Central SoMa Draft EIR is 8,320 

and the total number of jobs studied is 44,000. However, following publication of the Central SoMa 

RTC document, the Planning Department analyzed a list of “issues for consideration” (which are 

proposals for changes to the Central SoMa Plan received from the public during the public review 

process). One of the issues for consideration involved changing the proposed zoning from Central 

SoMa Mixed Use Office (CMUO) to MUG or Mixed-Use Residential (MUR) for the area north of 

Harrison Street. The Planning Department’s Environmental Planning Division evaluated this change 

in the May 9, 2018 errata to the EIR and determined that this potential change would result in a 

reduction of 10,250 jobs within the Plan Area and a net gain of 130 residential units (8,320 units +130 

units =8,450 units). The Department further determined that this change would not result in 

increased physical environmental effects beyond that studied in the Central SoMa EIR. EIR 

Appendix G (attachment to the EIR, provided in an errata issued April 5, 20184) and EIR Appendix I 

(attachment to the EIR, provided in an errata issued May 9, 2018 5) explain how other changes to the 

Central SoMa Plan have resulted in changes to the Plan’s growth projections. 

The proposed rezoning of the WS SALI parcels (exclusive of Central SoMa Key Sites) located south 

of I-80 to MUG would change the projected amount of jobs and housing units, but would not result 
                                                      

3 Chen, Lisa (San Francisco Planning Department), “RE: Central SoMa: Growth Projections”. Email communication to Elizabeth 
White. September 6, 2018.  
4 Errata to the EIR for the Central SoMa Plan – April 5, 2018. This document is available as part of Planning Department Case File No. 
2011.1356E and online at: http://sf-planning.org/area-plan-eirs. Accessed September 5, 2018.  
5 Errata to the EIR for the Central SoMa Plan – May 9, 2018. This document is available as part of Planning Department Case File No. 
2011.1356E and online at: http://sf-planning.org/area-plan-eirs. Accessed September 5, 2018. 

http://sfmea.sfplanning.org/Central_SoMa_EIR_Errata_April52018.pdf
http://sf-planning.org/area-plan-eirs
http://sfmea.sfplanning.org/Central_SoMa_EIR_Errata_May92018.pdf
http://sf-planning.org/area-plan-eirs
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in an exceedance of the overall growth (amount of jobs and housing units) projected under the Plan. 

The environmental effects of an additional 120 residential units within the Plan Area would be off-

set by the reduction in environmental effects anticipated to occur as a result of approximately 531 

fewer jobs being developed within the Plan Area. Therefore, there would be no substantial change to 

the EIR’s analysis for topics that rely on the EIR’s growth projections (noise, air quality, and 

hydrology and water quality). Similarly, because the overall intensity of development under the 

Plan would still be within that which was studied in the EIR, there would be no change to impacts 

identified in the initial study related to population and housing, recreation, utilities, or public 

services.  

In regards to transportation and circulation, residential uses, on a square-foot basis, would result in 

fewer person trips than office uses based on San Francisco’s 2002 Transportation Impact Analysis 

Guidelines.6  For residential use, 10 person trips are assumed to occur per 1,000 square feet whereas 

18 person trips are assumed to occur per 1,000 square foot of office use. Therefore, the conversion of 

approximately 120,000 square feet from projected office use to residential use would result in lower 

overall person trips, resulting in lower overall vehicle, transit, pedestrian, bike and other trips. 

Therefore, this change would not increase the severity of the significant and unavoidable impacts 

identified in the EIR related to transit, loading, and crosswalk overcrowding. The reduction in 

overall person trips would result in a reduction in the amount of vehicle trips anticipated to be 

generated under the Plan, which would result in a commensurate reduction in traffic noise and air 

quality impacts resulting from vehicle emissions. As such, this change would not increase the 

severity of the significant and unavoidable land use and land use planning, noise and air quality 

impacts identified in the EIR. As the location and amount of projected developed area would not 

change, there would be no change in the significant and unavoidable historic resource or 

construction traffic impact identified in the EIR. The proposed amendment would result in a 

reduction in the overall intensity of development anticipated under the Plan and would therefore 

not result in more significant impacts than those identified in the EIR or Initial Study for the 

remaining topics that were determined to be less than significant or less than significant with 

mitigation (e.g., archeology, tribal cultural resources, human remains, paleontological resources, 

population and housing, construction related noise and air quality, recreation, utilities, public 

services, biology, geology, hazardous materials, minerals, energy, and agricultural and forest 

resources). 

