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ADOPTING FINDINGS RELATED TO THE CERTIFICATION OF A FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT THAT WOULD DEMOLISH THE EXISTING
TWO-STORY COMMERCIAL BUILDING, AND CONSTRUCT A NEW 55-STORY, 590-FT TALL (610-
FT TALL INCLUSIVE OF ROOFTOP SCREENING/MECHANICAL EQUIPMENT), MIXED-USE
RESIDENTIAL BUILDING (APPROXIMATELY 906,811 GROSS SQUARE FEET) WITH 966
DWELLING UNITS (CONSISTING OF 347 STUDIOS, 433 1-BEDROOM UNITS, 165 2-BEDROOM
UNITS, AND 21 3-BEDROOM UNITS), APPROXIMATELY 29,443 SQUARE FEET OF RETAIL SALES
AND SERVICE USES, TWO BASEMENT GARAGE LEVELS CONSISTING OF 255 OFF-STREET
PARKING SPACES, 4 OFF-STREET FREIGHT LOADING SPACES, 2 OFF-STREET SERVICE
VEHICLE SPACES, 6 CAR-SHARE SPACES, AND 321 CLASS 1 BICYCLE PARKING SPACES, PLUS
61 CLASS 2 BICYCLE SPACES LOCATED WITHIN THE PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY, AT 10 SOUTH
VAN NESS AVENUE, LOTS 003A AND 004 IN ASSESSOR’S BLOCK 3506, WITHIN THE C-3-G
(DOWNTOWN - GENERAL) ZONING DISTRICT, THE VAN NESS AND MARKET DOWNTOWN
RESIDENTIAL SPECIAL USE DISTRICT, THE 120/400-R-2 AND 120-R-2 HEIGHT AND BULK
DISTRICTS, AND THE PROPOSED 120/400-R-2//140/590-R-2 AND 120/400-R/120-R-2//140/590-R-2
HEIGHT AND BULK DISTRICTS.

MOVED, that the San Francisco Planning Commission (hereinafter "Commission") hereby CERTIFIES the
final Environmental Impact Report identified as Case No. 2015-004568ENV, for the "10 South Van Ness
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Avenue Project” at 10 South Van Ness Avenue, Lots 003A and 004 in Assessor’s Block 3506 (hereinafter
“Project") based upon the following findings:

1. The City and County of San Francisco, acting through the Planning Department (hereinafter

"Department") fulfilled all procedural requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (Cal.
Pub. Res. Code Sections 21000 et seq., hereinafter "CEQA"), the State CEQA Guidelines (Cal. Admin.
Code Title 14, Sections 15000 et seq., hereinafter "CEQA Guidelines") and Chapter 31 of the San
Francisco Administrative Code (hereinafter "Chapter 31").

A.

G.

On April 8, 2015, the Project Sponsor filed an Environmental Evaluation Application with the
Department for the Project. The Department accepted the Environmental Evaluation Application
as complete on September 28, 2015.

The Department determined that an Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter "EIR") was
required and provided public notice of that determination by publication in a newspaper of
general circulation on July 12, 2017.

The Project Sponsor applied to the Governor of the State of California to proceed as an
Environmental Leadership Development Project under Chapter 6.5 (commencing with section
21178) of the Public Resources Code, which provides, among other things, that any judicial action
challenging the certification of the EIR or the approval of the project described in the EIR is subject
to the procedures set forth in sections 21185 to 21186, inclusive, of the Public Resources Code. The
Governor certified this project as an Environmental Leadership Development Project, on October
10, 2018. The Department has complied with all requirements and procedures set forth in sections
21185 to 21186, inclusive, of the Public Resources Code. In accordance with Public Resources
section 21186(a) and (b), documents and other materials placed in the record of proceedings can
be found at https://www.ab900record.com/10svn.

The Department published the Draft Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter "DEIR") and
provided public notice of the availability of the DEIR for public review and comment and of the
date and time of the Planning Commission public hearing on the DEIR in a newspaper of general
circulation on October 17, 2018.

The Department posted notices of availability of the DEIR and of the date and time of the public
hearing near the project site on October 17, 2018.

The Department mailed or otherwise delivered copies of the DEIR to a list of persons requesting
it, to those noted on the distribution list in the DEIR, to adjacent property owners, and to
government agencies, the latter both directly and through the State Clearinghouse, on October 17,
2018.

The Department filed a Notice of Completion with the State Secretary of Resources via the State
Clearinghouse on October 17, 2018.
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2. The Commission held a duly advertised public hearing on said DEIR on Thursday, December 6, 2018,
at which opportunity for public comment was given, and public comment was received on the DEIR.
The period for acceptance of written comments ended on December 11, 2018.

3. The Department prepared responses to comments on environmental issues received at the public
hearing and in writing during the 45-day public review period for the DEIR, prepared revisions to
the text of the DEIR in response to comments received or based on additional information that became
available during the public review period, and corrected errors in the DEIR. This material was
presented in a Comments and Responses to Comments on DEIR document (“RTC”), published on
March 3, 2020, distributed to the Commission and all parties who commented on the DEIR, and made
available to others upon request at the Department.

