
ABBREVIATIONS GENERAL NOTES PROJECT DATA SHEET INDEX
ABV. ABOVE PERF. PERFORATED 1. ALL CONSTRUCTION TO CONFORM TO 2013 CALIFORNIA BUILDING, ELECTRICAL, ADDRESS 216 HEAD ST, A0.0 PROJECT DATA, DRAWING INDEX, DRAWINGP.G. PAINT GRADEA.D. AREA DRAIN 

pL. PL4TE
MECHANICAL, AND PLUMBING CODES AND ALL OTHER STATE, COUNTY, AND CITY SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94132 ABBREVIATIONS, SYMBOLS AND GENERAL NOTESADJ. ADJUSTABLE

PLYWD. PLYWOOD
ORDINANCE AND REGULATIONS PERTAINING HERETO.

BLOCK/LOT 7135/023A.F.F. ABOVE FINISH FLOOR 
PR. PAIR

2• CONTRACTOR SHALL EXAMINE AND VERIFY EXISTING CONDITIONS OF THE JOB SITE. ZONING OISTRICT~ RH-1 ARCHITECTURALBD. BOARS 
pT. POINT

ANY DISCREPANCY BETWEEN DRAWINGS AND EXISTING CONDRIONS SHALL BE OCCUPANCY R3BEL. BELOW 
R. RADIUS

RECORDED AND REPORTED WITH A SUBMITTAL COPY TO THE ARCHITECT FOR CONSTRUCTION TYPE: TYPE V-B A1.0 SITE PLANS &PHOTOGRAPHSBLK. BLOCK
BLKG. BLOCKING REF. REFRIGERATOR

REINF. REINFORCED

RESOLUTION PRIOR TO COMMENCEMENT OF WORK. ALL EXISTING CONDRION
DIMENSIONS PROVIDED BY OWNER AND AflE NOT VERIFIED BY SURVEYOR OR SCOPE OF WORK: ERECT THREE-STORY BUILDING A2.0 FLOOR PLANSBM. BEAM

R.D. ROOF DRAIN
ARCHRECT.

A2.1 FLOOR 8 ROOF PLANSB.O. BY OTHERS
REQ'D. REQUIRED

3. DO NOT SCALE THE DRAWINGS.
FLOOR AREA EXISTING PROPOSED TOTALBOT. 80TTOM

RESIL RESILIENT
4. PERFORM EXCAVATION AND FOUNDATION WORK IN CONFORMANCE WITH THE 1ST FLOOR/GARAGE 0 S.F. 1,436 S.F 1,436 S.F A4.0 ELEVATIONSBSMT. BASEMENT

RET. RETAINING
REQUIREMENTS OF THE SOILS REPORTS.

A4.1 ELEVATIONSCAB. CABINET
RM. ROOM

5. ALL DIMENSIONS.ARE TO THE FACE OF OF STUD, FACE OF CONCRETE, OR FACE OR 2ND FLOOR 0 S.F. 1,395 S.F. 1,395 S.FC.B. CATCH BASIN
R.O. ROUGH OPENING

FRAMING UNLESS NOTES OTHERWISE.
A5.0 SECTIONSCEM. CEMENT

S. SINK
6. COMPLY WITH CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS OF THE CALIFORNIA ENERGY 3RD FLOOR 0 S.F. 1,174 S.F. 1,174 S.FC.I. CAST IRON

SCHED. SCHEDULE
COMMISION FOR MECHANICAL EQUIPMENT, PLUMBING TRIM AND FITTINGS, WATER

A6.0 SCHEDULECLG. CEILING 
SHWR. SHOWER

HEATERS, FURNACES, AND APPLIANCES.
TOTALS 0 S.F.3, 4,005 S.F. 4,005 S.FCLO. CLOSET

SHT. SHEETCLR. CLEAR
7. INSTALL ALL MATERIALS, EQUIPMENT, FlXTURES, AND APPLIANCES IN

CONFORMANCE WITH THE REQUIREMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE
CONC. CONCRETE SHTH. SHEATHING

SIM. SIMILAR
MANUFACTURER AND THE REQUIREMENTS OF ALL APPLICABLE CODES.

GOVERNING CODES (w! SAN FRANCISCO AMENDMENT)CONT. CONTINUOUS
CNTR. COUNTEfl S.D. SMOKE DETECTOR

8. ALL SITE-CONSTRUCTED DOORS, SKYLIGHTS, AND WINDOWS, INCLUDING BUT NOT
LIMITED TO FIELD MANUFACTURED DOORS, SKYLIGHTS, AND WINDOWS SHALL BE 2013 CALIFORNIA BUILDING CODE

CTR. CENTER SPEC. SPECIFICATION
CAULKED BETWEEN THE DOOR, SKYLIGHTS, OR WINDOW AND THE BUILDING, AND 2013 CALIFORNIA MECHANICAL CODE

D. DRYER SD. SQUARE
SHALL BE WEATHER-STRIPPED. 2013 CALIFORNIA PLUMBING CODE

DBL. DOUBLE S.L.D SEE LANDSCAPE DRAWINGS g, ALL WOOD, INCLUDING POSTS WITHIN 8° OF GROUND TO BE PRESSURE TREATED, 2013 CALIFORNIA ELECTRICAL CODE
DET. DETAIL S.S. STAINLESS STEEL

FOR SILL PLATES, SLEEPERS OR BLOCKING IN CONTACT WITH CONCRETED OR 2013 CALIFORNIA FIRE CODE
DIA. DIAMETER S.S.D. SEE STRUCTURAL Df7AWINGS MASONRY FOUNDATIONS PER C.B.C. 2306.4 2013 CALIFORNIA RESIDENTIAL CODE
DIM. DIMENSION STD. STANDARD

10. VERIFY EXACT LOCATION OF PLUMBING AND PIPING WITH THE PLUMBING 2013 CALIFORNIA GREEN BUILDING STANDARDS CODE
DISP. DISPOSAL STL. STEEL

SUBCONTRACTOR. BRING ANY INCONSISTENCIES TO THE ATTENTION OF THE 2013 CALIFORNIA ENERGY CODE
D.W. DISH WASHER STOR. STOflAGE

ARCHITECT BEFORE PROCEEDING WITH THE WORK.
DR. DOOR SYM. SYMMETRICAL

11. VERIFY EXACT LOCATION OF MECHANICAL EQUIPMENT, DUCTS, GRILLES,
D.S. DOWN SPOUT T. TREAD

REGISTERS, FLUES, AND VENTS WITH THE MECHANICAL SUBCONTR4CTOR. WATER CONSERVATION REQUIREMENT
DWG. DRAWING TBD. TO BE DESIGNED

TEL. TELEPHONE
7 p, MECHANICAL, HVAC WORK TO BE DESIGN-BUILD AND UNDER SEPAFATE PERMfT. 1. THE EFFECTIVE FLUSH VOLUME OF ALL WATER CLOSETS SHALL NOTDRWR. DRAWER 13. ELECTRICAL WORK TO BE DESIGN-BUIILD AND UNDER SEPARATE PERMIT. EXCEED 1.28 GPF.T8G TONGUE AND GROOVE'E' OR (E) EXISTING

n'P~ TYPICAL
74. PLUMING WORK TO BE DESIGN-BUILD AND UNDER SEPARATE PERMIT. 2. SHOWEPHEADS SHALL HAVE MAXIMUM FLOW RATE OF 2 GPM AT 80 P51.EA. EACH

T.O. TOP OF
15. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE THE BUILDING OWNER WRH THE LIST OF 3. THE MAX. FLOW RATE OF KITCHEN FAUCETS SHALL NOT EXCEED 1.8 GPMEL. ELEVATION

T.O.S. TOP OF SlA6
HEATING, COOLING, AND LIGHTING SYSTEMS FEATURES, MATERIALS, COMPONENTS AT 60 PSI.

ELEC. DLECTRICAL
U.O.N. UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED

AND DEVICES IN THE BUILDING AND INSTRUCTIONS ON HOW TO USE THEM. 4. THE MAX. FLOW RATE OF RESIDENTIAL LAVATORY FAUCETS NOT EXCEEDED. EQUAL
VERT. VERTICAL

16. AFTER INSTALLING THE WALL AND CEILING INSULATION THE INSTALLER SHALL POST 1.2 GPM AT 60 PSI. THE MIN. FLOW RATE OF RESIDENTIAL LAVATORYEXP. EXPANSION 
VEST. VESTIBULE

IN A CONSPICUOUS LOCATION IN THE BUILDING A CERTIFICATED SIGHED BY THE FAUCETS SHALL NOT BE LESS THAN 0.8 GPM AT 20 PSI.F. FURNACE
V.I.F. VERIFY IN FIELD

INSTALLER STATING THE INSTALLATION IS CONSISTENT WITH THE PLANS. THE
F.D. FLOOR DRAIN CERTIFICATE SHALL ALSO STATE THE MANUFACTURER'S NAME, MATERIAL
FDN. FOUNDATION W/ W~H ER IDENTIFICATION ,AND INSTALLED R-VALUE.

WALLS ENCLOSING CONDITIONED SPACEFIN. FINISH
WH. WATER HEATER

17. THE CENTER OF RECEPTACLES/OUTLETS SHALL BE MOUNTED NOT LESS THAN 15" R-VALUES ON THE PLAN VIEW SHALL MATCH THE R-VALUES ON CF-1R FOflM.F.F.E. FINISH FLOOR ELEVATION
W.C. WATER CLOSET

A.F.F, TYPICAL.
VALUES SHALL BE: (FOR PRESCRIPTIVE PACKAGE D, CF-1 R FORMS)F.F.C. FINISH CEILING ELEVATION

WD. WOOD
18. LIGHT SWITCHES, ELECTRICAL OUTLETS, THERMOSTATS, AND OTHER

R-13 IN 2x4 STUDSFLR. FLOOR
W.I. WROUGHT IRON

ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROLS SHALL NOT BE LESS THAN 15" OR MORE THAN 48"
R-19 IN 2x6 STUDSF.O.C. FACE OF CONCRETE

W.I.C. WALK-IN CLOSET
A.F.F.

R-22 IN 2x8 STUDSFT. FOOT OR FEET ~ g. STRUCTURAL OBSERVATION SHALL BE REQUIRED BY THE [X] ARCHITECT OR [X]
FTG. FOOTING WHO WITHOUT

ENGINEER FOR STRUCTURAL CONFORMANCE TO THE APPROVED PLANS.
R-30 IN ?x10 STUDS

W.O. WHERE OCCURSFURR. FURRING 20. CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR FILING/RECEIVING OF ALL REQUIRED
R-38 IN 2x12 STUDS

G.B. GRAB BAR yyP. WATERPROOF
PERMITS. OR SPECIFY THE R-VALUE ON THE COMPUTER GENERATED CF-i R FORM

GL. GLASS 
yyr, WEIGHT

21. CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY THE SITE CONDRION &DIMENSION BEFORE ORDER
(PERFORMANCE METHOD) (CNC STD 151 (t) i &TABLES 151-B, C OR D AND< ANGLEGRN~. GROUND ANY BUILDING MATERIAL. REFERENCE APPENDICES TABLE 4.3.1).

