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LoNDON N. BREED
MAYOR

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, July 17, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*x* PRESS RELEASE ***
NEW COMMUNITY BENEFIT DISTRICT CREATED TO KEEP
DOWNTOWN SAN FRANCISCO CLEAN AND SAFE

The new Downtown Community Benefit District follows on the recent renewals of two existing
Community Benefit and Business Improvement Districts to provide a range of services for
residents and businesses

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, along with Supervisors Aaron Peskin, Vallie
Brown, and Matt Haney, yesterday announced the expansion of San Francisco’s efforts to keep
the City’s streets clean and safe. The Board of Supervisors voted unanimously to create a new
Downtown Community Benefit District (CBD), which follows on recent votes to renew two
existing districts: North of Market/Tenderloin CBD and the Union Square Business
Improvement District (BID). In total, the three districts will raise nearly $12 million per year
over the next ten to 15 years to address the cleanliness, safety, and promotion of their
communities.

“Community Benefit Districts keep our communities, clean, safe, and vibrant, and I’m excited to
expand these serves to Downtown San Francisco,” said Mayor London Breed. “The renewal of
existing CBDs demonstrates that neighbors, merchants, property owners, and stakeholders
continue to have confidence that these organizations create and implement effective, equity-
based solutions and make it possible for everyone to benefit from cleaner and safer streets.”

Community Benefit Districts strive to improve the overall quality of life in targeted commercial
districts and mixed-use neighborhoods through a partnership between the City and local
communities. Once an area has voted to establish a CBD, local property owners are levied a
special assessment to fund improvements to their neighborhood. The funds are administered by a
non-profit organization established by the neighborhood.

The newly formed Downtown CBD and the renewal of the North of Market/Tenderloin CBD and
Union Square BID will provide a range of services for residents and businesses, including:

e Trash and graffiti removal, sidewalk sweeping, pressure washing, and installing new
trash cans;

Organizing events and activations of public spaces and sidewalks;

Public and pedestrian safety programs centered around hospitality;

Public art programs and wayfinding signage;

Services to connect people with social services and provide information to visitors;

Marketing and promotion of neighborhoods as community, business, and regional
destinations.
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Downtown Community Benefit District

The Downtown CBD is now the newest and one of the largest CBDs in San Francisco. The
formation of this district began in 2007 but was paused due to the economic downturn in 2008.
However, proponents continued to work on the idea and brought it back to the community in
2017. The CBD will raise approximately $3.9 million per year in special assessments from
properties within the district to carry out its management plan over the next 15 years. The
boundaries of the district include approximately 669 parcels located on approximately 43 whole
or partial blocks. The district is generally bounded by the Embarcadero, Spear, Battery and
Sansome Streets on the east, Pacific Avenue, and Washington and Sacramento Streets on the
north, Kearny and Montgomery Streets on the west, and Pacific, Howard Street and the south
side of Market Street.

“As the sponsor of the original Community Benefit District enabling legislation and an original
supporter of this CBD 12 years ago, | believe in the power of community stewardship,” said
Supervisor Aaron Peskin, who has long worked on the formation of the Downtown Community
Benefit District (CBD). “The Financial District is the home of San Francisco’s workforce
economy, and the Downtown CBD will help augment the City’s baseline services on everything
from pressure washing to homeless outreach. Whether you’re a tourist visiting a downtown
attraction or a worker clocking out of an office tower to enjoy a lunchtime event in a public
plaza, the CBD will be a meaningful public benefit.”

The Board of Supervisors and property owners also approved the renewal and expansion of the
North of Market/Tenderloin CBD and the Union Square BID. Additionally, property owners
voted to renew the Civic Center CBD.

North of Market/Tenderloin Community Benefit District

The North of Market/Tenderloin CBD was renewed by property owners in the area and the
Board of Supervisors voted to approve the renewal and expansion in June. It will raise
approximately $1.9 million per year in special assessments from properties to carry out its
management plan over the next 15 years. The boundaries of the District include 800 parcels
located on approximately 41 blocks bounded by Polk and Larkin Street on the west, O’Farrell
Street on the north, Mason Street on the east, Market and McAllister Street on the south and
Market Street on the southeast.

“The Tenderloin is one of the highest needs areas in San Francisco with the densest
concentration of children in the city,” said Supervisor Matt Haney. “The TLCBD has done a lot
to help keep the streets of the Tenderloin safe, clean, and healthy for the neighborhood’s
children, seniors, adults, and businesses. It has done this in a way that engages community
participation, employs harm reduction strategies, and honors the human dignity of all of the TL’s
residents both housed and unhoused. | strongly support the TLCBD’s renewal and look forward
to continuing to work with them in my district.”

Union Square Business Improvement District
The Union Square BID, San Francisco’s oldest such district, was renewed for an additional ten
years on July 9. It will raise approximately $6 million per year in special assessments to carry out
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its management plan, making it San Francisco’s largest district by assessment revenue. The
boundaries of the district include approximately 620 parcels located on 27 whole or partial
blocks, bounded by Bush Street on the north, Kearney Street on the east, Market Street on the
south, and Taylor and Mason Streets on the west.

New services include a 24/7 dispatch center for the public and stakeholders to alert the BID to
areas that need attention, additional staff focused on cleaning and safety with a 20% wage
increase, and safety and hospitality ambassadors who will assist those in need within the district
during the day and overnight between 10pm and 6am.

Civic Center Community Benefit District

On Tuesday, July 16, Civic Center property owners voted to approve the renewal and expansion
of the Civic Center CBD. The Board of Supervisors will vote on the renewal of the Civic Center
CBD on Tuesday, July 23. If approved, the Civic Center CBD will raise approximately

$3.2 million per year in special assessments from properties within the CBD to carry out its
management plan. The boundaries of the district would include approximately 773 parcels on 43
whole or partial blocks, bounded by Golden Gate Avenue and Turk Street to the north, Market
Street to the south, 7th Street to the east, and Gough Street to the west.

“Since 2011, the Civic Center Community Benefit District has helped support cleanliness and
safety in Hayes Valley and the surrounding neighborhood,” said Supervisor Vallie Brown. “I

look forward to working with neighbors and the CBD to serve the diverse needs of District 5

stakeholders—residential and commercial, housed and unhoused.”

More information on the Community Benefit District program can be found at:
https://oewd.org/community-benefit-districts.

HiH
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

CEQA Categorical Exemption Determination
PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Address Block/Lot(s)

1566 48TH AVE 1893029

Case No. Permit No.

2019-004370ENV 201812117970

Il Addition/ [[] pemoilition (requires HRE for ] New
Alteration Category B Building) Construction

Project description for Planning Department approval.

Remodel and addition to existing single family home and convert it to a 2 unit building. The additions will be
located at the rear and two new stories above the existing room. Parking will be provided for 2 cars and 2 bikes.
Proposed building would create an approximately 4,500 square foot building.

STEP 1: EXEMPTION CLASS

The project has been determined to be categorically exempt under the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA).

- Class 1 - Existing Facilities. Interior and exterior alterations; additions under 10,000 sq. ft.

. Class 3 - New Construction. Up to three new single-family residences or six dwelling units in one

building; commercial/office structures; utility extensions; change of use under 10,000 sq. ft. if principally
permitted or with a CU.

|:| Class 32 - In-Fill Development. New Construction of seven or more units or additions greater than
10,000 sq. ft. and meets the conditions described below:

(a) The project is consistent with the applicable general plan designation and all applicable general plan
policies as well as with applicable zoning designation and regulations.

(b) The proposed development occurs within city limits on a project site of no more than 5 acres
substantially surrounded by urban uses.

(c) The project site has no value as habitat for endangered rare or threatened species.

(d) Approval of the project would not result in any significant effects relating to traffic, noise, air quality, or
water quality.

(e) The site can be adequately served by all required utilities and public services.

FOR ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING USE ONLY

I:l Class
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STEP 2: CEQA IMPACTS
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

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 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 > Mabher layer).

Transportation: Does the project involve a child care facility or school with 30 or more students, or a
|:| location 1,500 sq. ft. or greater? Does the project have the potential to adversely affect transit, pedestrian
and/or bicycle safety (hazards) or the adequacy of nearby transit, pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities?