Furthermore, the rezoning of WS SALI parcels south of I-80 to MUG would not change height and 
                                                      

6 The person trips in the Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines are a conservative (i.e. “worst-case scenario”) assumption 
meaning that the results are not underreported, but instead provide a reasonably conservative analysis.  
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bulk proposals studied in the EIR, and therefore, would not result in changes to the aesthetics, 

shadow, or wind analysis in the EIR.  

For the above reasons, the proposal to amend the allowable zoning in the Central SoMa Plan for 

parcels south of I-80 from WS SALI to MUG would not result in increased physical environmental 

effects beyond that already studied in the EIR.  

Staff Recommendations 

In addition to the above amendments, Planning Department staff is recommending a number of 

additional modifications to the Central SoMa Plan. These additional modifications are clarifying edits 

or revisions to the Plan that would not result in increased physical environmental effects beyond that 

disclosed in the Central SoMa Plan Final EIR.  

Issues for Consideration 

The September 6, 2018 Planning Commission Staff Executive Summary for approval of amendments 

to the Central SoMa Plan contains a list of Issues for Planning Commission consideration. With the 

exception of the following, the issues for consideration, if adopted, would not result in increased 

physical environmental effects beyond that disclosed in the Central SoMa Plan Final EIR.  

Issue not covered in the EIR analysis: On the Key Site identified in Planning Code Section 

329(e)(2)(b)(C), allow an exception to the bulk controls in Section 270(h) to permit the project to 

include a rooftop bar.  

Rationale: This modification to the Planning Code would allow for this Key Site to include a rooftop 

bar above the allowable height limit. Any physical features allowed above the height limit were not 

analyzed in the Central SoMa Plan’s Final EIR and therefore, could result in increased wind and 

shadow impacts, beyond that disclosed in the Final EIR. Should this amendment be recommended 

for inclusion in the Central SoMa Plan, Environmental Planning staff recommends that this exception 

be allowed only if the project does not cause any new or substantially increased significant impacts 

that cannot be mitigated to less than significant levels related to wind and shadow that would not 

have occurred without the physical features associated with the rooftop bar. 

Enclosures  
Attachment A. Shadow Fan Analysis for Block 3777, Lot 052 
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EXHIBIT 4: 
PLANNING CODE AND ADMINISTRATIVE 

CODE DRAFT ORDINANCE (AS 
AMENDED ON 7/23/18)





















































































































































































































































































































































































































































EXHIBIT 5: 
ZONING MAP GRAPHICS (AS AMENDED 

ON 7/23/18)
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EXHIBIT 6: 
ZONING MAP DRAFT ORDINANCE (AS 

AMENDED ON 7/23/18)













































EXHIBIT 7: 
UPDATES TO PUBLIC BENEFITS 

PROGRAM (AS AMENDED ON 7/23/18)



7/23 Land Use & Transportation Committee Amendments 
CENTRAL SOMA PUBLIC BENEFITS PACKAGE: SUMMARY (IN 2017 DOLLARS) 

 

 
BENEFIT 

 
TOTAL REVENUES 

CATEGORY 
ALLOCATION (%) 

Affordable Housing $940,000,000 44% 

38% of new/rehabilitated housing is Below-Market Rate (BMR) (35% low/ 
moderate income and 3% middle income) 