GRD. GRADE 
@ AT

GYP. GYPSUM 0 DIAMETER

H.B. HOSE BIB # POUND OF NUMBER CEILINGS BETWEEN GARAGE AND ROOMS ABOVE.
AND AT FLOORS WITH CRAWL SPACES

HDWD. HARDWOOD
HOflIZ. HORIZONTAL

R-VALUES ON THE PLAN VIEW SHALL MATCH THE R-VALUES ON CF-1R FORM.HGT. HEIGHT
VALUES SHALL BE= (FOR PRESCRIPTIVE PACKAGE D, CF-i R FORMS)I.D. INSIDE DIAMETER

INSUL. INSULATION DRAWING LEGEND: SYMBOLS R-13 IN 2x4 JOISTS HVAC SYSTEMS. SUCH AS NA A STATE CERTIFlED APPRENTICESHIP PROGRAM, PUBLIC
R-19 IN 2x6 JOISTS U71UTV TRNNINC PROGRAM (NI1H CERTIFlCA710N AS INSTALLER WALIFlCAPON), ORINT. INTERIOR ~~ EXISTING WALL TO REMAIN DETAIL R-22 IN 2x8 JOISTS

OTHER PROGRAM ACCEPTABLE Tb THE DEPM7MENT OF BUILDING MSPEC710N. (CALGREENJT. JOINT ~_____~ EXISTING WALL T08E REMOVED
t
q_~ SHEET N0. R-30 IN 2x10 JOISTS

~pZ.i~
KIT. KITCHEN
LAM. LAMINATE

NEW WALL'~"̀=j'°̀"" ~ R-38 IN 2x12 JOISTS
COVERING DUCT OPENINGS AND PROlEC11NG MECHANICAL EWIPMENT DUPoNG
CONS7RUC110N: DUCT OPENINGS AND OTHER AIR DISTRIBU110N COMPONENT OPENINGS

~ DETAILLAY. LAVATORY '~~ New coNcaFre wnu OR SPECIFY THE R-VALUE ON THE COMPUTER GENERATED CF-1 R FORM BALL COVERED DURING ALL PHASES OF CONSTRUC770N N1TH TAPE, PLASTIC,
SHEElAlE7AL, OR OTHER ACCEPTABLE

LT. LIGHT 1 HR. RATED WALL A-~ (PERFORMANCE METHOD) (CNC STD 151 (f) 1 &TABLES 151-B, C OR D AND
METHODS TO REDUCE THE AMWNT OF WATER,

DUST, ANO DEBRIS ENTERING 7ME SYSTEM.
MAX. MAXIMUM

p~

}/\/~/~/i WALL WRH INSULATION
SHEET N0.

REFERENCE APPENDICES TABLE A.3.~ ~. BATHROOM EXHAUST FANS: MUST BE ENERGY STAR COMPLJANT, ~UC7ED 70 TERMINATEM.C. MEDICINE CABINET ~'~'~ r2 OUTSIDE THE BUILDING, AND CON7ROLLm BY HUMIDIST~T CAPABLE OF ADJl157MENT
MECH. MECHANICAL

~--~?~1 KEY NOTES
~ 1 KEY NOTES NO.

BETMEEN REIAP~E HUMIDITY OF LESS THAN 50X TO MAXIMUM OF 80x HUMIDItt
CONTROL MAY BE A SEPNiAIE COMPONENT FROM THE E%HAUST FAN.MIN. MINIMUM
CARPET: ALL CARPET MUST MEET ONE OF THE FOLLONING (CALGREEN 4.504.3)MLR. MIRROR

G~eaCU Ared 9ruac Sl[3 1. CMPET AND RUG INSTINTE GREEN LABEL PLUS PROGRAM,MISC. MISCELLANEOUS &wd S80i~e~ta 4veB r,.... ~= o~.., 
~~

2. CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF PUBUC HEAl7H STANDARD PRACTCE FOR THE TESTING
MTL. METAL

9roatl jl BC OF VOCS (SPEgFIC~PON 01350).
3. NSF/AN9 740 AT THE COLD LEVEL,MDF MEDIUM DENSITY FIBERBOARD - ~

Head a. scieNnnc ceanricnnoNs srsicMs susraNne~ cMoicE, oa
~N' OR (M NEW

ene
~ Brona+tua~ - 5. CALIFORNIA COLLABORATIVE FOR HIGH PERFORMANCE SCHOOLS EQ 22 AND LISTED IN

THE CHPS HICM PERFORMANCE PFOOUCT DATABASE
N.I.C. NOT IN CONTRACT "~ ' "' pr'"' F~~~

=- ~~~ ~- ' AND CARPET CUSHION MUST MEET CARPET AND RUG INSTIN7E GREEN LABEL,
NO. NUMBER AND INDOOR CMPET ADHE9VE 8 CARPET PAD ADHESIVE MUST NOT E%GEED 50 G/Lvoc wNreNr.
N.T.S. NOT TO SCALE

~
O.C. ON CENTER - RESLLIENT FLOORING SYSTEMS: FOR 807[ OF BOOR AREA RECEINNC RESILIENT FLOptINC,

INSTALL RESIIJENT FLOORING COMPLYING 1NTM:
O.D. OUTSIDE DIAMETER ~_,.. ~ .. .~., ~.r ~._. 1. CER7IFlED UNDER 1HE RESILIENT FLOOR COHERING INSl17UlE (RFG) FL0025CARE
O.D. OVERFLOW DRAIN

_

- - T ~.~;~~~ny~"~~~ 2R COMPLIANT N17H THE VOC-EMISSION LIMITS AND TESPNG REWIREYENTS OFOPNG. OPENING - ~:'~ CALIFORNIA DEPAF7MENT OF PUBl1C HEALTH 2070 STANDARD METHOD FOR 1NE TESTING
DPP. OPPOSITE ~ ~ ~~~v~~~~~HM'ci ~~~'~+,,,y~F, 1y ~ n ~ ~~ AND EVAlUA710N CHAMBERS V.1.1,

3. COMPLIANT 'MTH 1HE COLUBORA7IYE FOR HICM PERFORMANCE SCHOOLS (CHPS)~ ,.,,,,,. ~., xnovaiisw~Nzsaes
,~yMi F. Foran Fury

E~P.2 AND LISTED IN THE CHPS HIGH PERFORMANCE PRODUCT DATABASE, OR
4. CER 11FlE0 UNDER THE GREENWARO p11LOREN h SCHOOLS PROGRAM TO COMPLY NITH"t ~ ~ ~ CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH

fW~ COMP0517E YA700 PRODUCTS: NUtDNVOD PLYWOOD, PARTCLEBOARD, AND MEDIUMFie^ DENSITY fIBERB0AR0 COMPOSITE W70D PRODUCT5 USED ON INhRIIXt OR EXTERIOR
SHALL MEET CMB RIR TOXICS CONTROL MEASURE FOR

anf ~
> ., ~ ~ .~ .. .. .. . ~ .. i

COMPOSITE WOOD. SEE CALGREEN
TABLE 4.504.5.

INTERIOR PAINTS,COAlINGS LOW-VOC AEROSOL PAINTS, COATING ARE COMPLY N1TH

U C N T Y MAP
CALIFORNIA GREEN BNLDINC CODE.

SOW VOC CAULKS, CONS7RUC710N ADHESIVES, ANO SEALANTS ME COMPLY N17H
N . T. S.

CALIFORNIA GREEN BUILDING CODE.
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NO.1

PHOTO
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SIDE WALK Ho70 '^ ~ SIDE WALK '~

p

ryp,; (N)DRIVEWAY

10' MAX.

N0.4

~~
y

"' (N)CURB CU CURB CUT

(E)SITE PLAN (N)SITE PLAN 3'LTREERATIDLEAST OSFROM ALL
~~ _ 1~-0.. ~n _ 1''~n UiIL1TY LINES

COMPLY WITH PLANNING CODE 132. (G)
PROVIDE 50 PERCENT OF UNPAVED AND
LANDSCAPE OF THE FRONT SETBACK WRH
MINIMUM OF 20 PERCENT LANDSCAPING
REQUIREMENT COUNTED TOWARDS THE
SETBACK AREA.
THE SETBACK AREA FOR THE SUBJECT SITE
IS 402 SQUARE FEET, AND THE REDUIRED
GREEN LANDSCAPING REQUIREMENT WOULD
BE 201 SQUARE FEET.

vr~~vv~r~ i ~v~v•
TOTAL FRONT SETBACK AREA = 370.75 S.F.
TOTAL LANDSCAPE AREA = 146 S.F.
TOTAL PERMEABLE AREA = 224.75 S.F.

70TAL GREEN LANDSCAPE AREA = 606 S.F.
TOTAL PERCENT = G.L. AREA / F.SB. AREA
TOTAL PERCENT = 370.75 S.F. / 370.75 S.F.
TOTAL PERCENT = 100% > REQUIRED
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~ DD
FLOOR LEVEL ~ 0
-
-SYMBOL

------ —O -------- O ---- O ----- O ----

EXT. INT. EXT. EXT. EXT. INT.
DOOR TYPE SWING SLIDING GARAGE DOOR POCKET
W" X H" SIZE 36" X 80" 36" X 80" 96" X 84" 28" X 80"

FLOOR LEVEL
------------- -- --------- -- ------- ---------------

SYMBOL OO OF OO

EXT. INT. INT. INT. EXT.
DOOR TYPE SWING SWING SLIDING
W" X H" SIZE 32" X 80° 28" X 80" 28" X 80"

SYMBOL 1 2 3 4
WINDOW TYPE FIXED SINGLE HUNG SLIDER SINGLE HUNG
W X H SIZE 2'0 X 6'8 2'6 X 4'0 6'0 X 4'0 2'6 X 6'0
SILL HEIGHT 0" A.F.F. 2'6 A.F.F. 2'6 A F.F. 1'0 A.F.F.
DESCRIP110N ALUMINUM WINDOW WOOD/ALUMINUM CLAD WOOD/ALUMINUM CLAD ALUMINUM WINDOW ~

SYMBOL S ~ 6 7
WINDOW TYPE SINGLE HUNG AWNING SLIIDER
W X H SIZE 3~0 X 4'0 2'0 X 2'0 5'0 X 4'0
SILL HEIGHT 2'8 A.F.F. 4'8 A.F.F. 2~8 A.F.F.
DESCRIPTION ALUMINUM WINDOW WOOD/ALUMINUM CLAD WOOD/ALUMINUM CLAD

•
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• Tti RE5F10LD AT DOORWAYS SFIALL NOT F~CGEED OJS INGF1 IN F1EIGt1T FOR SLIDING DOORS SERVING DWELLING UNITS OR O.5 WCFi FOR OTFIER DOORS.TFIRESFtOLD F1.EIGFiT SFIALL BE LIMITED TO 7.75 INCHES (RESIDENTIAL) WHEN TY1E DOOR IS AN EXTERIOR DOOR THAT IS NOT A COMPONENT OF THE

REQUIRPD MEANS OF EGRESS; THE DOOR, OTHERTNAN AN DCTERIORSTORM OR SCREEN DOOR DOES NOT SWING OVERTIIE LANDING OR STEP.
ALL DCTERIOR DOOR TO BE INSTALLED WITH WOOD TRIM, U.O.N

HEAD 2 LAYERS OF GRADED JAMB SILLBLDG. PAPER
?5' SNCCO FINISH-3
COAT APPLICATION

36' G1P. BD. BLDG. PAPER UP 0 ~GSM FLASHING O/
DUPONT S1RA~GHTFLASH~ EQ
GSM FLASHING

CAULK ALL 2X2 WD. TRIM

DUPONT STRAIGHh7ASH
OR EQ. LAP ./ WIN.

~ ~~M ~~ 3—COAT S7UCC0 CAULK ALL
CAULK ALL FlNISH EDGES
EDGES 2 DYERS OF

GRADE D BLDG.
PAPER 36~ GW. BD.
7~~ EXT. PLYMI~

ADJ. SILL PAN
FLASHING BY 'JAMSILL
GUARD " OR E0.
CAULK ALL EDGES
WATER DRIP
DUPONT TYVEK
FLE%'M2AP OR EQ. LAP
O/ BLDG. PAPER

EDGES WATER DRIP
CAULK ALL EDGES 46" GYP. BD.