Archeological Resources: Would the project result in soil disturbance/modification greater than two
D (2) feet below grade in an archeological sensitive area or eight (8) feet in a non -archeological sensitive
area? If yes, archeo review is requried (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >
Archeological Sensitive Area)

Subdivision/Lot Line Adjustment: Does the project site involve a subdivision or lot line adjustment
I:l on a lot with a slope average of 20% or more? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >
Topography). If yes, Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.

Slope = or > 25%: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion greater
|:| than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or more of
soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Topography) If box is
checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.

Seismic: Landslide Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion
|:| greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or more
of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Seismic Hazard Zones)
If box is checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.

Seismic: Liquefaction Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage

|:| expansion greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic
yards or more of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >
Seismic Hazard Zones) If box is checked, a geotechnical report will likely be required and Environmental
Planning must issue the exemption.

Comments and Planner Signature (optional): Laura Lynch
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STEP 3: PROPERTY STATUS - HISTORIC RESOURCE
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

PROPERTY IS ONE OF THE FOLLOWING: (refer to Property Information Map)

D Category A: Known Historical Resource. GO TO STEP 5.

- Category B: Potential Historical Resource (over 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 4.

|:| Category C: Not a Historical Resource or Not Age Eligible (under 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 6.

STEP 4: PROPOSED WORK CHECKLIST
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

Check all that apply to the project.

1. Change of use and new construction. Tenant improvements not included.

2. Regular maintenance or repair to correct or repair deterioration, decay, or damage to building.

3. Window replacement that meets the Department’'s Window Replacement Standards. Does not include
storefront window alterations.

4. Garage work. A new opening that meets the Guidelines for Adding Garages and Curb Cuts, and/or
replacement of a garage door in an existing opening that meets the Residential Design Guidelines.

5. Deck, terrace construction, or fences not visible from any immediately adjacent public right-of-way.

6. Mechanical equipment installation that is not visible from any immediately adjacent public
right-of-way.

7. Dormer installation that meets the requirements for exemption from public notification under Zoning
Administrator Bulletin No. 3: Dormer Windows.

O|0o|co|d(od

8. Addition(s) that are not visible from any immediately adjacent public right-of-way for 150 feet in each
direction; does not extend vertically beyond the floor level of the top story of the structure or is only a
single story in height; does not have a footprint that is more than 50% larger than that of the original
building; and does not cause the removal of architectural significant roofing features.

[l

Note: Project Planner must check box below before proceeding.

- Project is not listed. GO TO STEP 5.

|:| Project does not conform to the scopes of work. GO TO STEP 5.

|:| Project involves four or more work descriptions. GO TO STEP 5.

|:| Project involves less than four work descriptions. GO TO STEP 6.

STEP 5: CEQA IMPACTS - ADVANCED HISTORICAL REVIEW
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

Check all that apply to the project.

D 1. Project involves a known historical resource (CEQA Category A) as determined by Step 3 and
conforms entirely to proposed work checklist in Step 4.

2. Interior alterations to publicly accessible spaces.

3. Window replacement of original/historic windows that are not “in-kind” but are consistent with
existing historic character.

4. Fagade/storefront alterations that do not remove, alter, or obscure character-defining features.

5. Raising the building in a manner that does not remove, alter, or obscure character-defining
features.

O(O|0)0 (O

6. Restoration based upon documented evidence of a building’s historic condition, such as historic
photographs, plans, physical evidence, or similar buildings.
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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 Secretary 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 or PTR dated 07/12/2019 (attach HRER or PTR)

b. Other (specify): Reclassify to Category C as per PTR form signed on 7/12/19.

Note: If ANY box in STEP 5 above is checked, a Preservation Planner MUST sign below.

Project can proceed with categorical exemption review. The project has been reviewed by the
Preservation Planner and can proceed with categorical exemption review. GO TO STEP 6.

Comments (optional):

Preservation Planner Signature: Charles Enchill

STEP 6: CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION DETERMINATION
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

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:
Building Permit Charles Enchill
If Discretionary Review before the Planning Commission is requested, 07/16/2019

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
31of 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 approval action.

Please note that other approval actions may be required for the project. Please contact the assigned planner for these approvals.
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STEP 7: MODIFICATION OF A CEQA EXEMPT PROJECT

TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, when a California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) exempt project changes after the Approval Action and requires a subsequent approval, the
Environmental Review Officer (or his or her designee) must determine whether the proposed change
constitutes a substantial modification of that project. This checklist shall be used to determine whether the
proposed changes to the approved project would constitute a “substantial modification” and, therefore, be
subject to additional environmental review pursuant to CEQA.

PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Address (If different than front page) Block/Lot(s) (If different than
front page)
1566 48TH AVE 1893/029
Case No. Previous Building Permit No. New Building Permit No.
2019-004370PRJ 201812117970
Plans Dated Previous Approval Action New Approval Action
Building Permit

Modified Project Description:

DETERMINATION IF PROJECT CONSTITUTES SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION

Compared to the approved project, would the modified project:

O | Resultin expansion of the building envelope, as defined in the Planning Code;

Result in the change of use that would require public notice under Planning Code
Sections 311 or 312;

Result in demolition as defined under Planning Code Section 317 or 19005(f)?

Is any information being presented that was not known and could not have been known
at the time of the original determination, that shows the originally approved project may
no longer qualify for the exemption?

O |0l d

If at least one of the above boxes is checked, further environmental review is required.

DETERMINATION OF NO SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION

[J | The proposed modification would not result in any of the above changes.

If this box is checked, the proposed modifications are categorically exempt under CEQA, in accordance with prior project
approval and no additional environmental review is required. This determination shall be posted on the Planning Department
website and office and mailed to the applicant, City approving entities, and anyone requesting written notice. In accordance
with Chapter 31, Sec 31.08j of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of this determination can be filed within 10
days of posting of this determination.

Planner Name: Date:

HSCEHIREATE: 415.575.9010
SAN FRANCISCO Para informacién en Espafiol llamar al: 415.575.9010
PLANNING DEPARTMENT Para sa impormasyon sa Tagalog tumawag sa: 415.575.9121





SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW FORM

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400
Preservation Team Meeting Date: Date of Form Completion |7/8/2019 San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479
PROJECT INFORMATION: Reception:
Planner: Address: 415.558.6378
Charles Enchill 1566 48th Avenue Fax:
415.558.6409
Block/Lot: Cross Streets:
1893/029 Lawton and Kirkham Streets Planning
Information:
CEQA Category: Art. 10/11: BPA/Case No.: 415.558.6377
B n/a 2019-004370ENV
PURPOSE OF REVIEW: PROJECT DESCRIPTION:
(e CEQA (" Article 10/11 (" Preliminary/PIC (e Alteration (" Demo/New Construction

DATE OF PLANS UNDER REVIEW: |n/a

PROJECT ISSUES:

Is the subject Property an eligible historic resource?

[] | If so, are the proposed changes a significant impact?

Additional Notes:

Submitted: Historic Resource Evaluation prepared by Tim Kelley Consulting (dated
March 2019).

PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW:

CA B

Historic District/Context

(@C

Category:

Individual

Property is individually eligible for inclusionin a
California Register under one or more of the
following Criteria:

Property is in an eligible California Register
Historic District/Context under one or more of
the following Criteria:

Criterion 1 - Event: (" Yes (¢ No Criterion 1 - Event: (" Yes (e No
Criterion 2 -Persons: (" Yes (e No Criterion 2 -Persons: (" Yes (e No
Criterion 3 - Architecture: (" Yes (¢ No Criterion 3 - Architecture: (" Yes (e No
Criterion 4 - Info. Potential: (" Yes (¢ No Criterion 4 - Info. Potential: (" Yes (e No

Period of Significance: Mn/a Period of Significance: |[;/3

(" Contributor (" Non-Contributor






Complies with the Secretary’s Standards/Art 10/Art 11: ( Yes ("' No (e N/A
CEQA Material Impairment to the individual historic resource: (" Yes (e No
CEQA Material Impairment to the historic district: (" Yes (e No
Requires Design Revisions: ( Yes (e No
Defer to Residential Design Team: (e Yes (" No

PRESERVATION TEAM COMMENTS:

According to the Historic Resource Evaluation prepared by Tim Kelley Consulting
(dated March 2019) and information in the Planning Department files, the subject property
at 1566 48th Avenue is located in the Outer Sunset neighborhood and contains a one-story
over garage, wood-frame residential building with stucco exterior. The subject building
was constructed in 1925 for property owner Frank Thornton. No architect is listed and the
local builder was Henry B. Bernhardt (Building Permit). The ground floor contains a
recessed tilt up garage door with a wide window pane. The right side within the recess is a
multi-lite glazed pedestrian door. Above the garage are three multi-lite wood sash
windows. The center window is double casement with two-over-three pattern while the
fixed windows on either end are three-over-three. Raised stucco bands frame the shaped
parapet, windows, and serve as architectural detail. On the left side of the building is a
brick stairway that leads up to the primary entrance within an arched vestibule. The main
entrance also contains a multi-lite glazed door, but with greater transparency. The owner,
Frank Thornton, was a retired saloon owner and resided at the subject property with his
wife Hannah Thornton from construction until 1928. The property was subsequently
inherited by Franks family including: daughter Nora P. Treacy (1928-1933), son Frank
Norton (1933-1936) and daughter-in-law Della Thornton (1936-1944). Permitted exterior
alterations include re-roofing (1991).