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

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

6. On May 14, 2020, the Commission reviewed and considered the information contained in the FEIR
and hereby does find that the contents of said report and the procedures through which the FEIR was
prepared, publicized, and reviewed comply with the provisions of CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and
Chapter 31.

7. The Planning Commission hereby does find that the FEIR in File No. 2015-004568ENV reflects the
independent judgment and analysis of the City and County of San Francisco, is adequate, accurate
and objective, and that the RTC document contains no significant revisions to the DEIR, and hereby
does CERTIFY THE COMPLETION of said FEIR in compliance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines.

8. The Commission, in certifying the completion of said FEIR, hereby does find that the project described
in the EIR would cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as
defined in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines section 15064.5, denoted in
the DEIR as Impact CR-1. Despite implementing Mitigation Measures M-CR-1a: Documentation, M-
CR-1b: Interpretation, and M-CR-1c: Salvage Architectural Resources from the Site for Public
Information or Reuse, the Project may not feasibly reduce that impact to a less-than-significant level.
That impact therefore remains significant and unavoidable.

9. In certifying the completion of said FEIR, the Commission also does hereby find that the project
described in the EIR, in combination with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future
projects, would contribute considerably to significant cumulative construction-related transportation
impacts, with substantial interference with pedestrian, bicycle, or vehicle circulation and accessibility
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10.

11.

to adjoining areas, resulting in potentially hazardous conditions, denoted in the DEIR as Impact CR-
TR-7. Despite implementing Mitigation Measure M-C-TR-7a: Cumulative Construction
Coordination, Mitigation Measure M-C-TR-7b: Construction Truck Deliveries During Off-Peak
Periods, and Mitigation Measure M-C-TR-7c: Construction Management Plan, the Project may not
feasibly reduce that impact to a less-than-significant level. That impact therefore remains significant
and unavoidable.

Finally, in certifying the completion of said FEIR, the Commission also does hereby find that the
project described in the EIR, in combination with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable
future projects, would alter wind in a manner that would substantially affect public areas in the
vicinity of the project site. Despite implementing Mitigation Measure M-C-WI-1: Design Measures to
Reduce Cumulative Off-Site Wind Impacts, the Project may not feasibly reduce that impact to a less-
than-significant level. That impact therefore remains significant and unavoidable.

The Planning Commission reviewed and considered the information contained in the FEIR prior to
approving the Project.

I hereby certify that the foregoing Motion was ADOPTED by the Planning Commission at its regular
meeting of May 14, 2020.

Jonas P. Ionin

Commission Secretary

AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

ADOPTED: May 14, 2020
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DATE: October 17, 2018

TO: Distribution List for the 10 South Van Ness Avenue Mixed-Use Project
Draft EIR
FROM: Lisa M. Gibson, Acting Environmental Review Officer

SUBJECT:  Request for the Final Environmental Impact Report for the 10 South Van
Ness Avenue Mixed-Use Project (Planning Department File No.
2015-004568ENV)

This is the Draft of the Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) for the 10 South Van
Ness Avenue Mixed-Use Project. A public hearing will be held on the adequacy and
accuracy of this document. After the public hearing, our office will prepare and publish
a document titled “Responses to Comments,” which will contain all relevant comments
on this Draft EIR and our responses to those comments. It may also specify changes to
this Draft EIR. Those who testify at the hearing on the Draft EIR will automatically
receive a copy of the Responses to Comments document, along with notice of the date
reserved for certification; others may receive a copy of the Responses to Comments
document and notice by request or by visiting our office. This Draft EIR together with
the Responses to Comments document will be considered by the Planning Commission
in an advertised public meeting and will be certified as a Final EIR if deemed adequate.

After certification, we will modify the Draft EIR as specified by the Responses to
Comments document and print both documents in a single publication called the Final
EIR. The Final EIR will add no new information to the combination of the two
documents except to reproduce the certification resolution. It will simply provide the
information in one document, rather than two. Therefore, if you receive a copy of the
Responses to Comments document in addition to this copy of the Draft EIR, you will
technically have a copy of the Final EIR.

We are aware that many people who receive the Draft EIR and Responses to Comments
document have no interest in receiving virtually the same information after the EIR has
been certified. To avoid expending money and paper needlessly, we would like to send
copies of the Final EIR [in Adobe Acrobat format on a CD] to private individuals only if
they request them. Therefore, if you would like a copy of the Final EIR, please fill out
and mail the postcard provided inside the back cover to the Environmental Planning
division of the Planning Department within two weeks after certification of the EIR. Any
private party not requesting a Final EIR by that time will not be mailed a copy. Public
agencies on the distribution list will automatically receive a copy of the Final EIR.