1. PROVIDE FLASHING SYSTEM BY DUPONT TYVEK OR EQ., U.O.N.
2. INSTALL ALL WINDOWS & PLASHING PER MFR. INSTRUCTIONS

3. VERIFY EGRESS SIZES W MANUFACTURER.

%" SNCCO FlNISH-3
COAT APPLICATION
p ~gyERS OF GanDE D
B~oG. PnPER

ALUM. WINDOW BY 80NELLI OR EQ., NP.

WINDOW DETAIL - STUCCO 1
SCALE 3/4' = 1'-0'

HEAD JAMB SILL
DUPONT STRAIGHTfLASH OR ADJ. SILL PAN

2%2 WD. TRIM E0. LAP O/ WIN. FLANGE BASHING 8Y 'JAMSILL
15# BLDG. PAPER 1X4 REDWD. SIDING GUARD ~ OR E0.

46' GYP. B0. CAULK ALL EDGES CAULK ALL CAULK ALL EDGES1X4 REDWD. SIDING EDGES
BLDG. PAPER LAP 0/ GSM FLASHING 15/ BLDG. PAPER WATER DRIP0/ DUPONT STRAIGHiFLASH OR ED.
GSM FLASHING 1¢~ EXT. PLYWD ~• GYP. BD. DUPONT TYVEK
2X2 WD.TRIM FLEXNRAP OR EQ. LAP

CAULK ALL WATER DRIP 96" GW. BD. O/ BLDG. PAPER
EDGES CAULK ALL EDGES 15/ BLDG. PAPER WRMPm 1X4 REDWD. SIDING

ARWND CONER 15~ BLDG. PAPER
1. PROVIDE FLASHING SYSTEM BY DUPONT TYVEK OR EQ., U.O.N.
2. INSTALL ALL WINDONS &FLASHING PER MFR. INSTRUCTIONS

3. VERIFY EGRESS SIZES W MANUFACTURER.

ALUM. WINDOW BY BONELLI OR EQ., TYP.

WINDOW DETAIL - SIDING 2
SCALE 3/4' 1'-0'

OWNER / REPRESENTATNE:

ALFRED LEE

216 HEAD ST
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94132
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Alder Landscape Architecture
January 24, 2019
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Hello, My name is Glenn Rogers, RLA. I am a registered

Landscape Architect and I would like to provide my

professional opinion of the property at 216 Head Street.

As you can see by the photos, numerous cars park on this

street with only four residents. This is because those
living at 208 and 212 Head Street have so many people

living there. Originally, planned to be a single family

residences, after these residents were completed, they

quickly became apartments with 4 to 5 renters living there.

It is not uncommon to have as many as 20 cars parking

along Head Street. It is my concern that the construction

of 216 Head Street, would be similar to those at both 208

and 212 Head Street. Therefore, the neighborhood would

like to stop the overdevelopment of property here.

In this next picture, the view of the side of the building at

212 Head Street is on display. Only one coat of paint was

applied to the side of this house. Today, mold and mildew

can be seen all along Alemany Blvd. and for blocks away.

It is our hope, when new construction occurs at 216 Head
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January 24, 2019

Street, there will be two coats of paint and an anti-mold

additive included in the paint to provide a more attractive

appearance.

In the next picture, you can see a mound that was added

here when construction occurred at 208 and 212 Head

Street. Normally, when it rains on sandy soil, the water

goes straight down. With the slope being so steep here

and with the addition of weeds to make the soil less

porous, instead water flows to adjacent properties.

Sandra Mo has photos of her garage being flooded by
water from the 216 Head Street. It is against City codes to
have water from one property flow into the other. Despite
this and after numerous complaints, the owners' of 216
Head Street have ignored neighbors complaints. Instead,

they are very willing to pay paltry fines and continue their
unnenighborlike behavior year after year. Today, we ask
you to correct the unsuitable situation here at 216 Head
Street.

Thank you,

Glenn Rogers, RLA

Landscape Architect

License 3223

Report on Animals, Page 3
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From:

Sent:

To:

Cc:

Subject:

Follow Up Flag:

Flag Status:

Jonas P.'Ionin,
E7irector of Commission Affairs

CPC-Commissions Secretary

Wednesday, January 23, 2019 1122 AM

Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin

(CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Ganetsos, Dori (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)

FW: 1519 Polk Street

Follow up

Flagged

Planning Department ~ City &County of San Francisco
1656 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309 ~ Fax: 415-55~-b409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.orq

From: Polk Merchants <polkmerchants@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2019 8:37 AM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>

Cc: sabrina.thillard5@gmail.com

Subject: 1519 Polk Street

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Dear commissioners

On behalf of the Polk District Merchants Associative I would like to email you my support of the new wine, cheese, and

chocolate bar going in on 1519 Polk street. We are very excited to has a wonderful establishment coming into the

neighborhood. This would be a great addition to the area and will have positive results for all involved.

Take care,
Parker Austin

President PDMA



Ganetsos, Dori (CPC

at C~Hearing ~

~ ~

From: Moe Jamil <moejamil@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 15, 2019 9:39 PM

To: Ganetsos, Dori (CPC)
Cc: Joslin, Jeff (CPC)

Subject: 2018-008877CUA Conditional Use Authorization (CUA) 1519 POLK ST

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Categories: M-Files

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Dear Ms. Ganetsos:

My name is Moe Jamil, I former chair of the Middle Polk Neighborhood Association. My comments are my own. The

project sponsor shared their vision for this long vacant space with me in December 2017 and I was delighted to hear that

a local business was excited to activate this space. This space has been vacant for a very long time -the last use that had

a long time presence was See's Candy. Now 13 months later after our initial conversation, this project has reached the

planning commission to operate an exciting wine bar with tapas owned by a local small business owner.

cannot tell you how excited I am to welcome this business to the Polk Street corridor. We lament about the rise in

vacant storefronts but here is a great chance to fill a space with a use that is necessary, desirable and compatible. The

amount of eating and drinking uses does not exceed 35% of frontage within 300 feet of the site which is indicative of the

need for this use at this location.

The project sponsor has done a great job of outreach by contacting several neighborhood associations and the local

merchants association in addition to conducting a required pre-application meeting. I commend the sponsor for staying

with this process of 13 months to obtain a CU to open this business. I hope we can figure out ways to speed up these

processes in the future for other local, non-chain, non-formula retail businesses.

respectfully request the commission to approve this CU application and look forward to frequenting this local business.

request that a copy of this email be included in the packet prepared for the hearing.

Sincerely,

Moe Jamil
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San ~ranc~sco's Vision
A safe,. vikarant and inclusive City ca€shaped prasper ty

-

~
`~~ `°'~o~

Residents and Clean, safe and A diverse, Excellent city A city and region
#amities tha# linable equitable and serrrices prepared fc~r the

thrive cn€~n~unities in~Iu~ve ~it~ future

San Francisco Planning's Vision and Core Values

Our Vision:

~Aaking San Francisco the
world's most livable urban
place —environmentally,
economically, socially and
culturally.

Our Values:
• COLLABORATION

• OPEN DIALOGUE

• EFFICIENCY

• INCLUSIVE

• EDUCATION

• VISIONARY

• FAIRNESS
• TRUST <, ,

• PASSION

• RESPECT , 'r

• CONSISTEN

• INNOVATION
FMRI (IVFF CdTISI

2
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SF Planning's Existing Equity Work

• Eastern Neighborhoods — PDR protection and affordable housing

• Green Connections

• Health Care Services Master Plan

• Japantown Cultural Heritage and Economic Sustainability Strategy

• SoMa Pilipi~as Cultural Heritage District

• Sustainable Chinatown

• Mission Action Plan 2020 & Calie 24 Special Use District

• LGBTQ+ Cultural Heritage Strategy
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The "Curb Cut Effect"

Uplifting the most disadvantaged benefits
everyone.

0
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• . •

I nitially Explicit

Government explicitly creates Discrimination
inequity. "race

Became Implicit Government for Racial Equity

illegal, but Proactive policies, practices
-neutral" and that advanceand maintains racial

-.- _ practices
policies and procedures

perpetuate inequity. racial equity.

t p`
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;._~~.,.

•
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Household Income by Race/Ethnicity

-..

(2010)

White

..
.. ...

$83,796

. .

117.5

African American $30,840 43.3

American Indian/Alaska Native
~M~ ~~_.

$51,087 71.6%

Asian ~ $60,648 85.1%

Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander ~ $57,560 ~80J%

Other Race $52,599 73.8%

Two or More Race $66,473 93.2%

Hispanic or Latino $55,985 78.5%

Source: San Froncisco 2014 Housing Element, Table I-16
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Housing Burden by Race/Ethnicity= (2015)

Figure 1. Housing Burden by Race (Median Monthly Rent 2015 = $1,840)

100% ~ AVERAGE INCOFE @LINDEN 130% OF NCOME)

~ NOT BURDENED (~0%~

_ MODERATELY 9URDENED (31-502.1

g~~ -- VERY HIGH OURDEt~D (51-80~

- Severely sU~t~o pan6~

60?;

9095

20% ,
h

I

~ ' _

WHITE BU1CK ASIAN HISPANKI HAWAIIAN! NATIVE TYO/ SOMH
lATWO PACIFlC AMEFkAN! MORE OTHER

ISLAldDER ALASKAN
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Perinatal and infant mortality rates per 1,000
i n San Francisco by race/ethnicity (2008)

Hgure 3. Perl~aGl and Infant Mortalliy Rates Per 1.040 In San Frantlsco by Race; Ethnicity {2008)

35 ~ PERINATAI DEA?HS

INFANT DEATiS

25

p _

75

b

SF INFkNT=5.6

5 _ — — _ _ — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ — — Sf PEAMATA44.9

HSPANIC W/iTE BWfX 0.51PN/PACIP.0 ISLAI~ff ER OTHER RACE

Sosce'CDN FpveM Pai~wal (Awam. Dora 0.swrt208. lsYhirbf mf~He

As a whole, t~~e City and County of San Francisco is
making progress towards achieving racial equity.
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Asa whole, my department is making
progress towards achieving racial equity.

k~tr as~~n; a+~..•in

.:c ur, 
__ _ ._.

~ :

Breakdown by Job Class

sao~.~

eo.a%

~o.o~~

w.ass

so.ose

m.m~

30.E

Z0.0°6

10.0°%

0.0°b

19.5X

9.TK g,;qb 9.1% 9.1%

■ ■

Senior&Middle Mgf/Planner lV Vlanneriech, I. II, III o~CaTm Othef Grofe55ional5taff ~R, Support/flerical Staff

Oev Spec. Analyst OARS, etc)

•Prefer not to Answer Everyone Else/people o(Calor RWhite

Breakdown by lob Class &Race/Ethnicity
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Employees understand the importance of prioritizing racial equity.

Employees have a basic understanding of racial disparities and institutional racism.

Employees do not have all the tools to address racism.

~PJ;aughts c t.=~ .

~ ! understand why ii is important for San F~oncisco Planning to I
f make rociaf equity e priority in our work.

1 chink it is valuable to discuss the impacts of race. '

~ ~1 believe 1 have the toots to address institutional racism in my '

workplace.

II om actively involved in promoting social justice changes in the '
workplace. ... . ~---

r
t can identify examples of institutional racism ~ ~ ̀' - ~

' / have o basic unde~sfanding of the racial disparities in San - - ~
Francisco. ---

L — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 
Stran9~e 

— — — — — — — — — 
N ~N,e, 

— — — — — — ~ R èrgrc Agree/~'sagree Agre

Workplaces experiences with race
Flgure 7. I feel <omfwtable W Iking about race wlthln
my depa~unent work setting.
to=182

• 95% of respondents agree to

having "positive relationships
with employees that are of a

different race." (n=180)

D15T~REE
NETHER AGREE~9iSAGREE

_ AGREE

10
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•

Framework and
I nitiative Components

Levels of Inequity

Structural

I nstitutional

I ndividual

1~
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Strategy: National Framework /Best Practice

• A shared analysis and definitions

• Urgency /prioritize

Visualize

.. ... . . ...