Department preservation staff have determined that 1566 48th Avenue does not
appear to be eligible for listing in the California Register. No known historic events have
occurred at the subject property that have made a significant contribution to the local,
regional, state, or national levels (Criterion 1). None of the owners or occupants of the
subject property are known to be important to history (Criterion 2). No architect was listed
on the building permit and Henry B. Bernhardt was the local builder. Bernhardt was not a
prominent builder and there are no known historic resources associated with him. While in
good condition, this modest building is not architecturally distinct such that it would
qualify individually for listing in the California Register under Criterion 3.

Based upon a review of information in the Department's records, the subject building
is not significant under Criterion 4 since this significance criterion typically applies to rare
construction types when involving the built environment. The subject building is not an
example of a rare construction type. Assessment of archaeological sensitivity is undertaken
through the Department’s Preliminary Archaeological Review process and is outside the
scope of this review.

(see continuation sheet)

Signature of a Senior Preservation Planner / Preservation Coordinator: |Date:

H : Digitally signed by Allison K. Vanderslice
Allison K. Vanderslice Date: 2019.07.12 18:18:04 -07'00'
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PLAMNNING DEPARTMENT





PART | HISTORICAL RESOURCE EVALUATION
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TiM KELLEY CONSULTING, LLC
HISTORICAL RESOURCES

2912 DIAMOND STREET #330
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TIM@TIMKELLEYCONSULTING.COM










SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

CEQA Categorical Exemption Determination
PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Address Block/Lot(s)

436 EUREKA ST 2767002A

Case No. Permit No.

2018-015711ENV 201810092526

Il Addition/ [[] pemoilition (requires HRE for ] New
Alteration Category B Building) Construction

Project description for Planning Department approval.

This project proposes the following improvements to an existing 4 story single family home in RH-2 zoning
district. (N) rear addition at all levels (horizontal expansion); (N) interior ceiling height at first living level (vl 2);
(N) garage depth, length & connection to rear yard; (N) interior stair to connect all levels; (N) Fenestration
pattern at street facing facade; (N) bedrooms & bathrooms per plans; (N) kitchen location per plans; (N)
windows, doors & skylights throughout; (N) Fixtures & finishes throughout; (N) deck & exterior stairs to yard at
rear; (N) in ground hot tub location in rear yard; (N) landscaping tbd. Proposed project would create an
approximately 4,352 square foot building

STEP 1: EXEMPTION CLASS

The project has been determined to be categorically exempt under the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA).

- Class 1 - Existing Facilities. Interior and exterior alterations; additions under 10,000 sq. ft.

|:| Class 3 - New Construction. Up to three new single-family residences or six dwelling units in one
building; commercial/office structures; utility extensions; change of use under 10,000 sq. ft. if principally
permitted or with a CU.

|:| Class 32 - In-Fill Development. New Construction of seven or more units or additions greater than
10,000 sq. ft. and meets the conditions described below:

(a) The project is consistent with the applicable general plan designation and all applicable general plan
policies as well as with applicable zoning designation and regulations.

(b) The proposed development occurs within city limits on a project site of no more than 5 acres
substantially surrounded by urban uses.

(c) The project site has no value as habitat for endangered rare or threatened species.

(d) Approval of the project would not result in any significant effects relating to traffic, noise, air quality, or
water quality.

(e) The site can be adequately served by all required utilities and public services.

FOR ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING USE ONLY

I:l Class

SIS E: 415.575.9010
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STEP 2: CEQA IMPACTS
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

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 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 > Mabher layer).

Transportation: Does the project involve a child care facility or school with 30 or more students, or a
|:| location 1,500 sq. ft. or greater? Does the project have the potential to adversely affect transit, pedestrian
and/or bicycle safety (hazards) or the adequacy of nearby transit, pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities?

Archeological Resources: Would the project result in soil disturbance/modification greater than two
. (2) feet below grade in an archeological sensitive area or eight (8) feet in a non -archeological sensitive
area? If yes, archeo review is requried (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >
Archeological Sensitive Area)

Subdivision/Lot Line Adjustment: Does the project site involve a subdivision or lot line adjustment
I:l on a lot with a slope average of 20% or more? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >
Topography). If yes, Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.

Slope = or > 25%: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion greater
|:| than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or more of
soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Topography) If box is
checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.

Seismic: Landslide Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion
|:| greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or more
of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Seismic Hazard Zones)
If box is checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.

Seismic: Liquefaction Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage

|:| expansion greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic
yards or more of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >
Seismic Hazard Zones) If box is checked, a geotechnical report will likely be required and Environmental
Planning must issue the exemption.

Comments and Planner Signature (optional): Laura Lynch

archeo review complete, no effects 4/24/2019

SIS E: 415.575.9010

SAN FRANCISCO Para informacién en Espafiol llamar al: 415.575.9010
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Para sa impormasyon sa Tagalog tumawag sa: 415.575.9121






STEP 3: PROPERTY STATUS - HISTORIC RESOURCE
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

PROPERTY IS ONE OF THE FOLLOWING: (refer to Property Information Map)

D Category A: Known Historical Resource. GO TO STEP 5.

- Category B: Potential Historical Resource (over 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 4.

|:| Category C: Not a Historical Resource or Not Age Eligible (under 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 6.

STEP 4: PROPOSED WORK CHECKLIST
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

Check all that apply to the project.

1. Change of use and new construction. Tenant improvements not included.

2. Regular maintenance or repair to correct or repair deterioration, decay, or damage to building.

3. Window replacement that meets the Department’'s Window Replacement Standards. Does not include
storefront window alterations.

4. Garage work. A new opening that meets the Guidelines for Adding Garages and Curb Cuts, and/or
replacement of a garage door in an existing opening that meets the Residential Design Guidelines.

5. Deck, terrace construction, or fences not visible from any immediately adjacent public right-of-way.

6. Mechanical equipment installation that is not visible from any immediately adjacent public
right-of-way.

7. Dormer installation that meets the requirements for exemption from public notification under Zoning
Administrator Bulletin No. 3: Dormer Windows.

O|0o|co|d(od

8. Addition(s) that are not visible from any immediately adjacent public right-of-way for 150 feet in each
direction; does not extend vertically beyond the floor level of the top story of the structure or is only a
single story in height; does not have a footprint that is more than 50% larger than that of the original
building; and does not cause the removal of architectural significant roofing features.

[l

Note: Project Planner must check box below before proceeding.

- Project is not listed. GO TO STEP 5.

|:| Project does not conform to the scopes of work. GO TO STEP 5.

|:| Project involves four or more work descriptions. GO TO STEP 5.

|:| Project involves less than four work descriptions. GO TO STEP 6.

STEP 5: CEQA IMPACTS - ADVANCED HISTORICAL REVIEW
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

Check all that apply to the project.

D 1. Project involves a known historical resource (CEQA Category A) as determined by Step 3 and
conforms entirely to proposed work checklist in Step 4.

2. Interior alterations to publicly accessible spaces.

3. Window replacement of original/historic windows that are not “in-kind” but are consistent with
existing historic character.

4. Fagade/storefront alterations that do not remove, alter, or obscure character-defining features.

5. Raising the building in a manner that does not remove, alter, or obscure character-defining
features.

O(O|0)0 (O

6. Restoration based upon documented evidence of a building’s historic condition, such as historic
photographs, plans, physical evidence, or similar buildings.
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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 Secretary 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 or PTR dated (attach HRER or PTR)

b. Other (specify): Reclassify to Category C as per PTR form signed on July 12, 2019.