Thank you for your interest in this project.

www.sfplanning.org



NOTE: The Governor of the State of California has re-certified this project as an
Environmental Leadership Development Project under Chapter 6.5 (commencing with
section 21178) of the Public Resources Code, which provides, among other things, that
any judicial action challenging the certification of the EIR or the approval of the project
described in the EIR is subject to the procedures set forth in sections 21185 to 21186,
inclusive, of the Public Resources Code. In accordance with Public Resources section
21186(a) and (b), documents and other materials placed in the record of proceedings can
be found at https://www.ab900record.com/10svn. ~ Additional public notice has been
separately provided regarding such certification, in accordance with the requirements of
the Public Resources Code.

FOR MORE INFORMATION, PLEASE CONTACT:
Planner: Rachel Schuett
Telephone: (415) 575-9030

TO SUBMIT COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIR, PLEASE E-MAIL: CPC.10SouthVan
Ness@sfgov.org
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SUMMARY

This environmental impact report (EIR) chapter summarizes the proposed 10 South Van Ness Avenue
Mixed-Use Project and its potential environmental impacts. This summary is intended to highlight major
areas of importance in the environmental analysis as required by section 15123 of the California
Environmental Quality Act Guidelines (CEQA Guidelines). This chapter briefly summarizes the 10 South
Van Ness Avenue Mixed-Use Project (referred to in this Environmental Impact Report [EIR] as “the
proposed project”). Following the synopsis of the proposed project, a summary table presents the
environmental impacts of the proposed project identified in the EIR by topic and the mitigation measures
identified to reduce or lessen significant impacts. Improvement measures, which are not required to mitigate
significant impacts but would further reduce the magnitude of less-than-significant effects, may also be
identified. Significant impacts identified in the initial study are listed in a separate summary table, along
with the mitigation measures that would reduce them to less-than-significant levels. Following these
summary tables is a description of the alternatives to the proposed project that are addressed in this EIR and
a table comparing the impacts of those alternatives with the proposed project. The chapter concludes with a

summary of environmental issues to be resolved and areas of known controversy.

Table S.1: Summary of Impacts of Proposed Project Identified in the EIR, beginning on p. S.5,
provides an overview of the following:

e Environmental impacts with the potential to occur as a result of the proposed project;

e The level of significance of the environmental impacts before implementation of any identified
mitigation measures;

e A statement clarifying whether identified mitigation measure(s) would avoid or reduce significant
environmental impacts and the level of significance for each impact after the mitigation measures are
implemented; and

e Improvement measures that would further reduce less-than-significant impacts.

This summary should not be relied upon for a thorough understanding of the proposed project or variant,
individual impacts, and mitigation measures. Please see Chapter 2, Project Description, for a complete
description of the proposed project and variant; Chapter 4, Environmental Setting and Impacts, and the initial
study (EIR Appendix B) for a complete description of impacts and mitigation measures; and Chapter 5,
Alternatives, for a complete description of the alternatives to the proposed project and variant and their
significant impacts.

S.1 PROJECT SYNOPSIS

The project sponsor, 10 SVN, LLC, proposes to redevelop a 51,150-square-foot (1.17-acre) triangle-shaped
property at the southwest corner of South Van Ness Avenue and Market Street, in the South of Market
(SoMa) neighborhood of San Francisco, with a large residential complex with ground-floor retail. The
northern end of the project site was occupied by the San Francisco Honda Dealership until recently. The
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Summary

dealership occupied the two-story, 30- to 45-foot-high building, and the southern end of the site encompasses
a small, undeveloped area. The proposed 10 South Van Ness Avenue Mixed-Use Project would involve the
demolition of the existing building and the construction of two 41-story towers. The towers would be 400
feet tall (420 feet total, including roof screens and elevator penthouses) and would contain a total of 984
dwelling units and retail space on the ground floor. Below grade, the two structures would be connected by
two basement parking levels. New publicly accessible open space would be provided in the form of a new
pedestrian-oriented right-of-way (or alley) that would run from South Van Ness Avenue to 12th Street under
the proposed project or from Market Street to 12th Street under the variant, as discussed below.

The project sponsor is considering a variant to the proposed project that would include construction of a
single 55-story tower over a podium structure. Under the variant, the tower would be up to 590 feet in height
(610 feet total, including roof screens and elevator penthouses). The variant would be similar to the proposed
project in that it would provide 984 dwelling units, ground-floor retail space, two levels of underground
parking, and a pedestrian-oriented right-of-way through the project site.

Both the proposed project and variant would involve improvements to 12th Street that are consistent with the
base requirements of the Better Streets Plan. In addition, the project sponsor is considering an alternate set of
improvements to 12th Street (referred to as the “straight-shot streetscape option” in this EIR) for both the
proposed project and variant that would extend the eastern sidewalk and pedestrian promenade adjacent to
the project site from 15 to 40 feet in width on 12th Street. The western sidewalk on 12th Street would be
expanded to a width of 18 feet. There would be two 11-foot-wide mixed-flow travel lanes, with one lane
running in each direction. In addition, both the proposed project and variant may include a street-level
elevator to provide access to the San Francisco Municipal Railway (Muni) Metro station at Market Street and
South Van Ness Avenue.