$940,000,000 44% 

Transit $500,000,000 23% 

Local transit improvements to enhance convenience and safety $340,000,000 16% 

Regional transit capacity enhancement and expansion $160,000,000 7% 

Parks & Recreation $185,000,000 9% 

Gene Friend Recreation Center Reconstruction/Expansion $25,000,000 1% 

Victoria Manalo Draves Park Programming $5,000,000 0% 

New 1-acre park in Southwest portion of Plan Area $35,000,000 2% 

New public recreation center* $10,000,000 0% 

Park and greenery maintenance and activation $15,000,000 1% 

New large (2+ acre) SoMa park (initial site identification)* $5,000,000 0% 

New Bluxome linear park* $5,000,000 0% 

New under-freeway public recreation area $5,000,000 0% 

Privately-Owned Public Open Spaces (POPOS) $80,000,000 4% 

(Alternative project: 7th & Mission Park) ($20,000,000) (1%) 

Production, Distribution, & Repair $180,000,000 8% 

Preservation and creation of PDR space to ensure no net loss due to the Plan $180,000,000 8% 

Complete Streets $110,000,000 5% 

Redesign of all major streets in the Plan Area to be safe and comfortable for 
people walking, biking, and on transit. 

$110,000,000 5% 

Cultural Preservation & Community Services $11409,000,000 5% 

Restoration of the US Mint Building $1520,000,000 1% 

Preservation and maintenance of historic buildings $20,000,000 1% 

New community facilities (e.g. health care clinics and job training centers) $20,000,000 1% 

Social and cultural programming $25,000,000 1% 

Capital for cultural amenities (e.g. Yerba Buena Gardens) $15,000,000 1% 

PDR Relocation Assistance Fund $10,000,000 0% 

Neighborhood cleaning $9,000,000 0% 

Environmental Sustainability & Resilience $6570,000,000 3% 

Enhanced stormwater management in complete street projects $2832,000,000 1% 

Freeway corridor air quality and greening improvements $22,000,000 1% 

Living Roofs enhanced requirements $6,000,000 0% 

Other energy and water efficiency projects $910,000,000 0% 

Schools & Childcare $64,000,000 3% 

New childcare centers $26,000,000 1% 

Capital investments in schools serving K-12 population $32,000,000 1% 

Bessie Carmichael supplemental services $6,000,000 0% 

TOTAL $2,160,000,000 100% 
* If funds for these Parks & Recreation projects are provided by other sources (such as contributions from new development) or if revenues exceed the projected amounts, funding could be allocated to the “Alternative” 
project listed here. 

NOTE: Over the course of Plan build out (roughly 25 years), the City expects to allocate funds among the public benefit categories in the amounts listed (or proportionally according to the category allocation 
percentages listed, should the final amount of revenues differ from what is shown here). However, the sequence of fund disbursement will be determined based on a variety of factors, including project readiness, 
community priorities, completion of any additional required environmental review, and other funding opportunities. The list of specific projects is subject to change and is not legally binding



 

  7/23 Land Use & Transportation Committee Amendments 
  CENTRAL SOMA PUBLIC BENEFITS PACKAGE: DETAILED FUNDING SOURCES & USES (IN 2017 DOLLARS) 
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TOTAL (BY 
CATEGORY) 

 
 
 
 
 

% 
SHARE 

AFFORDABLE 
HOUSING 

$550,000,000    $210,000,000 $180,000,000     $940,000,000 44% 

TRANSIT  $160,000,000 $90,000,000 $210,000,000   $40,000,000    $500,000,000 23% 

PARKS & 
RECREATION 

$80,000,000 $45,000,000 $60,000,000        $185,000,000 9% 

PRODUCTION, 
DISTRIBUTION, & 
REPAIR (PDR) 

$180,000,000          $180,000,000 8% 

COMPLETE 
STREETS 

 $10,000,000 $90,000,000 $10,000,000       $110,000,000 5% 

CULTURAL 
PRESERVATION 
& COMMUNITY 
SERVICES 

$20,000,000 $7469,000,000        $20,000,000 $11409,000,00
0 

5% 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
SUSTAINABILITY 

$6,000,000 $5964,000,000         $6570,000,00
0 

3% 

SCHOOLS & 
CHILDCARE 

 $6,000,000      $26,000,000 $32,000,000  $64,000,000 3% 

TOTAL 
(BY SOURCE) 