Note: If ANY box in STEP 5 above is checked, a Preservation Planner MUST sign below.

Project can proceed with categorical exemption review. The project has been reviewed by the
Preservation Planner and can proceed with categorical exemption review. GO TO STEP 6.

Comments (optional):

Preservation Planner Signature: Alex Westhoff

STEP 6: CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION DETERMINATION
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

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:
Building Permit Alex Westhoff
If Discretionary Review before the Planning Commission is requested, 07/17/2019
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
31of 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 approval action.

Please note that other approval actions may be required for the project. Please contact the assigned planner for these approvals.
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STEP 7: MODIFICATION OF A CEQA EXEMPT PROJECT

TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, when a California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) exempt project changes after the Approval Action and requires a subsequent approval, the
Environmental Review Officer (or his or her designee) must determine whether the proposed change
constitutes a substantial modification of that project. This checklist shall be used to determine whether the
proposed changes to the approved project would constitute a “substantial modification” and, therefore, be
subject to additional environmental review pursuant to CEQA.

PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Address (If different than front page) Block/Lot(s) (If different than
front page)
436 EUREKA ST 2767/002A
Case No. Previous Building Permit No. New Building Permit No.
2018-015711PRJ 201810092526
Plans Dated Previous Approval Action New Approval Action
Building Permit

Modified Project Description:

DETERMINATION IF PROJECT CONSTITUTES SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION

Compared to the approved project, would the modified project:

O | Resultin expansion of the building envelope, as defined in the Planning Code;

Result in the change of use that would require public notice under Planning Code
Sections 311 or 312;

Result in demolition as defined under Planning Code Section 317 or 19005(f)?

Is any information being presented that was not known and could not have been known
at the time of the original determination, that shows the originally approved project may
no longer qualify for the exemption?

O |0l d

If at least one of the above boxes is checked, further environmental review is required.

DETERMINATION OF NO SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION

[J | The proposed modification would not result in any of the above changes.

If this box is checked, the proposed modifications are categorically exempt under CEQA, in accordance with prior project
approval and no additional environmental review is required. This determination shall be posted on the Planning Department
website and office and mailed to the applicant, City approving entities, and anyone requesting written notice. In accordance
with Chapter 31, Sec 31.08j of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of this determination can be filed within 10
days of posting of this determination.

Planner Name: Date:
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PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW FORM

‘

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400
Preservation Team Meeting Date: Date of Form Completion |7/2/2019 San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479
PROJECT INFORMATION: Reception:
Planner: Address: 415.558.6378
Alex Westhoff 436 Eureka St. Fax:
415.558.6409
Block/Lot: Cross Streets:
2767/002A Between 21st and 22nd Planning
Information:
CEQA Category: Art. 10/11: BPA/Case No.: 415.558.6377
B N/A 2018-015711ENV
PURPOSE OF REVIEW: PROJECT DESCRIPTION:
(@ CEQA ( Article 10/11 (" Preliminary/PIC (e Alteration (" Demo/New Construction

DATE OF PLANS UNDER REVIEW: |N/A

PROJECT ISSUES:

Is the subject Property an eligible historic resource?

[] | If so, are the proposed changes a significant impact?

Additional Notes:

Submitted: Supplemental Information for Historic Resource Determination submitted on
10/2/18.

PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW:

Category: CA CB (®C
Individual Historic District/Context
Property is individually eligible for inclusionin a Property is in an eligible California Register
California Register under one or more of the Historic District/Context under one or more of
following Criteria: the following Criteria:
Criterion 1 - Event: (" Yes (o No Criterion 1 - Event: () Yes (o No
Criterion 2 -Persons: (" Yes (o No Criterion 2 -Persons: (" Yes (e No
Criterion 3 - Architecture: (" Yes (o No Criterion 3 - Architecture: () Yes (o No
Criterion 4 - Info. Potential: (" Yes (o No Criterion 4 - Info. Potential: () Yes (o No
Period of Significance: Period of Significance:
( Contributor (" Non-Contributor






Complies with the Secretary’s Standards/Art 10/Art 11: (C Yes (" No (@ N/A
CEQA Material Impairment to the individual historic resource: (" Yes (® No
CEQA Material Impairment to the historic district: ( Yes (® No
Requires Design Revisions: C Yes (¢ No
Defer to Residential Design Team: (® Yes (" No

PRESERVATION TEAM COMMENTS:

The subject property at 436 Eureka Street contains a four story single family home in the
Noe Valley neighborhood. The Supplemental Information for Historic Resource
Determination, and attached building permit states that the home was constructed in
1923. However, the Assessor's Report, summarized on the San Francisco Planning
Department's Property Information map, lists 1922 as the year built. The site slopes toward
the street and the volume of the three story frame building is set back, and above, a
detached garage at street level. The house features a flat roof with a parapet supported by
two brackets. The style of the street facing windows appears to have been influence by
"half Georgian" or Craftsman design aesthetics.

No known historic events occurred at the subject property (Criterion 1). Constructed in
the early 1920s, the building is not associated with the initial development of the
neighborhood. None of the owners or occupants of the subject building were identified as
important to the history of San Francisco or California (Criterion 2). Based on City Directory
searches, it appears that two families have resided at the subject between 1925 (the first
year the subject property is listed in the City Directory) and 1982 (the last year of the City
Directories). The McCarthys resided in the property circa 1925-1953 including James
McCarthy who built the home. James McCarthy worked as a building contractor, and
executed new construction and alteration projects for various properties throughout the
city. Beginning in 1955, the Gregorys (George and Gladys) resided in the property. George
Gregory served as a City Firefighter.

The building is not architecturally distinct such that it would qualify for individual listing
in the California Register under Criterion 3. Based on the original building permit, it was
not designed by a master architect, but rather a local contractor who is not a master
builder. While the building is in good condition, it lacks notable architectural details and
does not embody distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of
construction, and is not a notable example of turn-of the-century residential architecture.
Based upon a review of information in the Department’s records, the subject building is
not significant under Criterion 4, since this criterion typically applies to rare construction
types when involving the built environment, which the subject building is not an example
of. Assessment of archaeological sensitivity is undertaken through the Department's
Preliminary Archaeological Review process and is outside the scope of this review.

The subject property is not included in any historic resource surveys or on any local,
state, or national registers. It is located in Eureka Valley, surrounded by other residential
buildings, of various architectural styles and from a range of periods.

Signature of a Senior Preservation Planner / Preservation Coordinator: |Date:

H H Digitally signed by Allison K. Vanderslice
Allison K. Vanderslice Date: 2019.07.12 18:05:17 -07'00'

AN FRARGISCO
PLAMNING






436 Eureka Street

Source: Google Maps, November 2017 (accessed July 2019)





Attachment 1

Research Summary on 436 Eureka St.
For 7/2/19 Preservation Team Review Form

Upon researching historic occupancy at 426 Eureka St. to complete the Preservation Team Review (PTR)
Form, Planning Department staff found inconsistencies with the City Directories, and the Supplemental
Information for Historic Resource Determination (Supplemental) which the applicant provided with
Project Application 2018-015711PRJ.

As the Occupant History Table, on Page 7 of the Supplemental, lists “Same As Above”, referencing the
Ownership History Table on the previous page, it indicates that the property occupants were the same
as the property owners. However, the table below compares the names and dates of property
occupants from the city directories, with the owners/occupants listed in the supplemental.

Table 1. Names and dates of owners/occupants listed in the supplemental compared to names and
dates of occupants from the City Directories.

Names and Dates (from Supplemental) Names and Dates (from City Directories)

James F. McCarthy / Sep 1921 - Mar 1941
Ellen McCarthy / Mar 1941 - Mar 1949
Winnifred C. McCarthy / Mar 1949 — Mar 1949
Charles L. McCarthy / Mar 1949 - Sept 1959

McCarthy family / circa 1925-1953
(including Charles L, James S, Nellie, James F,
Ellen, James P, and Helen)

PIWIN|F-

George M and Gladys Gregory / 1955 - 1982

5 Joseph F. Reilly / Sept 1959 - Jan 1990

Post 1982 — Outside of Scope of PTR
6 Gladys M. Gregory / 1990 - 1991 research

Jody Ellen Pataraka / 1991 - 2017

8 Steve Martisauskas / 2017 - Current

~N

In summary the main differences are that according to the City Directories the McCarthy family left the
property in 1953 (not 1959), the Gregory family began residing on the property in 1955 (not 1990), and
no one named Joseph F. Reilly ever resided on the property.