• Racial equity tools Internal infrastructure, Aciion Plan

• Data to develop strategies and drive results Partnerships

SF Planning's Process
~ev_. . ~ ._ , .,

• Normalize: 12 Planning staff

attended inaugural Government

Alliance on Race and Equity

(GF~RE) year-long learning cohort

in 2016 (along with 15 SFPUC

staff )

• Organize: Core Team formed

(2016) —executes day-to-day

work.

• Organize: Action Plan work began

(2016)

• Normalize/operationalize:

Launched internal staff training

(2017) — 70% complete

• Organize: Steering Committee set

up (2018) —staff and

management representation

from every Department division

12
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Planning's Racial and Social Equity Initiative Components

■ 2016-18: Phase I Action Plan for internal functions

■ 2019: Phase I I Action Plan for external functions

Ongoing:

• Implementation and integration into existing work

• Monitoring and tracking performance measures

• Updates to the Plan every 3-5 years, with annual reporting.

Commissions and community on progress

Racial &Social Equity
Action Plan Phase

13
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Plan Outline Phase I (internal)

I. Racial &Social Equity Vision &Background

II. Current Conditions

External San Francisco Conditions

Internal Conditions -Department survey

III. Phase I Racial and Social Equity Strategy (goals, objectives, actions)

IV. Phase I Implernentation Next Steps

V. Phase II Overview

Phase I —Department Goals
Internal Strategy

Goal 1

Goal 2

Goal 3

Goal4

G oa 15 --~

14
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i

Implementation
Process and Tools

15
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San Francisco Arts Commission

Raci:ilEquity Ob~cccroes Re ccountab~lif5 ~ Budget ~ Start Eini ' "
_,.~v.~.r~.Mx~.~,~~ ~ ~~~~~m.A.,

• 3.1. Provida racial~*quity
osienfaation. far au:sv stat7,

coannairsioaers, interns and

catunteers.

3~c~e employee Qiiice a'~iauaa~ar

orienfaaioxa snd

Landbuok I7imctcrrofGultural

~l~'~ire

c~ ~.~~~
nsecntatinn ~,ac~r;aL~ commission

Secreiar~

Quartcr:i ~?ngai~

Z'1 s~-ti)

16
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mplementation Tools

ftaaai Eq~tii~ Toolkit ~
to AssessP~i€ties lniti~t7Ves ProSrsms:and6ud~etEsS~~s

The vq~n of Me Se~fle Rye mow! Soe{a! 1us~e N~afnre Es to e~e~e eacci~ e~egoiiy &~ the
commungy. Ta dothis req~:ires entli~g in61~: i~Ji al racism, insSitutional racis~i entl structural racism. The Racial
Egimty Tooikit laps oui a Rrocess anG a sd afpu?stionsto gatitlethc tle~relopmznt. implementafien and
svnluafion of po~icfes. initiatiue;. Frogrart!s. entl butlgetiss~es to acltlress the impacts ~n rsciel e~auit .

nJ8rti3 C~9f8 CGIl~1y

Racial and Health Equity PUBL!C
Budget Equity Assessment Tool HEA,L~~H

FY 2029

I nterim Racial and Social Equity Assessment Tool

Key Questions /Steps:

v Who will benefit? How can we mitigate

9 Who will be burdened? negative unintended
consequences for

• Have we talked to vulnerable communities?
stakeholders who may be How can we develop
affected? strategies to advance racial

• What are the possible and social equity?

unintended consequences?

17
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APPLICATION TO HIRING PRACTICES AND INTERNSHIPS

._..,.
.c 

~ 
,. 33

~~ .._. ..

l~

displacement, gentrification

and exclusion in different

neighborhoods

APPLICATION TO COMMUNITY STABILIZATION STRATEGY ~`
What are unintended consequences ,

Project Components ~~lportunities to advance equity, etc. ~

m

Compile and assess the City's
existing stabilization and
anti-displacement programs

and policies

Propose recommendations to

enhance existing programs

and policies, and suggest new

tools and policies

Understand stages of



1/24/2019
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Next Steps

Phase II Action Plan (2019):
• Development of goals, objectives and

contents

Communication (early 2019)
• Roll out community engagement plan

and webpage with information

Phase 1 Action Plan (by spring):
• Finalize implementation details
• Return to Commissions for an action in

March/spring
;'.

1
___

Training &Brown bags (by spring):
• All employees complete training by March,

future hires will go to Human Rights
Commission training

• Commissioners training

Ongoing:
• Implementation, tracking and updates to the

Plan every 2-3 years
• Annual reporting on progress to community

and Commissions
• Integration of tools and learning into existing

projects

Some Key Issues to Keep in Mind

• Identify implementation

resources.

• Coordination and consistency

(definitions, etc.) across City

Departments.

• Balance multiple priorities

(e.g. accelerate review of

housing permits and

integrate equity).

San Francisco's Vision
A sak. Nbrant anti inciusrve GTy of share) praspen"/

Where should citywide data live,
who should maintain i~, and how

shoald Departments track

indicators we jointly influence

(e.g. transportation or housing}

~~



Deborah Landis -`'~~ ~~'~~~g~~~
Deputy Director of Administration, January 16, 2019 -



FY19-21 budget Overview



Mayor's Office :~ :N~ ~~~~Pyy~ ~4:~-~~~s ~~~

~~

2



10 Year Volume ~ Current Year Projection



Revenue Budget

FY18-19 FY19-20 F1'~0-2~(''
~evenue~ Adopted Budget Proposed BudgetPropos~d Budgef

Charges for Services $43;519,481 $42,598,988 $42,892,.945

~ran~k~ ~ ~~~~ial ReVer~ues $2075~00~._ `'.$2.;~€J~.,~~~ ~345,QOQ

Deve~oprrier~t Impact Fe~~ ', _ . .: .: - ~~,3~~,131 ';' $2,1:37:;.722 $ ~ 7365, 035

Ex~~ncliture Recovery $15~~ ~45 ; $1,J'14,~~95 ~1.,914,~95

C~en~~al ~un~~ ~p~ort ~~8487~0 $5,1~8,57~i $~t$46F~Q0

.. .
:.~: ..:.:a~a. .:eu~n~~~: :~ ':' :: :::.5~3~598~::::: _ ~ 3~3 77~ .: ::

4



Expenditure Budget ~Y19-21

~'~~~C` LL~4 . .

k
~z~ .