S.2 SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION
MEASURES

The San Francisco Planning Department (planning department) published a Notice of Preparation of an
Environmental Impact Report on July 12, 2017, announcing the intent to prepare and distribute a focused
EIR and subsequently published an initial study on May 2, 2018. The topics analyzed in this EIR are
Cultural Resources (Historic Architectural), Transportation and Circulation, Air Quality, Noise, Wind, and
Shadow; all other topics were covered within the initial study (see EIR Appendix B).

All impacts of the proposed project and associated mitigation measures and improvement measures
identified in this EIR are summarized under their own subsection in Table S.1: Summary of Impacts of
Proposed Project Identified in the EIR. Under each topic, impacts follow the order of the corresponding
impact discussion in Chapter 4, Environmental Setting and Impacts, of this EIR. For the topics evaluated in
the EIR, the levels of significance of impacts are identified as:

e No Impact — No adverse changes (or impacts) to the environment are expected.
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o Less Than Significant — Impact that does not exceed the defined significance criteria or would be
eliminated or reduced to a less-than-significant level through compliance with existing local, state,
and federal laws and regulations.

e Less Than Significant with Mitigation — Impact that is reduced to a less-than-significant level
through implementation of the identified mitigation measures.

¢ Significant and Unavoidable with Mitigation — Impact that exceeds the defined significance
criteria and can be reduced through compliance with existing local, state, and federal laws and
regulations and/or implementation of all feasible mitigation measures, but cannot be reduced to a
less-than-significant level.

o Significant and Unavoidable — Impact that exceeds the defined significance criteria and cannot be
eliminated or reduced to a less-than-significant level through compliance with existing local, state,
and federal laws and regulations and for which there are no feasible mitigation measures.

Where applicable, this table identifies the level of significance for impacts after implementation of the
identified mitigation measure(s) in the column labeled “Level of Significance after Mitigation.” All
mitigation measures and improvement measures are applicable to the proposed project and the variant.

Table S.1 should not be relied upon for a thorough understanding of the proposed project or its variant and
their associated impacts and mitigation needs, but is presented for the reader as an overview of impacts,
mitigation measures, and improvement measures of the proposed project and variant. Please see the
environmental topic sections in Chapter 4, Environmental Setting and Impacts, of this EIR and Section E,
Evaluation of Environmental Effects, in the initial study (EIR Appendix B) for a thorough discussion and
analysis of project-level and cumulative environmental impacts and the mitigation measures identified to

address those impacts, as well as the basis for any proposed improvement measures.

As described below in Table S.1, this EIR identifies three significant and unavoidable impacts related to,
respectively, demolition of the existing buildings at 10 South Van Ness Avenue, a historical resource for the
purposes of CEQA; cumulative construction traffic; and cumulative wind effects. Table S.1 also identifies
improvement measures that could be implemented by the project sponsor to further reduce the less-than-
significant transportation impacts of the proposed project.

As shown in Table S.2: Summary of Significant Impacts of Proposed Project and Variant Identified in
the Initial Study, beginning on p. S.40, the initial study identified five significant impacts related to cultural
resources (historic architectural) and geology and soils that would be mitigated to less-than-significant levels
with measures identified in that table.
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Table S.1: Summary of Impacts of Proposed Project and Variant Identified in the EIR

Summary

Impact

Level of
Significance
before
Mitigation

Mitigation and Improvement Measures

Level of
Significance
after
Mitigation

Legend: NI = No Impact; LTS = Less than Significant; LTSM = Less than Significant with mitigation; S = Significant; SU = Significant and unavoidable; SUM = Significant and unavoidable with mitigation; NA =

Not Applicable

Cultural Resources (Historic Architectural)

CR-1: The proposed
demolition of the building at 10
South Van Ness Avenue would
cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in
section 15064.5 of the CEQA
Guidelines.

S

Mitigation Measure M-CR-1a: Documentation

Prior to demolition or the issuance of site permits for the 10 South Van Ness
Avenue project, the project sponsor shall undertake Historic American Building
Survey (HABS)-level documentation of the property. The documentation shall be
funded by the project sponsor and undertaken by a qualified professional who
meets the standards for history, architectural history, or architecture (as
appropriate) set forth in the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification
Standards (Code of Federal Regulations title 36, part 61). Before beginning work
on any aspect of the documentation, the professional overseeing the documentation
shall meet with the preservation staff of the Planning Department for review and
approval of a coordinated documentation plan. The documentation package
created shall consist of the items listed below.

e  Measured Drawings: A set of measured drawings that depict the
existing size, scale, and dimensions of the property. The Planning
Department’s preservation staff will accept the original architectural
drawings or an as-built set of architectural drawings (e.g., plan, section,
elevation). The preservation staff will assist the consultant in determining
the appropriate level of measured drawings.

o HABS-Level Photography: Digital photographs of the interior and
exterior of the property. Large-format negatives are not required. The
scope of the digital photographs shall be reviewed by the Planning
Department’s preservation staff for concurrence, and all digital
photography shall be conducted according to current National Park
Service standards. The photography shall be undertaken by a qualified
professional with demonstrated experience in HABS photography.