Research was conducted into the 1980s due to availability of City Directories, though anything more
recent is not considered historic for CEQA purposes anyways. It should also be noted that Planning
Department staff did not do additional research on property owners as part of the PTR.
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CEQA Categorical Exemption Determination

PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Address Block/Lot(s)

801 SANCHEZ ST 3620051

Case No. Permit No.

2019-002665ENV 201902284047

Il Addition/ Il pemolition (requires HRE for Il New
Alteration Category B Building) Construction

Project description for Planning Department approval.

The proposed project involves the demolition of the existing 32-foot-tall, two-story over basement, single-family
dwelling with detached accessory structures totaling approximately 4,678 square feet, and the construction of a
new 15-foot-tall, two-story over basement, single-family residence approximately 7,784 square feet in size. The
project would require 2,230 cubic yards of excavation. The new structure would be supported by a reinforced
concrete mat slab with drilled piers.

STEP 1: EXEMPTION CLASS

The project has been determined to be categorically exempt under the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA).

Class 1 - Existing Facilities. Interior and exterior alterations; additions under 10,000 sq. ft.

Class 3 - New Construction. Up to three new single-family residences or six dwelling units in one
building; commercial/office structures; utility extensions; change of use under 10,000 sq. ft. if principally
permitted or with a CU.

O

Class 32 - In-Fill Development. New Construction of seven or more units or additions greater than
10,000 sq. ft. and meets the conditions described below:

(a) The project is consistent with the applicable general plan designation and all applicable general plan
policies as well as with applicable zoning designation and regulations.

(b) The proposed development occurs within city limits on a project site of no more than 5 acres
substantially surrounded by urban uses.

(c) The project site has no value as habitat for endangered rare or threatened species.

(d) Approval of the project would not result in any significant effects relating to traffic, noise, air quality, or
water quality.

(e) The site can be adequately served by all required utilities and public services.

FOR ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING USE ONLY

Class
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STEP 2: CEQA IMPACTS
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

[

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 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 > Maher layer).

Transportation: Does the project involve a child care facility or school with 30 or more students, or a
location 1,500 sq. ft. or greater? Does the project have the potential to adversely affect transit, pedestrian
and/or bicycle safety (hazards) or the adequacy of nearby transit, pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities?

Archeological Resources: Would the project result in soil disturbance/modification greater than two
(2) feet below grade in an archeological sensitive area or eight (8) feet in a non -archeological sensitive
area? If yes, archeo review is requried (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >
Archeological Sensitive Area)

Subdivision/Lot Line Adjustment: Does the project site involve a subdivision or lot line adjustment
on a lot with a slope average of 20% or more? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >
Topography). If yes, Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.

Slope = or > 25%: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion greater
than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or more of
soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Topography) If box is
checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.

Seismic: Landslide Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion
greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or more
of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Seismic Hazard Zones)
If box is checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.

O

Seismic: Liquefaction Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage
expansion greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic
yards or more of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >
Seismic Hazard Zones) If box is checked, a geotechnical report will likely be required and Environmental
Planning must issue the exemption.

Comments and Planner Signature (optional): Don Lewis

Planning department staff archeologist cleared the project with no effects on 4/1/2019

A geotechnical investigation was prepared by Rollo & Ridley dated 6/20/2018.
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STEP 3: PROPERTY STATUS - HISTORIC RESOURCE
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

PROPERTY IS ONE OF THE FOLLOWING: (refer to Property Information Map)

D Category A: Known Historical Resource. GO TO STEP 5.

- Category B: Potential Historical Resource (over 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 4.

|:| Category C: Not a Historical Resource or Not Age Eligible (under 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 6.

STEP 4: PROPOSED WORK CHECKLIST
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

Check all that apply to the project.

1. Change of use and new construction. Tenant improvements not included.

2. Regular maintenance or repair to correct or repair deterioration, decay, or damage to building.

3. Window replacement that meets the Department’'s Window Replacement Standards. Does not include
storefront window alterations.

4. Garage work. A new opening that meets the Guidelines for Adding Garages and Curb Cuts, and/or
replacement of a garage door in an existing opening that meets the Residential Design Guidelines.

5. Deck, terrace construction, or fences not visible from any immediately adjacent public right-of-way.

6. Mechanical equipment installation that is not visible from any immediately adjacent public
right-of-way.

7. Dormer installation that meets the requirements for exemption from public notification under Zoning
Administrator Bulletin No. 3: Dormer Windows.

O|o|co|d|od

8. Addition(s) that are not visible from any immediately adjacent public right-of-way for 150 feet in each
direction; does not extend vertically beyond the floor level of the top story of the structure or is only a
single story in height; does not have a footprint that is more than 50% larger than that of the original
building; and does not cause the removal of architectural significant roofing features.

[

Note: Project Planner must check box below before proceeding.

- Project is not listed. GO TO STEP 5.

|:| Project does not conform to the scopes of work. GO TO STEP 5.

|:| Project involves four or more work descriptions. GO TO STEP 5.

|:| Project involves less than four work descriptions. GO TO STEP 6.

STEP 5: CEQA IMPACTS - ADVANCED HISTORICAL REVIEW
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

Check all that apply to the project.

D 1. Project involves a known historical resource (CEQA Category A) as determined by Step 3 and
conforms entirely to proposed work checklist in Step 4.

2. Interior alterations to publicly accessible spaces.

3. Window replacement of original/historic windows that are not “in-kind” but are consistent with
existing historic character.

4. Fagade/storefront alterations that do not remove, alter, or obscure character-defining features.

5. Raising the building in a manner that does not remove, alter, or obscure character-defining
features.

OO0 0.

6. Restoration based upon documented evidence of a building’s historic condition, such as historic
photographs, plans, physical evidence, or similar buildings.
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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 Secretary 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 or PTR dated 06/07/2019 (attach HRER or PTR)

b. Other (specify):

Note: If ANY box in STEP 5 above is checked, a Preservation Planner MUST sign below.

Project can proceed with categorical exemption review. The project has been reviewed by the
Preservation Planner and can proceed with categorical exemption review. GO TO STEP 6.

Comments (optional):

Preservation Planner Signature: Jorgen Cleemann

STEP 6: CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION DETERMINATION
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

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:
Building Permit Don Lewis
If Discretionary Review before the Planning Commission is requested, 07/18/2019
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
31of 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 approval action.

Please note that other approval actions may be required for the project. Please contact the assigned planner for these approvals.
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STEP 7: MODIFICATION OF A CEQA EXEMPT PROJECT

TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, when a California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) exempt project changes after the Approval Action and requires a subsequent approval, the
Environmental Review Officer (or his or her designee) must determine whether the proposed change
constitutes a substantial modification of that project. This checklist shall be used to determine whether the
proposed changes to the approved project would constitute a “substantial modification” and, therefore, be
subject to additional environmental review pursuant to CEQA.

PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Address (If different than front page) Block/Lot(s) (If different than
front page)
801 SANCHEZ ST 3620/051
Case No. Previous Building Permit No. New Building Permit No.
2019-002665PRJ 201902284047
Plans Dated Previous Approval Action New Approval Action
Building Permit

Modified Project Description:

DETERMINATION IF PROJECT CONSTITUTES SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION

Compared to the approved project, would the modified project:

[ | Resultin expansion of the building envelope, as defined in the Planning Code;

Result in the change of use that would require public notice under Planning Code
Sections 311 or 312;

Result in demolition as defined under Planning Code Section 317 or 19005(f)?

Is any information being presented that was not known and could not have been known
at the time of the original determination, that shows the originally approved project may
no longer qualify for the exemption?

O |0 d

If at least one of the above boxes is checked, further environmental review is required.

DETERMINATION OF NO SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION

[J | The proposed modification would not result in any of the above changes.

If this box is checked, the proposed modifications are categorically exempt under CEQA, in accordance with prior project
approval and no additional environmental review is required. This determination shall be posted on the Planning Department
website and office and mailed to the applicant, City approving entities, and anyone requesting written notice. In accordance
with Chapter 31, Sec 31.08j of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of this determination can be filed within 10
days of posting of this determination.