Work Program

~~~z :. v.. ~~ ..:.

~'~`` —~ ~' s~

V~ork ~'~agrarn
Adopted . Propds~d Proposed

,: ~Y~ 819 FY1 ~-2Q FY2C~-21~~, r,.~, _
Bud~~# Buc3 =.= ~ budget

1 ~u°Trent P~anr~~ng: 77.79 78.43- 78.39

2 ̀ ~~~~uvide Pfar~n~ng' 46.90 47.:70 47..67

~nvironmer~tal
3

P[ann~r~~
4 .95 44. ~ 7 44.14

~ot~ing
4 ' Ad~inis~~ation & 1'8.22 '!x.50 ~ 5.50: ';

-- - --- ---~o~li'ance:
5 ,Administratir~n 48.5 5'~ 51 5~ .44

235. ~~ ~3 r .



Budget Calendar FY19-21

Vil~rk Pragrarr~ Activity





~ s ~

a i orn ~a nv~ ron men a
ua ~ c ~s or~ca

r reso u ces ocess

Fr~r~~is~~ Pl~r~r~,r~g Comm~~i~n
Hirt ric Preservation Commission Joint
H Bari ng

~~ c~c~s~~a„~.

w ..:

`̀ ;::~ ~ ~,
Y~, ~-r~.~,y~ ,

24 20~ 9
SAN FR~INCISCO
PLANIw11NG DEPARTMENT



E r ter i eve
r
• Is project a minor alteration that meets Categorical
Exemption Checklist scopes of work?

• Is subject property a historical resource? Determination of
historic resource status (Category A, B, or C).

• Will project impact a historical resource?

• If so, what is level of impact?

Can mitigation measures reduce impact?

• Is the impact significant and unavoidable?

• If so, what are preservation alternatives to the project that
would avoid or substantially lessen the significant historic
impact?



STEP 4: PROPOSED UUaRK CHECKLIST
TQ BE COMPLETED BY PI~OJECT PLANNER

Check x,11 tl1~t a~a~ly to tlYe project.

1. Clt~nge of use and stew construction. Tenant im~~rc~~=~inents not included.

~. Regular anairitenance or repair to c:e~rrert Qr r~~~~ir d~terior~tian, decay, ~r c~~~xnage to t~uilciing.

3. Windaw replaeeiz~ent t~~r~t rrieets t~ze De~~e~rtment's ~Virtc~ca;v Rfpiac:~~etr.t ~tatac~~r~~~. L)c~es not iilclud~

storefront ~;vinc~o~,= ~lteratians.

❑ ~. Garage work. tai I12~' 4~.~L?Il ll~ #~7c3t I27t'~~S ~12 ~1d2t~~~tY2!'S ft71't"~t~'t~'tPt.~+~"' ~t?7"tl~c~'~'~ t?itt~ t..tt.t'b ~1[~S, c3Ilt~~01

r~~~Ic7CQiTtE'Y1t {?~ ii ~~Tc?~~ C1QQT 121 c321 ~E'~ISt1I1~ O~)~21]21~ ~71t 1Tie2t~ ~l2 T2S1C~2IltIc~ ~L'S1~T1 ~Ult~l'~li1~S.

~. ~BC~C~ ~eTTdC~ C~I13~r1iC~IO2lf QT ~E'I1Cl'S ilDt 4'152~1~2 ~TO31 c311`F 1I17I112t~Ir1tE'I'~~ dC'~~c3C,eflt ~?UL)I1C T'Ig~l~-Ot-SVd~'.

❑ 6. Meellani~al equipment instillation thc3~ IS Ilfl~ V1S1~?~2 ~T'QETl 3tt~' 1111111~c~ic1t21~' ~3C~~c~C~Ttt ~Li~~I1C Tl~llt-Qf-

~pi~. yT.
J

❑ i. I3~r~t~er installation tt~~t insets t1~e requirement$ fc~r exem~->tian from ~txl~lic notification tu~d~r Znr~are~

Ac~nrl~~strr~tor Butt~trlt l~Ta. 3: Lac~rnrer ~1~~i~~e~e~~zs.

❑

~3. Addition(s) that ire not ~.~it~le troin any i~runec~it~tely adjacen# ~ni171 c right-ot-v,,~~y ~~r 1''~~l feet in e~c~1

c~iirectio~l, C~Q~'S IlOt E'Xt211C~ V+22't1iCc~~~~ ~?2~;onc.~ the t1Qc~r le~•el of the to~.-~ sto~,;r n€ the ~tnicture or is oi~l~r a

single story ssi 11~ig~it; does not here ~ fao#~,riizt t~Yat is more tT1t~n 5Q°fo l~irger tl~~.xt that of t~ze ori,~iil~l

builciulg, ~u~ci c~joes xtot cause tl~e re~no~~~l Qt ~r~hitectural signi£ic~1t raot n~ futures.

Mote: Project Planner mist clerk l ox below ~efare proceeding.

I"rojec~# is nc~t listed. GU T4 STEP 5.

Prajec-t does not caiiforni tea the sco~e~ of c~=ork. GO TtJ STEP 5.

PrvJect in~~olve~ four or more word c-ieseri~tions. GO T4 STEP 5.

Proje~-t in~~al~~es less th~i femur u=ork cies~-ri~tions. G4 TO STEP 6.



Category A -known historic resources

category -age-eligible
preservation review

properties requiring further

~ ; ~~ ~ ~ -not historic resources; no additional
preservation review required



■ Is property an individual historical resource?

• Meets significance criteria

• Retains integrity

• Period of significance

• Character-defining features

■ Is property within a district? Is it a district contributor?



ter i ~ H a ri I ~
r ~ rat

Sponsor/Consultant Prepares

Historic Resource Determination Supplemental Application
(Supplemental)

Historic Resource Evaluation (HRE) report, Part I -Property
Determination

Preservation Planner Prepares

Preservation Team Review (PTR) form

Historic Resource Evaluation Response (HRER) Part



■ Will project cause impact to an individual historical
resource?

• Meets the Secretary of Interior's Standards

• Causes material impairment

■ Will project cause impact to a historic district?

• New construction compatible with district

• Causes material impairment to district

■ Will project cause impact to adjacent historic properties?

• Setting or vibration impacts



Consultant Prepares

Historic Resource Evaluation (HRE) report, Part II -Project Analysis

Preservation Planner Prepares

Preservation Team Review (PTR) form

Historic Resource Evaluation Response (HRER) Part II -Project Impacts



"~' SAN FRANCISCO
y PLANNING DEPORTMENT
p __. _. .... _.._ .........S

PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW FORM
1650 FMssfon S3.

(Pns~rvxbn Twm Mwtlnq Datr.~6/76/2oia ~Daa of corm CompNtlon Fn 6i2ota '.
Supu a W
San Rancisc~.

.._.._...... _ ... _.._ _.__. ___ CF 9~710.4~2di9

PROTECT INFONMATiOit gviceotbe.

Planner: _ _. Atldresr. . . . ~ 916.558.6376

AN{~pn Vantleniiw 4519-4527 19th Street '. Far,

~BlaWloC .. Cross 5lreetr. _1 a15.658.BIW

--- --- _ ----
2701;037 Douglass Street and Seward Sheet Piam~ng

__ . _... _. __ ~_ ...,
~ CEQA Category: ~ Mt.10/1L i BPA/Case No= !

Imomfat~:
115.558.6377

B 1014.0611E

PURPOSE OF REVIEIM:. . .... _. 1 VROIER DESCWPTOIk.. .. . ..~.'

. ~EOA ~r[,<~e 10 ~? 1 7relim inary:7it •Alteration ~ Den~oi4~,w Construction

LDAiE 0i VLANS UNDER REVIE~1r~ 2I277I014 ~_._L~o~~T~,~: i
,~ IS Ne subject Property an ellglMe historic rewwce~_ . _. ._._ _.. . _... __ __.i
r] '. If so.aretheproposed changesa signHicantimpaR?

Additanal Notes: '

The proposed Wojec[ consists of a two-story vertical addltlon to aone-storybuildinc~ at '...
''. 4519 19111 Street: The rear res[de~uia! tw7diny aC 4521 19th Street is rat underyofng ahy
alterations. This review evaluates batli buildings. A Supplemental infonna[ian for

'. - Historic Resource Evaluatign {Supplemental) farm (dated 2!28!2014) for g514-A521 79t1i
Street was submitted by the project sponsor to aid this review. - '..

__. _PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW: '..

Miztork flesource Presets Yes '•No ' ~ C NfA

JHlsmric

_

Intliv~dual DistricVContezt '.

i Property is lndivicluaUy Mig16lefa inciusmnina Property is in an eligible Gali£ania Register '..
i i California Req~ster under one a more of the Histwk DistricVLontextunder onear more of '.
~ ~ fdlowinq tdieria the following CHterla: '~

i Criterbn i -Event: ! Yes ( No Criterion 1 -Event: Yes n Nn
i

'. Criterion l-Perwns~ {"Yes •~o I: Criterion:-Persnns~ i'Yes r No ''

i Criterion 3 - Archltetture~ '"' Yes ii No '. CriterEon 3 - Architenuie: "'~ Yes fi No

''~ Criterbn4-Info. Potential: 'Ye5 ~~NO ~ Critei~on4-!nlo. Potential: ,... tles ~~No I''.

Period o(Signiflrance: ~~' Period d Si9rtiFiwnce. n/a

f ~'° Ccnaibutor ~' Non-Conidbuinr

Compiles with the Secretar~Is Standards/Art 10/Art i t: Yes No is N/A

CEQA Material Impairment. ~ ~ Yes . No

Needs More information. Yes No

Requires Design eevis~onr. C ves i• No

Defer to Nesidengal0esign Team: '~ Yes ~~ No

" f Nn i s se.ecte~ for tiiswi < Fe,om<e ~r i_E~Zh, a siy a ema 6nm ~c or vresrrvt [inn 4'~ann=r or
Preservation Cxrdinator is required.

PRESElNATION 7FAM COMMENTS

Based on the Supplemental form completed forthe subject buildings and additional
research by Department staff, the subject property at 4519-4521 19th Street is not an
histor(cal resource under CEQA.

The subject property was developed in 1908 with theconstruction ofthe onrand-half-
story building that stands at the rear of the lo[ (4521 19th Street). Based on permit records,
[he front onestory building was constructed in 1925 as a garage and was converted to a
residence in 1947. Constructed in 7908, the rear building was built during the post-
earthquakeexpansion of[hearea and the City generally. As many properties were
constructed during [his period, the subject building does not appear to be significant for
its associationwfthpost-earthquakedevelopmentor wi[hanyothersignificanteventsor
trends in [he local area or San Francisco generally. Neither the construction of the garage
or it conversion to a residence appears to be associated with significant events locally or in
San Francisco generally.Therefore, the subject property is no[ sign(ficant under Criterion 1.
Based on the Supplemental form, no significant persons are assoc(ated wtih either
building:The subject property is not significant under Criterion 2

The rear building is an one~and-half-story, gable-roof, single-family residential building
with minimal detailing and does not appear to be a significant example of a type, period,
or style. Thefront residential building is a simpfeFlat-roof, one-story building with a
combination of wood double-hwng and aluminum slider windows and features a heavy
cornice. Constructed as a garage in 7925 and later modified to a residence, the front
building at 4519 19th Streetis not a significant example of a type, period, or style. Neither
building is the work of a master architxt or but Ider.Therefore, the subject property is not
slgnfficant under Criterion 3.

the subject buildings are not significant under Criter(on 4, since this significance cri terra
typically applies to rare construction types when involving the built environment. The
subject buildings are no[ an example of a rare construction type.

I No identified or eligible district has been identified in this area.The surrounding residential
neighborhood is eclectic in type, style, massing, and period of construction. Overall, the

'subjxt block lacks the cohesion needed to qualify as an eligible historic district.

Signature of a Senior Freserva;'en Planner/Preservation toorclinator.

~.n ~e.Huuu
~.urr.~wo oo•ime..`r
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k Mitigation measure

• Reduce significant impacts to aless-than-significant level

• Adoption of feasible mitigation measures is required under
CEQA

• Compliance with laws and regulations is not mitigation

I mprovement measure

• Further reduce less-than-significant impacts of a project

• Not required under CEQA -best practices in environmental
planning



Common Preservation Mitigation Measures

• Documentation

• Interpretation Programs

• Oral History

• Salvage Programs

• Vibration Monitoring and Protection Plans

Mitigated negative declaration prepared if significant
impact can be mitigated to less-than-significant level

A Environmental impact report prepared if project has
significant impact that cannot be mitigated to less-than-
significant level ("unavoidable")



Le fi C E A R~ e ew f r P r e ~t w i t
i r~ i ~

Mitigated negative declaration

• Significant impact can be mitigated to less-than-significant
level

~ b~ Environmental impact report

• Significant impact cannot be mitigated to less-than-
significant level ("unavoidable")

Community plan evaluation

• Significant impact to historic resource was identified in
programmatic area plan environmental impact report



~ ~ ~ • ~ ~ ~

SUMMARY
~~ ~~ —~ r

y '°~/'' ~`~. ~ r„ '~'`~y ~' Pt ~
/ ,,... ~ ~ l ~...,"
'~ :r --" ~ .r~~.a"~=~ .- ~ mss= -` ̀'..~,~ .,rte'~ ~ ~-r= ~' ~- /--~°` ~~ i~ J~ _

FULL PARTIAL fIJLi PARYlAL~ ~~~~ ...~. ~
PRESERYATiON PRESERVATION PRESERVATION PRES~ERVATkON

AL7ERNATi"4E ' ' ~
ALT i ALT 2 ACi 3 AlT i

RETAiL•C6NMERCIAI ~GSK? 91098 3(!350 6~..90f1 31 GOG ~&50 5~4 d99 "1.8100

RESIDENTIALtGSft - 435.7tS 635.7W 707,600 975250 6194W 77g.3CY;

PARKING (GSF) IOZ,DQO 17.900 T~.S00 101.92 65.200 '84-00

RES;DENTIAL(NSF! 671.380 295.700 686190 696.db8 4~ f~G 54)?^+„'

77: NORTH TOWER/ ?ZX NORTH TOWER
LOWER EFF1gENCY" -

72: SOUiH TOWER
71X

6@: SOt1TH TOWER
7'S akt ?3:

NET UNfT 51ZE 582 i&i 682 3012 T~

6WELLI1iG UN#75 s3s 1I3 484 6Q5 "GS

PARKING SPACES i5'AC~KER~.t 5t$ 2-39 367 3#8 325 3~

134' kBHTH
t f A"NORTH PQUIUMt

PODIUM ttFlfiHi iMAX} -
RO~NNi

12D SOUTH t29' FUQ4UM t2fl r^O~~JM' 164' SOUTFI t20 PQQUJM t26 P(H}Ei1M

P4#71UM
f'OONM

I130 AYERAGEi

BUILDING HEIGHT 30-45' 6~S° 6t~Q &LaL 590- §9~ 5~

STORIES 2 41 d' 4? 55 55 5~5

f.}~JSTiNG GSF RETAiNEQ
9('039 -

O~LL FACAL'f5
_ 59.bW ,

NORTH FACADES
lti~3RTN FAChC3E5

59.60Q ,
NORTH FA:ADES NORTH FACADE

' C9 (1q0 50.000 7D.00m, }CJ 709 60.00Q 80.000
EXCAVATION REQUIRED IYD''r _

MULL SfTE} ~PARML StTE••.. iFUCL S~iE~ iFU~I SI'E~ IPAFtT1AL S1TE".̀•.r tNll S~T~

TOTAL GSFINCLUDES PkRKiNG GSF kN0 EXCLUDES ROOFTOP MECHAIiiCAt

" A TYP1tAl RESFDENTIAL TQWER HAS AN EFFICIENCY FACTOR OF 70-85:. ASSUMING A TYDICAL RESIQENTIAL CORE

~~' SiZE AND GEOMETRv OF BASEWENT IEYELS CRERTE HiC~iLY iMEFFiGENT l,1vWT5 AND MAY N47 BE ABLE t0 ~CCOM►.t00aIE PdRKaN~, ~iCYC1E P~RKIttG. AtiD
NECESSARYINFRASTRUCTURE

17 i t0 SoutSi'Van Ness
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Adopted by decision-makers (e.g., Planning
Commission, Board of Supervisors) before project
approvals can be heard

Findings -For each significant effect

• Mitigation measures required in project OR

• Mitigation measure is within responsibility or jurisdiction of
another public agency OR

• Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other
considerations make mitigation measures infeasible



Statement of Overriding Considerations

• Required when project would result in significant unavoidable
impacts

• Statement of specific economic, legal, social, technological, or
other benefits that outweigh project's significant unavoidable
impacts



-~
ti ,. ~.~. -

• ~►
CEQA required for all projects, even those with no
hearing before Commission

■ CEQA review must be completed before a project
approval hearing can be held



A ~. Hirt ri Pr ~.ti~
~~i ~

H PC Charter:

"For proposed projects that may have an impact on historic
or cultural resources, the Historic Preservation Commission
shall have the authority to review and comment upon
environmental documents under the California Environmental
Quality Act and the National Environmental Policy Act."

HPC comments on EIRs for projects that affect historical
resources

HPC Resolution No. 0746 requires development of full
and partial preservation alternatives



~► ' ~ ~r
U~ Planning Commission hears PMND appeals

Public hearing on Draft EIR is held at Planning
Commission

y4 Planning Commission certifies EIR as adequate,
accurate, and prepared according to requirements of
CEQA



Received ~t CPC Hearing ~ s-`~ I~
~~

~P~o coUNr~o~ I

''~' 9 SAN FRANCISCO
Y ~~~~~~ .~ PLANNING DEPARTMENT ~~.o jY~s, o~s,~~

DATE: January 22, 2019 1650 Mission St.
Suite 400

TO: Members of the Historic Preservation Commission and the Planning san Francisco,
CA 94103-2479

COri11111SSlori
Reception:

FROM: Tim Frye, Historic Preservation Officer, (415) 575-6822 415.558.6378

Allison Vanderslice, CEQA Cultural Resources Team Manager (415) 575-9075 Fes:

415.558.6409

RE: Joint Hearing Background Information Planning
Information:

Special Projects Update -Cultural Heritage Element, Historic Design 415.558.6377

Guidelines Document, and the Citywide Survey

At your request there are two items scheduled for the joint Historic Preservation Commission and
Planning Commission hearing on January 24, 2019. To begin, Departrnent staff will provide a short
presentation on the current CEQA review process for lmown and potential cultural resources. Secondly,
Department staff will present on a special topic design guidelines documexit titled, Designing for Context
with Retained Elements, which was previously referred to as the Facade Retention Guidelines at past HPC
hearings. We understand the Commissioners may also broadly discuss how the Historic Preservation
Commission and the Planning Commission can communicate more effectively. Department staff will be
present to answer questions, as necessary.

Due to the limited time afforded the topics under discussion, the Department is providing a brief update
on several special projects that may also be of interest to both Commissions. Should any of the projects be
scheduled for a fixture joint hearing, the Department will prepare for a more in-depth discussion as
requested.

Cultural Heritage Element
In FY2018-19, Departrnent staff has worked to refine a working draft of the Heritage Conservation Element,
focusing largely on the development of policies related to the identification, protection, and management
of living heritage and to the integration of conservation principals with the City's approach to housing
production and sustainable design. At this project phase, the 2018-19 draft will remain a working
document while the Departrnent engages fellow agencies and stakeholders in a dialogue on guiding
principles and key concepts to inform future development of the Element.

Given the current public discourse about safeguarding living cultural heritage, the Department is
proposing to spend FY2019-20 in a public engagement effort to evaluate the efficacy of the 2018-19 draft
policies and to inform a strategy to complete the Element document. The project will conclude with a report
that summarizes stakeholder feedback and makes recommendations for a revised working draft and a
2020-21 Flement work program and schedule.

Stakeholder contact will be primarily achieved through interviews and small focus groups. The intent is to
enable conversations that are sufficiently intimate to encourage collaboration and clear input. Utilizing the
next year as an opportunity to re-examine the scope of the Heritage Conservation Element also allows the
Department to observe living heritage management in practice by monitoring the Cultural District

Memo



January 22, 2019

Joint Hearing Background Information

Special Projects Update -Cultural Heritage Element, Historic Design Guidelines Document,

and the Citywide Survey

well as geographies that need to be addressed as part of the Citywide Survey. We anticipate completing

and bringing forward several context statements for adoption in 2019, including African American Citywide
Historic Context Statement and Nuestra Historic San Francisco Latino Historic Context Statement.

Attachments:

CEQA Historical Resources Process Handouts

DRAFT Designing for Context with Retained Elements, Special Topic Design Guidelines

SAN FRANCISCO
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CEQA Workflow for Historical
Resources
For the steps listed below, Environmental
Planning (EP) preservation staff may work in

collaboration with the EP environmental

coordinator, adepartment-approved historic

preservation consultant, and a general

environmental consultant (prime) as needed.

1. EP coordinator reviews the project scope
and the historical resource category and
determines if historical review is needed.
EP coordinator consults with EP
preservation staff if there are any questions
on the project scope or the historical
resources category.

2. If evaluation of the property is needed, EP
preservation staff reviews and determines if
the property is a historical resource.
Historic Resource Evaluation (HRE) report
prepared by a qualified consultant or the
Historic Resource Determination informs
this determination. EP preservation staff
records their determination in Historic
Resources Evaluation Response (HRER)
Part I or Preservation Team Review (PTR)
form.

3. EP preservation staff determines, as
applicable, whether the proposed project
would impact (1) the historical resource
status of the subject property; (2) the
historical resource status of the historic
district in which the property is located; (3)
the historical resources status of adjacent
properties.

4. If the proposed project would result in a
significant impact on a historical resource,
the EP preservation planner identifies
potential mitigation measures to reduce
these impacts.

Environmental Impact Report (EIR) Process

5. If the significant impact on the historical
resource cannot be mitigated to a less-
than-significant level, the proposed project
requires an EIR and the development of
preservation alternatives. The EP
preservation planner and EP coordinator
work with the department-approved
consultant and project team to prepare a
Preservation Alternatives memorandum.

6. Preservation alternatives are presented to
the HPC for review and comment.
Preservation alternatives may be revised
based on HPC comments.

7. Preservation alternatives are analyzed in the
Draft EIR.

8. Draft EIR is brought to HPC for review and
comment during the Draft EIR public
comment period. Comment letter from HPC
on the EIR is sent to the ERO and distributed
to the Planning Commission (CPC).

9. Draft EIR is brought to CPC during the public
comment period.

10. Responses to Comments document is
prepared and must include response to HPC
comment(s).

11. Final EIR is certified by CPC.
12. If no HPC approval action is required for the

project entitlements, CPC can make CE~A
Findings and consider project approval,
including adopting a statement of overriding
considerations. Otherwise, project must be
heard at HPC before CPC or at a joint
hearing.

CEQA Historical Resources Process (Informational)

Joint Hearing Background Information



STEP 2: CEQA IMPACTS
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

If any box is checked Uelow, an Environmental Evaluation Application is required.

Air Quality: Would the project add new sensitive receptors (specifically, schools, day care facilities,
hospitals, residential dwellings, and senior-care facilities within an Air Pollution Exposure Zone? Does the
project have the potential to emit substantial pollutant concentrations (e.g., backup diesel generators,
heavy industry, diesel trucks, etc.)? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Air Pollution
Exposure Zone)

Hazardous Materials: If the project site is located on the Maher map or is suspected of containing
hazardous materials (based on a previous use such as gas station, auto repair, dry cleaners, or heavy
manufacturing, or a site with underground storage tanks): Would the project involve 50 cubic yards or

❑ more of soil disturbance - or a change of use from industrial to residential? If yes, this box must be
checked and the project applicant must submit an Environmental Application with a Phase
Environmental Site Assessment. Exceptions: do not check box
if the applicant presents documentation of enrollment in the San Francisco Department of Public Health
(DPH) Maher program, a DPH waiver from the Maher program, or other documentation from
Environmental Planning staff that hazardous material effects would be less than significant (refer to
EP ArcMap > Maherlayer).

Transportation: Does the project create six (6) or more net new parking spaces i tial units?
Does the project have the potential to adversely affect transit, pedestrian and/ bi s ety (hazards)
or the adequacy of nearby transit, pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities?

Archeological Resources: Would the project result in soil disturbance/ difi ion greater than two
❑ (2) feet below grade in an archeological sensitive area or eight (8) fe t in a non -archeological sensitive

area? (refer to EP ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >-Arch ' al Sensitive Area)

❑ Subdivision/Lot Line Adjustment: Does the project site in I a ubdivision or lot line adjustment
on a lot with a slope average of 20% or more? (refer to E r p > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >
Topography)

Slope = or > 20%: Does the project involve any o ing: (1) square footage expansion greater
than 1,000 sq. ft. outside of the existing buildin int, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or more of
soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP Arc A Catex Determination Layers > Topography) If box is
checked, a geotechnical report is required.

Seismic: Landslide Zone: Does r t volve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion
❑ greater than 1,000 sq. ft. outsid f sing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or

more Of soil, (3) new construction . efer to EP ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Seismic Hazard
Zones) If box is checked, a ge chnica report is required.

Seismic: Liquefacti s the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage
❑ expansion greater an 1, q. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50

cubic yards or mor soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >
Seismic Hazard Zones) ox is checked, a geotechnical report will likely be required.

If no boxes are checked above, GO TO STEP 3. If one or more boxes are checked above, an
Environmental Evaluation Application is required, unless reviewed by an Environmental Planner.

Comments and Planner Signature (optional:

~~~~: 415.575.9010
SAN FRANCISCO ParainformacionenEspanol llamara1:415.575.9010
PLANNING DEPARTMENT Para sa fmpormasyon sa Tagalog tumawag sa: 415.575.9121



7. Addition(s), including mechanical equipment that are minimally visible from a public right-of-way
and meet the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation.

8. Other work consistent with the Secrefary of the Interior Standards for the Treatment of Historic
Properties (specify or add comments):

9. Other work that would not materially impair a historic district (specify or add comments):

(Requires approval by Senior Preservation Planner/Preservation Coordinator)

10. Reclassification of property status. (Requires approval by Senior Preservation
Planner/Preservation

Reclassify to Category A ❑ Reclassify to Category C

a. Per HRER dated (attach HRER)

b. Other (specify): d~

Note: If ANY box in STEP 5 above is checked, a Preservation Plann ST check one box below.

❑ Further environmental review required. Based on the informatio 'ded, the project requires an
Environmental Evaluation Application to be submitted. GO TO

Project can proceed with categorical exemption revie h roject has been reviewed by the
Preservation Planner and can proceed with categoric tion review. GO TO STEP 6.

Comments (optionan:

Preservation Planner Signature:

STEP 6: CATEGORICAL EXE~(IP N DETERMINATION
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJEC"I~LANNER

Further environme I vie quired. Proposed project does not meet scopes of work in either
(check all that ap

Step 2 - CEQ pacts

❑ Step 5 -Advanced Historical Review

STOP! Must file an Environmental Evaluation Application.

No further environmental review is required. The project is categorically exempt under CEQA.
There are no unusual circumstances that would result in a reasonable possibility of a significant
effect.

Project Approval Action: Signature:

If Discretionary Review before the Planning Commission is requested,
the Discretionary Review hearing is the Approval Action for the project.

Once signed or stamped and dated, this document constitutes a categorical exemption pursuant to CEQA Guidelines and Chapter
31 of the Administrative Code.
In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of an exemption determination can only be
filed within 30 days of the project receiving the first approval action.
Please note that other approval actions may be required for the project. Please contact the assigned planner for these approvals.