SUM
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Table S.1: Summary of Impacts of Proposed Project and Variant Identified in the EIR

Summary

Impact

Level of
Significance
before
Mitigation

Mitigation and Improvement Measures

Level of
Significance
after
Mitigation

Legend: NI = No Impact; LTS = Less than Significant; LTSM = Less than Significant with mitigation; S = Significant; SU = Significant and unavoidable; SUM = Significant and unavoidable with mitigation; NA =

Not Applicable

o HABS Historical Report: A written historical narrative and report, per
the HABS Historical Report Guidelines.

e Video Recordation: The project sponsor shall undertake a video
documenting the affected historical resource and its setting. The
documentation shall be conducted and narrated by a qualified
professional who meets the standards for history, architectural history, or
architecture (as appropriate) set forth in the Secretary of the Interior’s
Professional Qualification Standards (Code of Federal Regulations title
36, part 61). The documentation shall include as much information as
possible—using visuals in combination with narration—about the
materials, construction methods, current condition, historic use, and
historic context of the historical resource.

e Print-on-Demand Book: The project sponsor shall make the content
from the historical report, historical photographs, HABS photography,
measured drawings, and field notes available to the public through a pre-
existing print-on-demand book service. This service will print and mail
softcover books containing the aforementioned materials to members of
the public who have paid a nominal fee. The sponsor shall not be
required to pay ongoing printing fees once the book has been made
available through the service.

The professional(s) shall submit the completed documentation for review and
approval by a member of the Planning Department’s preservation staff before
demolition or site permits are issued. Documentation may be used in the
interpretive display or signage described in Mitigation Measure M-CR-1b. The
final approved documentation shall be provided to the planning department and
offered to repositories including but not limited to the History Room of the San
Francisco Public Library; the Environmental Design Library at the University of
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Table S.1: Summary of Impacts of Proposed Project and Variant Identified in the EIR

Summary

Impact

Level of
Significance
before
Mitigation

Mitigation and Improvement Measures

Level of
Significance
after
Mitigation

Legend: NI = No Impact; LTS = Less than Significant; LTSM = Less than Significant with mitigation; S = Significant; SU = Significant and unavoidable; SUM = Significant and unavoidable with mitigation; NA =

Not Applicable

California, Berkeley; the Northwest Information Center; San Francisco
Architectural Heritage; and the California Historical Society. The Planning
Department will make electronic versions of the documentation available to the
public at no charge.

Mitigation Measure M-CR-1b: Interpretation

The project sponsor shall install and maintain a permanent interpretive display
commemorating the historical significance of the Fillmore West and Bill Graham.
Interpretive display(s) shall develop a connection between the general public and
the subject building’s history. These installations may include, for example,
interactive sound or video installations showcasing historic performances at
Fillmore West or booths designed to record or play oral histories (see below), and
historically oriented programming for a publicly accessible space. The interpretive
program may also include more traditional interpretive materials such as
commemorative markers and plaques, displays of photographs, and news articles.
Emphasis shall be placed on the many posters advertising concerts that took place
at the subject building during its period of significance. The high-quality
interpretive displays shall be installed within the project site boundaries, made of
durable, all-weather materials, and positioned to allow for high public visibility
and interactivity.

To assist in the collection of information that will inform and direct the historical
interpretation, the sponsor shall fund a historical study prepared by the qualified
historic consultant preparing the interpretative program to identify significant
trends and events associated with the music of the 1960s counterculture in San
Francisco, as well as identify associated buildings and sites throughout San
Francisco. The project sponsor, at his or her election, may also incorporate the art
and culture of the 1960s counterculture in San Francisco into this study. The
objective of this study is to provide background information that will enrich the

10 South Van Ness Avenue Mixed-Use Project

Case No. 2015-004568ENV

S.6

Draft EIR
October 17, 2018




Table S.1: Summary of Impacts of Proposed Project and Variant Identified in the EIR

Summary

Impact

Level of
Significance
before
Mitigation

Mitigation and Improvement Measures

Level of
Significance
after
Mitigation

Legend: NI = No Impact; LTS = Less than Significant; LTSM = Less than Significant with mitigation; S = Significant; SU = Significant and unavoidable; SUM = Significant and unavoidable with mitigation; NA =

Not Applicable

historical contexts that have already been established for the subject building and
to place the subject building within the wider context of 1960s counterculture, for
the benefit of the general public.