Planner Name: Date:
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PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW FORM

‘

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400
Preservation Team Meeting Date: Date of Form Completion |6/7/2019 San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479
PROJECT INFORMATION: Reception:
Planner: Address: 415.558.6378
Jorgen G. Cleemann 801 Sanchez Street Fax:
415.558.6409
Block/Lot: Cross Streets:
3620/102 21st Street Planning
Information:
CEQA Category: Art. 10/11: BPA/Case No.: 415.558.6377
B N/A 2019-002665ENV
PURPOSE OF REVIEW: PROJECT DESCRIPTION:
(@ CEQA ( Article 10/11 (" Preliminary/PIC (C Alteration (e Demo/New Construction

DATE OF PLANS UNDER REVIEW: |N/A

PROJECT ISSUES:

Is the subject Property an eligible historic resource?

[] | If so, are the proposed changes a significant impact?

Additional Notes:

Submitted: Historic Resource Evaluation, Part 1 (dated May 2019) prepared by
Architectural Resources Group.

PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW:

Category: CA CB (®C
Individual Historic District/Context
Property is individually eligible for inclusionin a Property is in an eligible California Register
California Register under one or more of the Historic District/Context under one or more of
following Criteria: the following Criteria:
Criterion 1 - Event: (" Yes (o No Criterion 1 - Event: () Yes (o No
Criterion 2 -Persons: (" Yes (o No Criterion 2 -Persons: (" Yes (e No
Criterion 3 - Architecture: (" Yes (o No Criterion 3 - Architecture: () Yes (o No
Criterion 4 - Info. Potential: (" Yes (o No Criterion 4 - Info. Potential: () Yes (o No
Period of Significance: Period of Significance:
( Contributor ( Non-Contributor






Complies with the Secretary’s Standards/Art 10/Art 11: (C Yes (" No (@ N/A
CEQA Material Impairment to the individual historic resource: (" Yes (® No
CEQA Material Impairment to the historic district: ( Yes (® No
Requires Design Revisions: C Yes (¢ No
Defer to Residential Design Team: (® Yes (" No

PRESERVATION TEAM COMMENTS:

According to the Historic Resource Evaluation, Part 1 ("HRE," dated May 2019) and
information accessed by the Planning Department, the subject property at 801 Sanchez
Street contains three buildings: 1.) a two-story over-basement, wood-frame, stucco-clad,
single-family residence; 2.) a two-story, wood-frame, stucco-clad, gable-end garage with a
second-floor studio space; and 3.) a two-story, stucco-clad, wood-frame in-law unit. The
property is raised over the level of the street behind a large concrete retaining wall. A
gated opening in the western section of the wall provides access to the property. The
principal residence, the property's oldest building, features a two-story porch supported
by columns and enclosed by a balustrade, vinyl windows and doors with decorative
shutters, and a shingled roof. The subject property assumed its current configuration and
appearance as the result of multiple building phases that stretch back to the nineteenth
century. An older building that stood on the site in 1886 was either demolished or moved
by 1900, at which time the first (southern) section of the residence had been constructed
as a one-story building. A second story was added between 1900 and 1914, along with a
number of other small outbuildings that later became the extant garage and in-law unit.
The retaining wall facing the street likely dates to this period as well. A large addition
constructed between 1914 and 1950 reoriented the building's primary facade from 21st St.
to Sanchez St. This addition includes the two-story porch. Alterations after 1950 include
the installation of vinyl windows and doors (undated), the addition of roof dormers to the
principal residence (2001), and other interior and exterior changes that did not
significantly alter the appearance of the building.

Preservation staff has determined that the subject buildings are not eligible for individual
listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) under any Criterion.
Although the original portion of the residence was among the earlier buildings
constructed in the neighborhood, it was not the first such building; neither it nor the
secondary buildings possess a specific or notable association with historic events to
support a finding or individual eligibility under Criterion 1. None of the owners or
occupants is sufficiently important to history to justify a finding of individual eligibility
under Criterion 2. The subject buildings, which were constructed as the result of multiple
phases of construction, do not embody the distinctive characteristics of any one style,

(continued)

Signature of a Senior Preservation Planner / Preservation Coordinator: |Date:

H H Digitally signed by Allison K. Vanderslice
Allison K. Vanderslice Date: 2019.06.07 16:25:52 -07'00'
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801 Sanchez Street
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Preservation Team Review Form
June 7,2019

(continued)

type, or period. With its two-story colonnaded porch, the principal residence does
faintly evoke Colonial Revival influence, but is not a particularly good example of the
style. The subject buildings are not the work of recognized master builders or
architects and do not represent artistic achievements in their own right. Therefore
the subject buildings are not individually eligible under Criterion 3. Finally, the
subject buildings do not embody rare construction types and therefore and not
individually eligible under Criterion 4 as it applies to buildings and structures (the
potential archeological significance of the site is not evaluated in this document).

The buildings surrounding the subject property were constructed over a protracted
period of time and have been extensively altered. They do not cohere visually or
thematically into a historic district.

Therefore the subject buildings at 801 Sanchez Street are not eligible for listing in
the CRHR, either individually or as contributors to a historic district.





Figure 1. 801 Sanchez Street. 2017 Image from ARG HRE.






SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

CEQA Categorical Exemption Determination

PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Address Block/Lot(s)

1222 FUNSTON AVE 1738040

Case No. Permit No.

2018-015239ENV 201812118001

Il Addition/ Il pemolition (requires HRE for Il New
Alteration Category B Building) Construction

Project description for Planning Department approval.

The Project proposes demolition of an existing one car garage at the front of an RH-2 lot and the construction of
a new four story home (3 stories over garage) at the front of the lot. The existing cottage at the rear of the lot is

to remain in use as a single family home (no change or work proposed). Minor alterations to the curb cut and
sidewalk encroachment will be required.

STEP 1: EXEMPTION CLASS

The project has been determined to be categorically exempt under the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA).

Class 1 - Existing Facilities. Interior and exterior alterations; additions under 10,000 sq. ft.

Class 3 - New Construction. Up to three new single-family residences or six dwelling units in one

building; commercial/office structures; utility extensions; change of use under 10,000 sq. ft. if principally
permitted or with a CU.

O

Class 32 - In-Fill Development. New Construction of seven or more units or additions greater than
10,000 sq. ft. and meets the conditions described below:

(a) The project is consistent with the applicable general plan designation and all applicable general plan
policies as well as with applicable zoning designation and regulations.

(b) The proposed development occurs within city limits on a project site of no more than 5 acres
substantially surrounded by urban uses.

(c) The project site has no value as habitat for endangered rare or threatened species.

(d) Approval of the project would not result in any significant effects relating to traffic, noise, air quality, or
water quality.

(e) The site can be adequately served by all required utilities and public services.

FOR ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING USE ONLY

Class
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STEP 2: CEQA IMPACTS
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

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 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 > Mabher layer).

Transportation: Does the project involve a child care facility or school with 30 or more students, or a
|:| location 1,500 sq. ft. or greater? Does the project have the potential to adversely affect transit, pedestrian
and/or bicycle safety (hazards) or the adequacy of nearby transit, pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities?

Archeological Resources: Would the project result in soil disturbance/modification greater than two
D (2) feet below grade in an archeological sensitive area or eight (8) feet in a non -archeological sensitive
area? If yes, archeo review is requried (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >
Archeological Sensitive Area)

Subdivision/Lot Line Adjustment: Does the project site involve a subdivision or lot line adjustment
I:l on a lot with a slope average of 20% or more? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >
Topography). If yes, Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.

Slope = or > 25%: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion greater
|:| than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or more of
soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Topography) If box is
checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.

Seismic: Landslide Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion
|:| greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or more
of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Seismic Hazard Zones)
If box is checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.

Seismic: Liquefaction Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage

|:| expansion greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic
yards or more of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >
Seismic Hazard Zones) If box is checked, a geotechnical report will likely be required and Environmental
Planning must issue the exemption.

Comments and Planner Signature (optional): Laura Lynch
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STEP 3: PROPERTY STATUS - HISTORIC RESOURCE
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

PROPERTY IS ONE OF THE FOLLOWING: (refer to Property Information Map)

D Category A: Known Historical Resource. GO TO STEP 5.