~~ : 415.575.9010

SAN FRANCISCO PareinformacidnenEspenol llamara1:415.575.9010
PLANNING DEPARTMENT Para sa Impormasyon sa Tagalog tumawag sa: 415.575.9121
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City and County of San Francisco Planning Department
CEQA Review Procedures for Historic Resources

The California Envirorunental Quality Acti and the Guidelines for Implementing CEQA (state
CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5) give direction and guidance for evaluation of properties for

purposes of CEQA as well as the preparation of Categorical Exemptions, Negative Declarations and
Environmental,Impact Reports (see Appendix A for pertinent sections of the law). This section
defines in general terms what types of property would be considered an "historical resource;" such
a resource may include historic buildings, structures, districts, objects or sites. The table below

categorizes properties by their particular listing in historic registers and surveys that pertain to the
City and County of San Francisco. Continuing consultation by Major Environmental Analysis
(MEA) staff with the Planning Departrnent's Preservation Coordinator and the Neighborhood

Planning Team's Preservation Technical Specialists during the entire planning and environmental
review process is vital.

"Cultural Resources" in the CEQA Checklist include historical, architectural, archeological and
paleontological elements as defined resources. These procedures, however, deal only with the
historical structures, sites and architectural elements under environmental review and do not
address archeological or paleontological resources. It should be noted that if a property is

determined not to be an historical resource using Step 1 of this guidance, an environmental
evaluation and documentation based on other aspects of the proposed project that have the potential
for significant impacts to the environment, such as transportation or air quality, may still be

required.

For the purposes of these procedures the term "historical resource" is used when the property meets
the terms of the definitions in Section 21084.1 of the CEQA Statute and Section 15064.5 of the CEQA
Guidelines. "Historical Resources" include properties listed in or formally determined eligible for
listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or listed in an adopted local historic

register. The term "local historic register' or "local register of historical resources' means a list of
resources that are officially designated or recognized as historically significant by a local

goverxunent pursuant to resolution or ordinance. "Historical Resources" also includes resources
identified as significant in an historical resource survey meeting certain criteria. Additionally,
properties, which are not listed but are otherwise determined to be historically significant, based on
substantial evidence, would also be considered "historical resources." The Planning Department
will consider any information submitted by members of the public, or analysis by Planning

Department experts, when determining whether an otherwise unlisted property maybe an
historical resource.

1 The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources Code Sections 21000-21178) is the foundation of environmental
policy and law in the state of California. It encourages the protection of all aspects of the environment (including historic resources -
Section 21084.1) by requiring agencies to prepare informational doctunents on the environmental effects of a proposed action before
carrying out any discretionary activities.
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Category C -Properties Determined Not To Be Historical Resources or Properties For
Which The City Has No Information indicating that the Property is an Historical Resource.
Properties that have been affirmatively determined not to he historical resources, properties less

than 50 years of age, and properties for which the City has no information indicating that the

property qualifies as an historical resource. See page 7 for fizrther discussion.

A property may be listed in more than one register or survey and may be included in more than one

of the "historical resource' categories in the table below. For purposes of determining the

property's treatment as a potential "historical resource," the property's highest category ranking

.shall prevail (with Category A being the highest and Category C being the lowest).

Category A —Historical Resources

Category A.1 —Resources listed on or formally eligible for the California Register 4

National Register of Either listed or formally determined eligible for listing in the National

Historic Places Register of Historic Places (National Register). These structures would

(NRSC 1 or 2) appear in a list from the California Historic Resources Inventory

System (CHRIS) database as having a National Register Status Code

(NRSC) of 1 or 2, and are therefore automatically listed in the California

Register. Interiors of National Register properties with a NRSC of 1

and 2 are "historical resources' if the nomination form calls out the

interior as a chazacter-defining feature of the resource. All National
Historic Landmarks are listed in the National Re ister. .

California Register of By definition anything listed in the California Register of Historical

Historical Resources Resources (California Register) or formally determined eligible for

listing in the California Register is an "historical resource" for purposes
of CEQA. Interiors of California Register properties are "historical
resources" if the nomination form calls out the interior as a character-

defining feature of the resource. Note: All properties on the California

Register are listed in the CHRIS database maintained by the Office of
Historic Preservation (OHP).

Dogpatch Survey All resources listed in this survey with NRSC of 1 or 2 are separately

(NRSC 1 or 2) designated as such in the California Register and are "historical

resources."

Central Waterfront All resources listed in this survey with NRSC of 1 or 2 are separately

Surve desi ated as such in the California Register and are "historical

3 See definition of Category A.1 above.

4 Effective August 2003, in order to simplify and clarify the identification, evaluation, and understanding of California s historic resources

and better promote their recognition and preservation, the (former) National Register status codes were revised to reflect the application

of California Register and local criteria and the name was changed to "California Historical Resource Status Codes."

5 The California Register automatically includes California Historic Landmarks number 770 and higher, and all properties formally listed

in, or determined eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRSC of 1 or 2). The California Register may also include

Points of Historic Interest that have been reviewed and recommended for listing by the California Historical Resources Commission, as

well as other individual resources, districts, etc. that aze nominated and determined to be significant by the California Historical

Resources Commission. Records of San Francisco resources on the National and California Resisters are kept in the CHRIS database at the

Northwest Information Center at Sonoma State University (70'~ 664-2494.
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Here Today The findings of this survey were adopted by the Board of Supervisors

on May 11, 1970; Resolution No. 268-70. It is, therefore, an adopted

local register under CEQA. (Note: this designation covers the text and

a endix of the book Here Toda as selected from the full surve ).

Dogpatch Survey This survey was endorsed by the Planning Commission on December

(NRSC 3, 4 or 5) 13, 2001 by Motion No. 16300. It is, therefore, an adopted local register

under CEQA. All resources listed in this survey with NRSC of 3, 49 or 5

are resumed to be "historical resources."

Central Waterfront This survey was endorsed by the Planning Commission on June 13,

Survey 2002 by Motion No. 16431. It is, therefore, an adopted local register

(NRSC 3, 4 or 5) under CEQA. All resources listed in this survey with NRSC of 3, 4'~ or

5 are resumed to be "historical resources.':

North Beach Survey This survey was approved by Board of Supervisors in August 1999 by

(NRSC 3, 4, or 5) Resolution No. 772-99. It is, therefore, an adopted local register under

CEQA. All resources listed in this survey with NRSC of 3, 411 or 5 are

resumed to be "historical resources."

Category B —Properties Requiring Further Consultation and Reviewl~

National Register Buildings that are listed in the CHRIS database as having a

(NRSC 7~ and NRSC/CHIZSC of 7 — "Not evaluated" or which have a temporary

California Register designation NRSC/CHRSC of 7 while waiting for evaluation from the

(CHRSC ~ State Office of Historic Preservation will need additional investigation

to determine what the underlying information/evidence is regarding its

historic status.

General Plan-referenced Properties identified as having historic stains in the General Plan could

Buildings be considered as "historical resources" because elements of the General

Plan are considered "local registers of historical resources." Note: each

Area Plan within General Plan has varying degrees of information

regarding historic resources. Additional consultation will be required;

additional research ma be needed.

Structures of Merit Created by Section 1011 of the Plaruling Code, Structures of Merit must

have Planning Commission approval. These properties are recognized

structures of historical, architectural or aesthetic merit, which have not

been designated as landmarks and are not situated in designated

historic districts. Additional consultation will be required; additional

information ma be needed.

9 See Footriote 6.

io Ibid.
11 Ibid.
IZ See definition of Category B on page 2.
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California Register Buildings having a NRSC/CHRSC of 6 that were surveyed before the

(CHRSC 6) year 2000.

Article 11 In Article 11, buildings that are "Category V - Unrated," i.e., not

(Category V) designated as either Significant (Category I and II) or Contributory

(Cate o III and IV)."

Category. C —Properties Determined Not To Be Historical Resources/ Properties For Which
The City Has No Information Indicating That The Property is an Historical Resource's

National Register Buildings that are listed in the CHRIS database having a NRSGCHRSC

(NRSC 6)-and California of 6 - "Determined ineligible" for the National Register would need

Register (CHRSC 6)

properties that were

credible evidence/research presented by a qualified expert to be
considered "historical resources."

surve ed after ear 2000

Summary of Table
Therefore, in looking at the table above:

Category A.1 —Properties will be evaluated as historical resources. Only the removal of the

property's status as listed in or determined to be eligible for listing in the California Register of

Historic Resources by the California Historic Resources Commission will preclude evaluation of
the property as an historical resource under CEQA.

A property listed on the California Register of Historic Resources can be removed from the

California Register. The State Historical Resources Commission is empowered to remove from
the California Register a resource that through demolition, alteration, or loss of integrity has lost

its historic qualities or potential to yield information, or that riew information or analysis shows

was not eligible for the California Register at the time of its listing.

A property listed on the National Register of Historic Places can be removed from the National

Register. The Keeper of the National Register is empowered to remove from the Register a

resource that has ceased to meet the criteria for listing on the National Register through the loss

or destruction of its historic qualities, that has been shown through additional information not to
meet National Register criteria for listing, that has been shown to have been listed due to an

error in professional judgment, or that has been shown to have been listed after the commission

of prejudicial error in the nomination or listing process.i'

Category A.2 —Properties will be evaluated as historical resources. The A.2 category is

primarily composed of properties that are listed in a local register of historical resources, as
defined by Public Resources Code Section 5020.1(k), or identified as significant (status codes 1-5)

16 See the definition of Category C on page 2.

~~ Those wishing to have a property removed from the California or National Register should contact the State Office of Historic

Preservation for more information on how this maybe done.
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Additional Information

As noted on page 1, the Planning Department as a part of the environmental review process or at

any other time, will accept. any additional substantiated information that maybe provided by

interested parties about the eligibility of a property to be identified as an "historical resource" under

CEQA, i.e., information regarding to propert~s ability to meet the criteria for listing in the

California Register. For Category A.1, the property would have to be "delisted" from the National

Register or the California Register before MEA would consider the property not to bean "historical

resource." For properties in Category A:2, the information would have to show by "a

preponderance of the evidence" that the presumed historical resource should not be considered as
an historical resource. In the case of Category A.2 resources included in an adopted survey or local

register, generally the "preponderance of the evidence' must consist of evidence that the

appropriate decision-maker has determined that the resource should no longer be included in the

adopted survey or register. Where there is substantiated and incontrovertible evidence of an error

in professional judgment, of a clear mistake, or that property has been destroyed, this may also be

considered a "preponderance of the evidence" that the property is not an historical resource.

If submitted information, after review by the Planning Departmenf's Preservation Technical

Specialist, is deemed sufficient, the property maybe reevaluated as an "historical resource." The

Preservation Technical Specialist shall use the MEA Summary Sheet for Historical Resource Evaluation

when completing the reevaluation process. A property may be considered "historically significant,"

and therefore an "historical resource," if it meets the criteria for listing in the California Register of
Historical Resources, pursuant to 15064.5(a)(3) of the CEQA guidelines.

Interested parties who are providing historical information should submit such information to the

Planning Department —the MEA environmental planner or Environmental Review Officer if there is
an on-going environmental application or the Preservation Coordinator if there is no current

application. In any cases where there are differing opinions as to whether or not a property is an

"historical resource," for purposes of CEQA, the Planning Department will evaluate the evidence

before it and shall make the final determination based upon such evaluation of evidence.

STEP 2 —Will the Project have a Substantial Adverse Change? (What Type of
Environmental Document?)

After determining that a property is an "historical resource" for the purposes of CEQA, the next step
is to determine if the proposed project could cause a substantial adverse change in the significance

of an historical resource. CEQA defines a "substantial adverse change" as the physical demolition,

destruction, relocation or alteration of the historical resource or its immediate surroundings such

that the significance. of an historical resource would be materially impaired. CEQA goes on to
define "materially impaired" as worl~ that materially alters, in an adverse manner, those .physical

characteristics that convey the resource's historical significance and justify its inclusion in the

California Register of Historic Places, a local register of historical resources, or an historical resource

survey.
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determine if an EIR, a Negative Declaration or a Categorical Exemption is the appropriate

environmental document.