Additionally, the sponsor shall retain the services of a qualified historian to
undertake an oral history of the Fillmore West. This oral history project will
consist of interviews and recollections of people present at the concerts performed
during the period of significance, including performers, organizers, and
concertgoers, to the extent feasible. The success of this effort will depend
primarily on the ability of the project sponsor to locate such persons, and on their
willingness/ability to participate. Therefore, the project sponsor shall make a good-
faith effort to publicize the oral history project, conduct public outreach, and
identify a wide range of potential interviewees. To accomplish this, the sponsor
shall employ a range of measures that may include hosting a commemorative
concert or event, installing booths that allow participants to record their
recollections, and/or hosting a website that allows interviewees to contribute
remotely. Prior to undertaking this effort, the scope and methodology of the oral
history project shall be reviewed and approved by the Environmental Review
Officer, in consultation with preservation staff.

In addition to potentially being utilized for the on-site interpretive program, the
recordings made as part of the oral history project shall be transcribed, indexed,
and made available to the public at no charge through the Planning Department
and other archives and repositories in order to allow for remote, oftf-site historical
interpretation of the subject building.

A general plan that will lay out the various components of the interpretive program
shall be developed in consultation with an architectural historian who meets the
Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards, and approved by
Planning Department staff prior to issuance of a site permit or demolition permit.
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This plan shall include the historical study and the oral history program described
above.

The substance, media, and other characteristics of the interpretive display shall be
developed by a consultant experienced in urban architectural interpretive displays.
Prior to finalizing the display, the sponsor and consultant shall attempt to convene
a community group consisting of local preservation organizations and other
interested parties to receive feedback on the adequacy of the interpretive display.

A detailed final design showing the substance and appearance of the interpretive
displays, as well as maintenance plans, shall be approved by Planning Department
preservation staff before the final certificate of occupancy can be issued.

Mitigation Measure M-CR-1c: Salvage Architectural Materials from the Site
for Public Information or Reuse

Prior to demolition of the subject building, the project sponsor shall either use
salvaged architectural materials on the site as part of the interpretive program or
make such architectural materials from the site available to museums, archives,
curation facilities, the public, and nonprofit organizations to preserve, interpret,
and display the history of the historical resource. The project sponsor shall provide
representatives of these groups the opportunity to salvage materials for public
information or reuse in other locations. No materials shall be salvaged or removed
until HABS recordation and documentation are completed and an inventory of key
exterior and interior features and materials is completed by Secretary of the
Interior—qualified professionals.

CR-2: Demolition and new LTS None necessary. NA
construction on the project site

or variant would not have a
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substantial adverse effect on
any offsite historical resource,
as defined in section 15064.5
of the CEQA Guidelines.

C-CR-1: The proposed project
or variant, in combination with
past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future projects in
the project vicinity, would not
substantially contribute to
cumulative impacts related to
historical resources.

LTS

None necessary.

NA

Transportation and Circulation

TR-1: The proposed project,
the variant, or the straight-shot
streetscape option would not
cause substantial additional
VMT or substantially induce
automobile travel.

LTS

None necessary.

NA

TR-2: The proposed project,
the variant, or the straight-shot
streetscape option would not
cause major traffic hazards.

LTS

Improvement Measure I-TR-2a: Monitoring and Abatement of Queues

The owner/operator of any off-street parking facility with more than 20 parking
spaces (excluding loading and car-share spaces) will be responsible for ensuring
that recurring vehicle queues do not occur on the public right-of-way. A recurring
vehicle queue is defined as one or more vehicles (destined for the parking facility)
blocking any portion of any public street, alley, or sidewalk for 3 consecutive

NA
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minutes or longer on a daily or weekly basis.

If a recurring vehicle queue occurs, the owner/operator of the parking facility will
employ methods as needed to abate the queue. Appropriate abatement methods
will vary depending on the characteristics and causes of the recurring queue, and
the characteristics of the parking facility, the street(s) to which the facility
connects, and the associated land uses (if applicable).

Suggested abatement methods include but are not limited to the following:

Redesigning the facility to improve vehicular circulation and/or onsite
queue capacity

Employing parking attendants

Installing “LOT FULL” signs with active management by parking
attendants

Using valet parking or other space-efficient parking techniques
Using offsite parking facilities or shared parking with nearby uses

Using parking occupancy sensors and signage to direct drivers to
available spaces

Employing travel demand management strategies such as additional
bicycle parking, customer shuttles, or delivery services

Implementing parking demand management strategies such as parking
time limits, paid parking, time-of-day parking surcharge, or validated
parking

If the planning director, or his or her designee, suspects that a recurring queue is
present, the planning department will notify the property owner in writing. Upon
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request, the owner/operator will hire a qualified transportation consultant to
evaluate site conditions for no less than seven days. The consultant will prepare a
monitoring report to be submitted to the planning department for review. If the
planning department determines that a recurring queue does exist, the facility
owner/operator will have 90 days from the date of the written determination to
abate the queue.