- Category B: Potential Historical Resource (over 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 4.

|:| Category C: Not a Historical Resource or Not Age Eligible (under 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 6.

STEP 4: PROPOSED WORK CHECKLIST
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

Check all that apply to the project.

1. Change of use and new construction. Tenant improvements not included.

2. Regular maintenance or repair to correct or repair deterioration, decay, or damage to building.

3. Window replacement that meets the Department’'s Window Replacement Standards. Does not include
storefront window alterations.

4. Garage work. A new opening that meets the Guidelines for Adding Garages and Curb Cuts, and/or
replacement of a garage door in an existing opening that meets the Residential Design Guidelines.

5. Deck, terrace construction, or fences not visible from any immediately adjacent public right-of-way.

6. Mechanical equipment installation that is not visible from any immediately adjacent public
right-of-way.

7. Dormer installation that meets the requirements for exemption from public notification under Zoning
Administrator Bulletin No. 3: Dormer Windows.

O|0o|co|d(od

8. Addition(s) that are not visible from any immediately adjacent public right-of-way for 150 feet in each
direction; does not extend vertically beyond the floor level of the top story of the structure or is only a
single story in height; does not have a footprint that is more than 50% larger than that of the original
building; and does not cause the removal of architectural significant roofing features.

[l

Note: Project Planner must check box below before proceeding.

- Project is not listed. GO TO STEP 5.

|:| Project does not conform to the scopes of work. GO TO STEP 5.

|:| Project involves four or more work descriptions. GO TO STEP 5.

|:| Project involves less than four work descriptions. GO TO STEP 6.

STEP 5: CEQA IMPACTS - ADVANCED HISTORICAL REVIEW
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

Check all that apply to the project.

D 1. Project involves a known historical resource (CEQA Category A) as determined by Step 3 and
conforms entirely to proposed work checklist in Step 4.

2. Interior alterations to publicly accessible spaces.

3. Window replacement of original/historic windows that are not “in-kind” but are consistent with
existing historic character.

4. Fagade/storefront alterations that do not remove, alter, or obscure character-defining features.

5. Raising the building in a manner that does not remove, alter, or obscure character-defining
features.

O(O|0)0 (O

6. Restoration based upon documented evidence of a building’s historic condition, such as historic
photographs, plans, physical evidence, or similar buildings.

SIS E: 415.575.9010
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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 Secretary 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 or PTR dated (attach HRER or PTR)

b. Other (specify): Reclassify to C per PTR signed on 7/3/19

Note: If ANY box in STEP 5 above is checked, a Preservation Planner MUST sign below.

Project can proceed with categorical exemption review. The project has been reviewed by the
Preservation Planner and can proceed with categorical exemption review. GO TO STEP 6.

Comments (optional):

Preservation Planner Signature: Shannon Ferguson

STEP 6: CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION DETERMINATION
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

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:
Building Permit Shannon Ferguson
If Discretionary Review before the Planning Commission is requested, 07/03/2019

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
31of 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 approval action.

Please note that other approval actions may be required for the project. Please contact the assigned planner for these approvals.
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STEP 7: MODIFICATION OF A CEQA EXEMPT PROJECT

TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, when a California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) exempt project changes after the Approval Action and requires a subsequent approval, the
Environmental Review Officer (or his or her designee) must determine whether the proposed change
constitutes a substantial modification of that project. This checklist shall be used to determine whether the
proposed changes to the approved project would constitute a “substantial modification” and, therefore, be
subject to additional environmental review pursuant to CEQA.

PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Address (If different than front page) Block/Lot(s) (If different than
front page)
1222 FUNSTON AVE 1738/040
Case No. Previous Building Permit No. New Building Permit No.
2018-015239PRJ 201812118001
Plans Dated Previous Approval Action New Approval Action
Building Permit

Modified Project Description:

DETERMINATION IF PROJECT CONSTITUTES SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION

Compared to the approved project, would the modified project:

O | Resultin expansion of the building envelope, as defined in the Planning Code;

Result in the change of use that would require public notice under Planning Code
Sections 311 or 312;

Result in demolition as defined under Planning Code Section 317 or 19005(f)?

Is any information being presented that was not known and could not have been known
at the time of the original determination, that shows the originally approved project may
no longer qualify for the exemption?

O |0l d

If at least one of the above boxes is checked, further environmental review is required.

DETERMINATION OF NO SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION

[J | The proposed modification would not result in any of the above changes.

If this box is checked, the proposed modifications are categorically exempt under CEQA, in accordance with prior project
approval and no additional environmental review is required. This determination shall be posted on the Planning Department
website and office and mailed to the applicant, City approving entities, and anyone requesting written notice. In accordance
with Chapter 31, Sec 31.08j of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of this determination can be filed within 10
days of posting of this determination.

Planner Name: Date:

HSCEHIREATE: 415.575.9010
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW FORM

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400
Preservation Team Meeting Date: | n/a Date of Form Completion |7/1/2019 San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479
PROJECT INFORMATION: Reception:
Planner: Address: 415.558.6378
Shannon Ferguson 1222 Funston Avenue Fax:
415.558.6409
Block/Lot: Cross Streets:
1738/040 Lincoln Way and Irving Street Planning
Information:
CEQA Category: Art. 10/11: BPA/Case No.: 415.558.6377
B N/A 2018-015239ENV
PURPOSE OF REVIEW: PROJECT DESCRIPTION:
(¢ CEQA (" Article 10/11 (" Preliminary/PIC (" Alteration (e Demo/New Construction

DATE OF PLANS UNDER REVIEW:

PROJECT ISSUES:

Is the subject Property an eligible historic resource?

[] | If so, are the proposed changes a significant impact?

Additional Notes:

Submitted: Supplemental Application prepared by Tim Kelley, including ownership and
occupant history, and building permit records.

PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW:

Category: CA CB (e C
Individual Historic District/Context
Property is individually eligible for inclusionin a Property is in an eligible California Register
California Register under one or more of the Historic District/Context under one or more of
following Criteria: the following Criteria:
Criterion 1 - Event: (" Yes (o No Criterion 1 - Event: (" Yes (o No
Criterion 2 -Persons: (" Yes (o No Criterion 2 -Persons: (" Yes (e No
Criterion 3 - Architecture: (" Yes (o No Criterion 3 - Architecture: (" Yes (o No
Criterion 4 - Info. Potential: (" Yes (o No Criterion 4 - Info. Potential: (" Yes (o No
Period of Significance: |[,/5 Period of Significance: |[;/3
(" Contributor (e Non-Contributor






Complies with the Secretary’s Standards/Art 10/Art 11: C Yes (" No (@ N/A
CEQA Material Impairment to the individual historic resource: (" Yes (® No
CEQA Material Impairment to the historic district: ( Yes (® No
Requires Design Revisions: (® Yes (" No
Defer to Residential Design Team: (e Yes (" No

PRESERVATION TEAM COMMENTS:

Located in the Inner Sunset on the east side of Funston Avenue and set at the rear of the
grassy lot, the subject property is a one-story, single family residence constructed in the
vernacular style. The rectangular plan, wood-framed building is clad in horizontal wood
siding and has a gable roof clad in asphalt shingles. The centered entrance has a multi-lite
glazed wood door. It is accessed by a wood stair, has a small porch, and is sheltered by a
portico. The entrance is flanked by angled bay windows with double-hung, wood sash. The
gable has a vent at the center of the peak and has simple wood coping. A single-car garage
is located at the southwest corner of the lot. The rectangular plan, wood framed garage is
clad in horizontal wood siding and has a gable roof with asphalt shingles. The adjacent lot
to the north contains an identical residence and garage on a separate parcel (1218 Funston
Avenue, 1738/041). The subject property appears to have very undergone few alterations.
Building permits indicate the garage was constructed in 1925 and a metal fence shared by
both 1218 and 1222 Funston Avenue was installed in 2008.