It should be noted that as a general rule, a significant impact is considered mitigated if the property

follows the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with

Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring, and Reconstructing Historic Buildings or the

Secretary of Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic

Buildings (1995) Weeks and Grimmer; and the Department's Residential Design Guidelines, which

contain an illustrated section, Special Guidelines for Alterations to Buildings of Potential Historic or

Architectural Merit. Additional mitigation measures maybe appropriate for a particular project and

will be considered.

All formal evaluation and determination requests from MEA staff members to the Preservation

Technical Specialists needs to be logged in by the MEA staff and sent to the Preservation

Coordinator. The Preservation Coordinator will track the progress of requests for historic

determinations or evaluations. Day-to-day project review and consultation between MEA staff and

the Preservation Technical Specialists does not need to be routed through the Preservation

Coordinator.

NOTIFICATION

Before Environmental Document is Prepared

When MEA is sending out a "Notification of a Project Receiving Environmental Review" (i.e., a

Neighborhood Notice, which is sent if a Class 32 Categorical Exemption or I~egative Declaration is

being prepared) or a "Notice that an EIR is Required" regarding a proposed project that includes

demolition or reconstruction to an existing structure that is included in Categories A.1, A.2, or B

areas, the notice should be sent to the individuals and groups on the "Historic Preservation

Interested Parties" list and those who have requested notice by a Block Book Notatiori.19 Historic

Preservation Interested Parties list will be kept current and parties will be added or deleted at their

request.

After Determination of Exclusions and Categorical Exemptions

For those projects that are excluded or categorically exempt from CEQA, Chapter 31 of the City's

Administrative Code (Section 31.08 (~) requires notice to the public of "all such.determinations

involving the following types of projects:

19 Groups or individuals interested in specific properties may receive project notices by requesting a Block Book Notation from the

Planning Department. This notation will provide for the sending of nofices on all permit and environmental review applications for a

specific lot or group of lots. There is a nominal fee for this service. For an additional chazge per lot, notice can be provided for pernuts on
all lots of an assessor's block.
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STAE Sl.l Sustain existing features that define a neighborhood

STBE 52.1 Establish new massing to be compatible with the context

STBE A2.1 Modulate new development to support retained massing and facade edges

STBE A2.2 Articulate a clear relationship between new development and retained elements

STBE A3.1 Harmonize materials in new development with retained elements

STAE A6.1 Restore existing features

STBE A8.1 Revive and animate retained ground floor elements
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RETAINED ELEMENTS

Application of the Guidelines

These Design Guidelines apply in instances where visible parts of existing
buildings are incorporated into new development in all zoning districts.
They work in concert with the UDGs. Consistency with both sets of
guidelines is mandatory in the approval process. Should application of
the respective guidelines conflict, these Special Topic Design Guidelines
supersede the UDGs.

Note that application of these guidelines will not achieve conformance
with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards nor do they reflect widely-
accepted preservation practice. These guidelines do not apply to
properties identified as City Landmarks under Article 10 or Significant
or Contributory Buildings under Article 11 of the Planning Code. These
guidelines also do not apply to eligible historic resources identified for
the purposes of CEQA. The Historic Design Guidelines (HDGs) should
be referenced for all proposed work to designated or eligible historic
properties.

Historic buildings referenced in the document are intended to exemplify
principles of these guidelines and are not intended to demonstrate
compliance with other standards. All examples are found in San Francisco
except as noted on introductory pages for each section.

Guideline Structure

Each guideline is described at the top of the page, followed by a sidebar
that explains the rationale for the guideline, a range of means by which
one might achieve that guideline, and illustrations that further describe
its application. The range of means describes important parameters
and methods by which a project can meet the guideline, but is not a
prescriptive list. Projects may satisfy the guideline by applying one or all
of the means or by suggesting something unique to the project that meets
the intent. The guidelines are organized to relate and elaborate with more
specificity to the relevant guideline in the Urban Design Guidelines. For
example, S1.1 of the Retained Elements Design Guidelines is related to

S1 of the UDGs. The illustrations are existing examples in San Francisco
that exemplify the means for the guideline indicated but are not necessarily
exemplary of every guideline.

Note that the examples in the document that are in historic districts or
are historic resources are being shown to exemplify principles of these
guidelines and are not intended to demonstrate compliance with other
standards, All examples are found in San Francisco except as noted on
introductory pages for each section.
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Glossary
Compatible
Able to exist or occur together without conflict

Complement
Something that goes well with something.
This document uses this term to express how
elements can be adjacent and agreeable in
scale, proportion, composition, and type but not
identical in style or manner.

Existing element
Part of a building or landscape present on a site.

Harmonize
To be combined or go together in a pleasing
way. Like complement, this document uses this
term to describe how elements can visually
fit together, or make meaningful relationships
without being identical or duplicative.

Historicism
Reference or influence of patterns or approaches
of the past. False or cursory historicism is often
used to suggest an unwarranted or excessive
regard of the importance of past styles or a
misappropriation or replication of a historic motif
that implies it is itself historic.

Horizontal hyphen
A horizontal surface or spacer that is placed
between two parts of a building to separate or
otherwise c/arify a distinction between the iwo.
This element is commonly used to denote an
existing structure and new development. A
horizontal hyphen may be narrow or wide and
is often expressed in a different material than
both adjacent volumes. It is often combined

with a small setback to increase its legibility as a
change in building volume.

Original features
Parts of a building or building facade that
express architectural character that were present
when the structure was first built.

Retained element
Part of a building or landscape that already is
built on a development site that is included in a
new building project on that site. This can include
a full facade, a tower or spire, a storefront,
a building volume, a mural, a wall, a roof or
roofline, or anything that is recognizably used
from a previous structure.

Reveal
In a facade, a recess or gap, often in the shape
of a "C" in section, made in cladding to indicate a
change in material, plane, or "reveal" the edge of
something else.

SolidNoid Relationship
a defined area. In architectural conversation, this t
The ratio of open space to solid plane within
a defined area. In architectural conversation,
this term most often references the amount of
openings in a front facade.

Streetwall
Combined facades of buildings generally built to
the property line facing a street or open space. A
clear streetwall helps define "the urban room" of
the public realm. A consistent streetwall that is
visually interesting and has active ground floor
uses promotes pedestrian activity.

Subordinate
Treat or regard as of lesser importance than
something else. In the case of new development
on a site with retained elements, an addition
to retained elements should be less visually
prominent from the public realm in form, material,
and texture.

Vertical expansion or vertical addition
An expansion of the building envelop above its
present height. Typically, this means adding one
or more stories to an existing building.

Vertical hyphen
A vertical surface or spacer that is placed
between iwo parts of a building to separate or
otherwise clarify a distinction beiv✓een the two.
This element is often used to denote an existing
structure and new development. A vertical
hyphen may be short or a full floor or more. It is
often combined with a material change and small
setback to increase its legibility as a change in
building volume.

Volume
A three-dimensional measure of space that
comprises a length, a width, and a height. In
architecture, a volume can describe a three-
dimensional portion of a building or shaped
element.

Volumetric
relating to the measurement of volume.
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S2.1 Establish new massing to be compatible with the context
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ESTABLISH NEW MASSING TO BE COMPATIBLE WITH THE CONTEXT

Add new building mass thoughtfully

to existing building volumes so that

it complements the existing scale,

circulation, and forms on the site.

This helps new project volumes feel

natural to the city and extend familiar

environments.
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Analyze: Diagram the site volumes. Find common
proportions, heights, widths, and open space patterns.

Discover the common widths, heights, and
proportions of existing massing to see how
added volumes can extend or build upon
them.

At corner sites, turn the corner with the
existing structure to maintain a reading of
existing volume.

RETAINEDELEMENTS

Look for natural or subordinate ways to place
massing on a site with an existing structure,
including underground, alongside, or behind,
not just as a vertical addition.

Break new massing in proportion with the
existing building helps synchronize new and
existing volumes together.

Look at patterns of open space on the block

or site to see how volume can complement its
use and definition.

NEW MASSING FILLS IN AN OPEN
CORNEA ENHANCING THE BLOCK
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Common massing proportions and logics can help
older and newer buildings relate to one. another.
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A2.1 Modulate new development to support retained massing and facade edges

A2.2 Articulate a clear relationship between new development and retained elements

A3.1 Harmonize materials in new development with retained elements

A6.1 Restore existing features

A8.1 Revive and animate retained ground floor elements

Precedents outside of San Francisco



ARTICULATE A CLEAR RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN

NEW DEVELOPMENT AND RETAINED ELEMENTS

Demonstrating a clear or intentional

relationship between new and old parts

of building helps a viewer to read the

more complex layers of a project. This

layering of information, or expression

of evolution feels natural in a city

environment.

New development should be volumetrically
distinct from retained elements. Employ
a vertical or horizontal "hyphen" to create
a sense of volume change between new
development and retained elements. Vertical
hyphens should be tall enough that they do
not visually collapse from the viewpoint of
pedestrians.

Spatial volumes defined by existing elements
and new development should be distinct.
Front facades of or interior volumes within new
development should not appear both "above••
and "behind" an existing facade.

~~

Vertical additions can contextually fit on top of new
development by crafting setbacks appropriate to
pedestrian viewpoints.

RETAINED ELEMENTS

For unique locations, such as abandoned
industrial sites, retention of features, such
as cobblestones, rail spurs, or existing
"ruins" should highlight and authentically
demonstrate their distinct landscape and
organic edges.

Contrast material type between an existing
wall and a new wall to clarify the use,
meaning, access, or construction technique
between the two projects. This is especially
useful where entry points may be added.

Avoid minor or architecturally-scaled setbacks
that only highlight an existing facade as a
"surface."

A VERTICAL HYPHEN
AS A FULL FLOOR
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Vertical additions can contextually fit on top of new
development by crafting setbacks appropriate to
pedestrian viewpoints.
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Hyphens can move with the profile of the existing
structure.

Analyze: Diagram the existing streetwall to understand
the pattern of the urban room (defined by the surfaces
of the public right-of-way and the building frontages).



RESTORE EXISTING FEATURES

Over time, many existing buildings

have been modified to accommodate

new uses and needs. When renovated

or incorporated into a new project, their

retained elements should be restored or

re-animated as they had originally been

designed further enhancing authenticity

and cohesi

New space behind an existing facade should
be aligned with its natural openings, floor
heights, and geometry.

Some interior spaces, such as those within
churches, warehouses, assembly halls, or
other publicly-accessible spaces, contain
details and spatial characteristics that convey
a building's original use. Design sensitive
transitions from the retained and new building
elements to maintain this connection.

Open spaces in existing walls that were
previously window or door openings to revive
the originally intended wall transparency or
operability.

Remove later layers and repair and restore
original exterior cladding surfaces, where
possible.

~« ~ ~ ~;~~ ̂ _ti . _._...~.. , , i ,
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Repair or restore details or character
elements, such as decorative entry or rooftop
features, to original shape and /or texture.

Replace decorative features that were
removed either through an authentic
reproduction. In all features that are restored
or replaced, use original or similar material
types and finishes.

Provide moldings, trim, or other original
features surrounding windows that have been
previously removed or altered.

To ensure a harmonious relationship with the
overall new development, all mechanical,
electrical, plumbing, and interior partitions
should not visually interfere with the existing
building's character.

Cornices are an example of an architectural feature that should be rstored, retained, or recreted. Contemporary Restoration of existing elements, such as prism
materials, such as Giass Fiber Reinforced Concrete (GFRC) or Fiber Reinforced Polyester (FRP), may be employed glass, can greatly contribute to the character of the
as a substitute for terra cotta, cast stone, or pressed metal. Ghosting, scaring, and other visual evidence may help development and its relationship to neighborhood
explain alterations to building features and openings over time. context.
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