Improvement Measure I-TR-2b: Active Garage Driveway Controls and
Curbside Management

The project sponsor/property owner will install active parking management
controls at the project site at the driveway of the off-street parking garage, within
the off-street garage area, and at the curbside loading zones on the east side of 12th
Street. The goals of this measure will be to reduce the potential for queuing of
project-related vehicular traffic along 12th Street; reduce and/or eliminate potential
conflicts between vehicles entering and exiting the site driveway and other
roadway users along 12th Street (e.g., motorists, cyclists, pedestrians); and reduce
potential conflicts between large delivery vehicles using the curbside loading
zones on the east side of 12th Street and other roadway users.

Sensors will be installed at the gated parking garage’s ramp and at the driveway
entrance/exit lane at 12th Street to detect any outbound vehicles on the driveway
and in the ramp area. Vehicles traveling up the garage ramp and approaching the
exit gate would then trigger a sensor that would activate an electronic sign, signal,
or audible devices at the driveway entrance to warn any vehicles, pedestrians, or
bicyclists of the presence of the exiting vehicle.

Large delivery and move-in/move-out vehicles will be required to coordinate and
schedule use of the curbside loading spaces on the east side of 12th Street through
building management and SFMTA’s 311 reservation system.
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Additional traffic calming and safety treatments will be installed in the parking
driveway area. Specifically, signage will be installed to advise drivers exiting the
parking driveway to slow, stop, and yield to any pedestrians in the sidewalk on
12th Street (e.g., “Caution: Pedestrians Crossing,” “Watch for Pedestrians,” “Exit
Slowly,” “STOP”). Diagonal mirrors will be installed so that motorists exiting the
parking garage and pedestrians in the sidewalk can see each other. The project
sponsor will also install rumble strips or similar devices to maintain slow speeds
for vehicles exiting the parking garage.

TR-3: The proposed project or
variant would not cause a
substantial increase in transit
demand that could not be
accommodated by adjacent
transit capacity such that
unacceptable levels of transit
service could result, nor would
they cause a substantial
increase in delays or operating
costs such that significant
adverse impacts in transit
service levels would result.

LTS

None necessary.

NA

TR-4: The proposed project,
the variant, or the straight-shot
streetscape option would not
create potentially hazardous
conditions for bicyclists or
otherwise substantially

LTS

None necessary.

NA
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interfere with bicycle
accessibility to the site or
adjoining areas.

TR-5: The proposed project, LTS None necessary. NA
the variant, or the straight-shot

streetscape options would not

result in substantial

overcrowding on public

sidewalks, create potentially

hazardous conditions for

pedestrians, or otherwise

interfere with pedestrian

accessibility to the site and

adjoining areas.

TR-6: The proposed project, LTS Improvement Measure I-TR-6: Coordination of Freight Loading/Service NA
the variant, or the straight-shot Vehicle Activities

:;ﬁ?fﬁiggﬁgs d‘gg;lr?dmt To redt}ce the potential for delivery ‘Vehicles to park in the trgvel lane adjacent to

during the peak hour of loading the prcpect frontage_ on 12th Street (if on- and off-str;et lo'admg spaces are

activities that could not be occ'upl'ed or truck size e‘xce'eds 4§ feet in length), re51dent1g1 move-ln/move-c')ut'

accommodated within activities and larger dc?hverles will be' schedqled anfi coordmated through building

proposed onsite loading management. For retail uses, appropriate delivery times will be scheduled and

facilities or within convenient res?rlctfad to .before 7 a.m., between 10 a.m. and 4 p.m.,.and aft.er 8 p.m. No

on-street loading zones, and dehyerles will occur between 4 p.m. anFi 8 p.m,, to avoid conflicts with pe.ak— .

would not create po tent,ially perlod commute traffic and with bicyclists on adjacent streets and pedestrians in

hazardous conditions affecting adjacent sidewalk areas.

traffic, transit, bicycles, or The project sponsor will enforce strict regulations governing the size of trucks

pedestrians or significant using the off-street loading spaces in the proposed freight loading area. Trucks
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delays affecting transit.

more than 45 feet long will be prohibited from entering the parking garage and
will use existing and proposed on-street loading spaces along 12th Street adjacent
to the project site. Appropriate signage will be posted at the parking garage
entrance to notify truck operators of the truck size regulations and the presence of
on-street loading spaces on 12th Street. The project sponsor will notify building
management (and related staff) and retail tenants regarding the imposed truck size
limits for the proposed freight loading area.

Building management staff will notify operators of large trucks regarding the
proper loading procedures to follow upon entering the off-street parking garage.
Because trucks will be required to move into and out of a 24-foot driveway,
building management will require a person (i.e., spotter) to safely guide the truck
driver and assist in maneuvering the truck within the public right-of-way and into
the parking garage, as needed.