$836,000,000 $354,000,000 $240,000,000 $220,000,000 $210,000,000 $180,000,000 $40,000,000 $26,000,000 $32,000,000 $20,000,000 $2,160,000,000 100% 

 



EXHIBIT 8: 
HOUSING SUSTAINABILITY DISTRICT 

DRAFT ORDINANCE (AS AMENDED ON 
7/23/18)





































EXHIBIT 9: 
PLANNING CODE, ADMINISTRATIVE 

CODE, ZONING MAP, IMPLEMENTATION 
PROGRAM, AND HOUSING 

SUSTAINABILITY DISTRICT - ISSUES FOR 
CONSIDERATION
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Planning Code, Administrative Code, Zoning Map, 
Implementation Program, and Housing 

Sustainability District – Issues for Consideration  
HEARING DATE: SEPTEMBER 13, 2018 

Project Name: Central SoMa Plan: Approval of Amendments to the Planning 
Code and Administrative Code Ordinance, Zoning Map 
Ordinance, Implementation Program Document, and Housing 
Sustainability District Ordinance 

Date: September 6, 2018 
Record Number: 2011.1356TZU and 2018-004477PCA 
Staff Contact: Lisa Chen, Senior Planner, Citywide Planning 
 (415) 575-9124; lisa.chen@sfgov.org  
Reviewed By: Joshua Switzky, Land Use & Housing Policy Program Manager, 

Citywide Planning; (415)-575-6815; joshua.switzky@sfgov.org   
 
This document includes a list of issues for Planning Commission consideration related to the 
Central SoMa Planning Code and Administrative Code Ordinance, Zoning Map Ordinance, 
Housing Sustainability Ordinance, and Implementation Program. These issues were brought to 
the attention of the legislative sponsors and/or Planning Department staff since adoption of the 
Plan at the May 10th Planning Commission hearing, but have not been included in the 
amendments to the legislation as of the July 23rd Land Use & Transportation Committee hearing 
at the Board of Supervisors.  
 
Section Request 
263.33 If the development on Assessor's Block 3763, Lot 105 elects to build 

residential instead of a hotel, require that it exceed the affordable housing 
requirement pursuant to Section 415 in order to receive the special height 
exception. 

329(e)(2)(b) On the Key Site identified in 329(e)(2)(F) (Flower Mart), allow exception to 
the requirement that POPOS be open to the sky in Section 138(d)(2)(E)(i). 

329(e)(2)(b)(ii) On the Key Site identified in 329(e)(2)(C) (2nd & Harrison), allow an 
exception to the bulk controls in Section 270(h) to allow the project to 
include a rooftop bar.1 

329(e)(2)(b)(iv)   On the Key Site identified in 329(e)(2)(E) (Park Block), allow an exception 
to the controls in Section 270.2 to allow the project to install security gates 
at the sidewalk entrances to the proposed mid-block alleys. 

                                                           
1 Per Exhibit 3, (“Environmental Analysis Addressing Amendments to the Central South of Market (SoMa) Area Plan”) 
this proposed Issue for Consideration could result in increased wind and shadow impacts, beyond that disclosed in the 
Final EIR. Should this amendment be recommended for inclusion in the Central SoMa Plan, staff recommend that the 
exception only be allowed if the project does not cause any new or substantially increased significant impacts that cannot 
be mitigated to less than significant levels. 

mailto:lisa.chen@sfgov.org
mailto:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org


Executive Summary 
Hearing Date: September 13, 2018 

  2 
 

Case Number 2011.1356TZU 
Approval of Amendments  
to the Central SoMa Plan 

329(e)(2)(b)(vi)   On the Key Site identified in 329(e)(2)(H) (Creamery), allow an exception 
to the controls in Section 138(d) to allow the project to include an indoor 
POPOS that does not meet the minimum height of 20’. 

329(e)(2)(b)(vi)   On the Key Site identified in 329(e)(2)(H) (Creamery), allow an exception 
to the permitted obstructions in Section 136 to allow the project to include 
architectural projections over the right-of-way.  

329(e)(3)(A) Permit land dedication that is valued at less than the subject project’s Jobs-
Housing Linkage Fee or Affordable Housing Fee obligation to be 
considered a Qualified Amenity in order to be a Key Site, pursuant to 
Sections 413.7 and 419.6, respectively. Projects would be required to pay 
the balance of the fee obligation, subject to the land value calculation in 
Section 413.7. 

413.7 Specify that the land value for land dedication sites in fulfillment of Jobs-
Housing Linkage Fees shall be determined by the Director of Property, not 
to exceed the acquisition cost incurred by the subject project for the 
portion of land dedicated. This determination shall take into account any 
circumstances that may impact the value of the property. The sponsor 
shall submit to the Department, with a copy to MOHCD and the Director 
of Property, documentation to substantiate the acquisition cost of land and 
any additional information that would impact the value of the property. 

434 Reduce the Mello-Roos Community Facilities District (CFD) rates for 
residential projects. Consider applying the CFD to Tier B nonresidential 
projects in order to maintain CFD revenues. 
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September 6, 2018 
 
Land Use and Transportation Committee of the Board of Supervisors 
City Hall, Legislative Chamber, Room 250 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
 
Re:  Central SoMa Public Benefits Package and the Old U.S. Mint 
 
Chair Katy Tang and Members of the Land Use and Transportation Committee, 
 
At its August 1, 2018 hearing the Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) discussed the proposal to 
reduce the amount of potential funding from the Central SoMa Public Benefits Program towards the 
rehabilitation of the Old U.S. Mint (Old Mint), City Landmark No. 236. While a much greater 
investment is needed to realize the full potential of the Old Mint, the HPC strongly encourages the 
Land Use Committee to recommend retention of the 1% allocation (potentially $20,000,000) 
considering its potential as a facility that supports the community and the City’s history.  
 
Built in 1874, The Old Mint is not only a locally-designated Landmark; it is listed as a National 
Historic Landmark, the highest recognition bestowed upon only the most significant places in 
America.  In 1997, the federal government sold the Old Mint to the City of County of San Francisco for 
one dollar on the condition that it would be rehabilitated for public use. In 2015 the Old Mint was 
listed by the National Trust for Historic Preservation on its America’s eleven most endangered places 
due to lack of investment.  Despite stops and starts to revive the Old Mint, the City Family has made 
significant progress over the last three years by actively working with community partners to 
reposition the structure as one that represents the activity, safety, and stability of the surrounding 
neighborhood.   
 
The HPC supports the many goals of the Public Benefits Package and agrees that the Central SoMa 
Plan should not shoulder the entire cost of rehabilitating the structure. The 1% allocation is a fraction 
of the total resources required to bring the Old Mint to current safety standards but remains a critical 
contribution to realizing its potential.  As one of the most significant public buildings in the West, our 
community partners, along with the City family, are committed to sharing the financial 
responsibilities to reimagine the Old Mint as an anchor of safety, utility, and in service to the many 
communities that make up Central SoMa. The HPC strongly urges the Land Use Committee and the 
Board of Supervisors to retain the opportunity for the Old Mint to potentially capture $20,000,000 
from the Public Benefits Package commitment.  
 
Sincerely,  

Andrew Wolfram 
President 
Historic Preservation Commission 
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cc:   Board of Supervisors 

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
Historic Preservation Commission 
Planning Commission 
Jonas Ionin, Office of Commission Affairs 
Jon Lau, Mayor’s Office of Employment and Workforce Development 
John Rahaim, Planning Department 
Timothy Frye, Planning Department 
Josh Switzky, Planning Department 
Lisa Chen, Planning Department 
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Central SoMa Plan – Additional Staff 
Recommendations and Issues for Consideration  

HEARING DATE: SEPTEMBER 27, 2018 
Project Name: Central SoMa Plan: Approval of Amendments to the Planning 