Appropriate move-in/move-out and loading procedures will be enforced to avoid
blockages of streets adjacent to the project site over an extended period of time,
and to reduce potential conflicts with other roadway users along adjacent streets,
including movers and pedestrians walking along 12th Street or South Van Ness
Avenue. Curb parking for movers on 12th Street or South Van Ness Avenue will
be reserved through SFMTA or by directly contacting the local 311 service.
Residential move-in/move-out activities will be scheduled during weekday midday
hours between 10 a.m. and 4 p.m. and/or on weekends to avoid any potential
conflicts with peak-period commute traffic and all users of adjacent roadways.

In addition, the project sponsor will coordinate with Recology and enforce strict
garbage pick-up periods. Such pick-up times will be restricted to before 7 a.m.
and/or between 10 a.m. and 2 p.m. No garbage pick-up activities will occur after 3
p-m., to avoid conflicts with vehicular traffic and pedestrians on 12th Street,
Market Street, or South Van Ness Avenue. Specific loading procedures (as
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described above) will also be enforced for Recology vehicles during garbage pick-
up periods.

TR-7: The proposed project,
the variant, or the straight-shot
streetscape options would not
result in inadequate emergency
access to the project site or
adjoining areas.

LTS

None necessary.

NA

TR-8: The duration and
magnitude of temporary
construction activities for the
proposed project or the variant
would not result in substantial
interference with pedestrian,
bicycle, or vehicular circulation
and accessibility to adjoining
areas that could create
potentially hazardous
conditions.

LTS

None necessary.

NA

C-TR-1: The proposed project,
the variant, or the straight-shot
streetscape option, in
combination with past, present,
and reasonably foreseeable
future projects in the vicinity of
the project site, would not
contribute considerably to

LTS

None necessary.

For less-than-significant cumulative traffic hazard impacts: implementation of
Improvement Measure I-TR-2a: Monitoring and Abatement of Queues,
Improvement Measure I-TR-2b: Active Garage Driveway Controls and
Curbside Management, and Improvement Measure I-TR-6: Coordination of
Freight Loading/Service Vehicle Activities.

NA
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significant cumulative impacts
related to VMT or traffic
hazards.

C-TR-2: The proposed project
or variant, in combination with
past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future projects in
the vicinity of the project site,
would not contribute
considerably to significant
cumulative impacts on transit.

LTS

None necessary.

NA

C-TR-3: The proposed project
or variant, or the straight-shot
streetscape options, in
combination with past, present,
and reasonably foreseeable
future projects in the vicinity of
the project site, would not
contribute considerably to
significant cumulative impacts
on bicycle travel.

LTS

For the less-than-significant impacts on bicycle travel, implementation of
Improvement Measure [-TR-2a: Monitoring and Abatement of Queues,
Improvement Measure [-TR-2b: Active Garage Driveway Controls and Curbside
Management, and Improvement Measure [-TR-6: Coordination of Freight
Loading/Service Vehicle Activities.

NA

C-TR-4: The proposed
project, variant, or straight-shot
streetscape options, in
combination with past, present,
and reasonably foreseeable
future projects in the vicinity of

LTS

For the less-than-significant impacts on pedestrians, implementation of
Improvement Measure [-TR-2a: Monitoring and Abatement of Queues,
Improvement Measure [-TR-2b: Active Garage Driveway Controls and Curbside
Management, and Improvement Measure [-TR-6: Coordination of Freight
Loading/Service Vehicle Activities.

NA
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the project site, would not
contribute considerably to
significant cumulative impacts
on pedestrians.

C-TR-5: The proposed
project, variant, or straight-shot
streetscape options, in
combination with past, present,
and reasonably foreseeable
future projects in the vicinity of
the project site, would not
contribute considerably to
significant cumulative impacts
on loading.

LTS

For the less-than-significant cumulative impacts from loading, implementation of
Improvement Measure I-TR-2a: Monitoring and Abatement of Queues,
Improvement Measure [-TR-2b: Active Garage Driveway Controls and Curbside
Management, and Improvement Measure [I-TR-6: Coordination of Freight
Loading/Service Vehicle Activities.

NA

C-TR-6: The proposed
project, variant, or straight-shot
streetscape options, in
combination with past, present,
and reasonably foreseeable
future projects in the vicinity of
the project site, would not
contribute considerably to
significant cumulative impacts
on emergency vehicle access.

LTS

None necessary.

NA

C-TR-7: The duration and
magnitude of temporary
construction activities for the

Mitigation Measure M-C-TR-7a: Cumulative Construction Coordination:
The project sponsor or its contractor(s) shall consult with City departments such as
the SFMTA and Public Works through ISCOTT, and other interdepartmental

SUM
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proposed project, the variant,
or the straight-shot streetscape
option, in combination with
construction of past, present,
and reasonably foreseeable
future projects in the vicinity of
the project site, could result in
substantial interference with
pedestrian, bicycle, or
vehicular circulation and
accessibility to adjoining areas,
thereby resulting in a
significant cumulative impact
from potentially hazardous
condit