Code and Administrative Code Ordinance, Zoning Map 
Ordinance, Implementation Program Document, and Housing 
Sustainability District Ordinance 

Date: September 27, 2018 
Record Number: 2011.1356TZU and 2018-004477PCA 
Staff Contact: Lisa Chen, Senior Planner, Citywide Planning 
 (415) 575-9124; lisa.chen@sfgov.org  
Reviewed By: Joshua Switzky, Land Use & Housing Policy Program Manager, 

Citywide Planning; (415)-575-6815; joshua.switzky@sfgov.org   
 
This document includes additional staff recommendations and issues for Planning Commission 
consideration that were not included in the September 6th case packet, related to the Central 
SoMa Planning Code and Administrative Code Ordinance, Zoning Map Ordinance, Housing 
Sustainability Ordinance, and Implementation Program. These issues were brought to the 
attention of the legislative sponsors and/or Planning Department staff since adoption of the Plan 
at the May 10th Planning Commission hearing, but have not been included in the amendments to 
the legislation as of the July 23rd Land Use & Transportation Committee hearing at the Board of 
Supervisors.  
 

ADDITIONAL STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON SEPTEMBER 27, 2018 
Section Request Rationale 
329(e)(2)(b)(vi) On the Key Site identified in Section 

329(e)(2)(vi) (the Creamery), allow 
exception to the requirement for 
protected street frontages in Section 
155(r) (not 155.1 as stated in the 
September 6th case packet). 

Corrects code reference error. 
 

138(e)(2) Add language specifying that the 
Commission’s determination of the 
adequacy of the location, amount, 
amenities, design and implementation 
of privately-owned public open spaces 
(POPOS) shall take into consideration 
the open space and recreational needs 
of the diverse inhabitants of the Plan 
Area, including, but not limited to: 
residents, workers, youth, families, and 
seniors. 

To ensure that POPOS will provide 
a broad range amenities to serve the 
diverse open space and recreational 
needs in the Plan Area.  

mailto:lisa.chen@sfgov.org
mailto:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org
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Case Number 2011.1356TZU & 2018-004477PCA 
Approval of Amendments  
to the Central SoMa Plan 

 
 

ADDITIONAL ISSUES FOR CONSIDERATION ON SEPTEMBER 27, 2018 
Section Request 
249.78 Require “green” and/or “living” walls on new developments, subject to 

further exploration on feasible locations for these amenities. 
263.34 Allow the project to provide a minimum 14’ floor-to-floor PDR ground floor 

height, and reduce the apparent mass reduction controls in Section 270(h) to 
50% on Harrison Street and 0% on Fourth Street, contingent on the project 
providing land for affordable housing. 

329 Require that Key Sites provide on-site child care facilities in satisfaction of 
their fee requirements under Sections 414, 414A, and 423 unless the project 
can demonstrate that it is infeasible to provide such facilities due to state 
licensing requirements that cannot be met on the site, or the Commission 
determines there is no need for additional childcare facilities in the area. 

329(e)(2)(b)(ii)   On the Key Site identified in 329(e)(2)(C) (2nd & Harrison), allow an exception 
to the controls in Section 135(h), to allow the project to include indoor POPOS 
in satisfaction of its residential publicly-accessible usable open space 
requirement. 

329(e)(2)(b)(vi)   On the Key Site identified in 329(e)(2)(H) (Creamery), allow an exception to 
the controls in Section 138, subsection (d), to allow the project to include 
indoor POPOS that do not meet the minimum area of 2,500 square feet and 
minimum floor-to-ceiling height of 20’, and to allow POPOS under 
inhabitable portions of buildings that have a clearance height of less than 20’. 

848 Require a Conditional Use Authorization for Cannabis Retail uses. 
848 Prohibit market-rate Single Room Occupancy (SRO) units and group housing 

uses. 
Uncodified 
section 

Add language specifying that if the City is unable to apply any new 
development requirement that would generate revenue for the Public 
Benefits Program, the other provisions of the Planning and Administrative 
Code amendments would not apply. 
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