Based on historic research provided by the applicant and conducted by preservation
staff, 1222 Clement Street does not appear to be individually eligible for the California
Register under Criteria 1 (Events), 2 (Persons), or 3 (Architecture). A building
announcement from the Daily Pacific Builder indicate that both 1218 and 1222 Funston
were constructed in 1908. According to Sanborn maps and construction dates provided by
the Assessor-Recorder, 1218 and 1222 Funston Avenue appear to have been the earliest
buildings constructed on the east side of Funston Avenue. Single family residences on
adjacent block were constructed in 1907-1913. The subject property appears to be one of
many homes constructed in the area when San Francisco residents were looking to rebuild
after the 1906 Earthquake and Fire. Therefore, the subject property does not appear to be
significant in the development of the neighborhood. The original owner, cigar salesman
August Warnecke, is not a person of note. The Warnecke family owned both residences
through the early 1920s as rental properties. Despite having separate parcels, the
residences appear to have been sold together until 1949, when they were purchased by
separate owners. Occupants were a mix of tenants and owner-occupants, with working
class occupations such as laborers, carpenters, and mechanics. None of the occupants
appear to have historical significance.

Both residences were constructed by local builder Jorgen Peterson, who constructed
buildings between 1908 and 1920, but he does not appear to be a master builder nor are
there any known significant buildings constructed by Peterson.

(Continued)

Signature of a Senior Preservation Planner / Preservation Coordinator: |Date:

H H Digitally signed by Allison K. Vanderslice
Allison K. Vanderslice Date: 2019.07.03 11:15:35 -06'00'
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1222 Funston Avenue
1738/040
2018-015239ENV

The subject property was constructed by local builders with local materials in the vernacular style. It does
not exhibit significant stylistic design features and therefore does not rise to the level of individual
significance Archaeological sensitivity is assessed through the Department's Preliminary Archaeological
Review process and is outside the scope of this review.





1222 Funston Avenue
1738/040
2018-015239ENV

1222 Funston Avenue, 2018





1222 Funston Avenue
1738/040
2018-015239ENV

1218 and 1222 Funston Avenue, 2018
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CEQA Categorical Exemption Determination

PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Address Block/Lot(s)

401 28TH ST 6612001

Case No. Permit No.

2019-002840ENV 201902253722

Il Addition/ [] pemoilition (requires HRE for ] New
Alteration Category B Building) Construction

Project description for Planning Department approval.

The project involves the expansion of the existing three-story, single-family residence. The project includes
infilling the rear lightwell, modifying the existing roof-line to create more habitable space on the 3rd floor,
expanding the raised deck, relocating the garage door, and other interior renovations. The existing building is
1,055 square feet in size while the finished building would be 1,797 square feet in size. The height of the existing
building would be increased from 22’4” to 23'5”.

STEP 1: EXEMPTION CLASS

The project has been determined to be categorically exempt under the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA).

Class 1 - Existing Facilities. Interior and exterior alterations; additions under 10,000 sq. ft.

O

Class 3 - New Construction. Up to three new single-family residences or six dwelling units in one
building; commercial/office structures; utility extensions; change of use under 10,000 sq. ft. if principally
permitted or with a CU.

O

Class 32 - In-Fill Development. New Construction of seven or more units or additions greater than
10,000 sq. ft. and meets the conditions described below:

(a) The project is consistent with the applicable general plan designation and all applicable general plan
policies as well as with applicable zoning designation and regulations.

(b) The proposed development occurs within city limits on a project site of no more than 5 acres
substantially surrounded by urban uses.

(c) The project site has no value as habitat for endangered rare or threatened species.

(d) Approval of the project would not result in any significant effects relating to traffic, noise, air quality, or
water quality.

(e) The site can be adequately served by all required utilities and public services.

FOR ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING USE ONLY

Class
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STEP 2: CEQA IMPACTS
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

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 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 > Maher layer).

Transportation: Does the project involve a child care facility or school with 30 or more students, or a
|:| location 1,500 sq. ft. or greater? Does the project have the potential to adversely affect transit, pedestrian
and/or bicycle safety (hazards) or the adequacy of nearby transit, pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities?

Archeological Resources: Would the project result in soil disturbance/modification greater than two
|:| (2) feet below grade in an archeological sensitive area or eight (8) feet in a non -archeological sensitive
area? If yes, archeo review is requried (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >
Archeological Sensitive Area)

Subdivision/Lot Line Adjustment: Does the project site involve a subdivision or lot line adjustment
I:I on a lot with a slope average of 20% or more? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >
Topography). If yes, Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.

Slope = or > 25%: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion greater
|:| than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or more of
soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Topography) If box is
checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.

Seismic: Landslide Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion
|:| greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or more
of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Seismic Hazard Zones)
If box is checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.

Seismic: Liquefaction Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage

|:| expansion greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic
yards or more of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >
Seismic Hazard Zones) If box is checked, a geotechnical report will likely be required and Environmental
Planning must issue the exemption.

Comments and Planner Signature (optional): Don Lewis
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STEP 3: PROPERTY STATUS - HISTORIC RESOURCE
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

PROPERTY IS ONE OF THE FOLLOWING: (refer to Property Information Map)

D Category A: Known Historical Resource. GO TO STEP 5.

- Category B: Potential Historical Resource (over 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 4.

|:| Category C: Not a Historical Resource or Not Age Eligible (under 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 6.

STEP 4: PROPOSED WORK CHECKLIST
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

Check all that apply to the project.

1. Change of use and new construction. Tenant improvements not included.

2. Regular maintenance or repair to correct or repair deterioration, decay, or damage to building.

3. Window replacement that meets the Department’'s Window Replacement Standards. Does not include
storefront window alterations.

4. Garage work. A new opening that meets the Guidelines for Adding Garages and Curb Cuts, and/or
replacement of a garage door in an existing opening that meets the Residential Design Guidelines.

5. Deck, terrace construction, or fences not visible from any immediately adjacent public right-of-way.

6. Mechanical equipment installation that is not visible from any immediately adjacent public
right-of-way.

7. Dormer installation that meets the requirements for exemption from public notification under Zoning
Administrator Bulletin No. 3: Dormer Windows.

O|o|co|d|od

8. Addition(s) that are not visible from any immediately adjacent public right-of-way for 150 feet in each
direction; does not extend vertically beyond the floor level of the top story of the structure or is only a
single story in height; does not have a footprint that is more than 50% larger than that of the original
building; and does not cause the removal of architectural significant roofing features.

[

Note: Project Planner must check box below before proceeding.

- Project is not listed. GO TO STEP 5.

|:| Project does not conform to the scopes of work. GO TO STEP 5.

|:| Project involves four or more work descriptions. GO TO STEP 5.

|:| Project involves less than four work descriptions. GO TO STEP 6.

STEP 5: CEQA IMPACTS - ADVANCED HISTORICAL REVIEW
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

Check all that apply to the project.

D 1. Project involves a known historical resource (CEQA Category A) as determined by Step 3 and
conforms entirely to proposed work checklist in Step 4.

2. Interior alterations to publicly accessible spaces.

3. Window replacement of original/historic windows that are not “in-kind” but are consistent with
existing historic character.

4. Fagade/storefront alterations that do not remove, alter, or obscure character-defining features.

5. Raising the building in a manner that does not remove, alter, or obscure character-defining
features.

OO0 0.

6. Restoration based upon documented evidence of a building’s historic condition, such as historic
photographs, plans, physical evidence, or similar buildings.

HR3EEREEEE: 415.575.9010
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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 Secretary 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 or PTR dated 07/12/2019 (attach HRER or PTR)

b. Other (specify): Reclassify to Category C as per PTR form signed on 7/12/19

Note: If ANY box in STEP 5 above is checked, a Preservation Planner MUST sign below.

Project can proceed with categorical exemption review. The project has been reviewed by the
Preservation Planner and can proceed with categorical exemption review. GO TO STEP 6.

Comments (optional):

Preservation Planner Signature: Charles Enchill

STEP 6: CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION DETERMINATION
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

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:
Building Permit Charles Enchill
If Discretionary Review before the Planning Commission is requested, 07/16/2019

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
31of 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 approval action.

Please note that other approval actions may be required for the project. Please contact the assigned planner for these approvals.

HR3EEREEEE: 415.575.9010
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STEP 7: MODIFICATION OF A CEQA EXEMPT PROJECT

TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, when a California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) exempt project changes after the Approval Action and requires a subsequent approval, the
Environmental Review Officer (or his or her designee) must determine whether the proposed change
constitutes a substantial modification of that project. This checklist shall be used to determine whether the
proposed changes to the approved project would constitute a “substantial modification” and, therefore, be
subject to additional environmental review pursuant to CEQA.

PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Address (If different than front page) Block/Lot(s) (If different than
front page)
401 28TH ST 6612/001
Case No. Previous Building Permit No. New Building Permit No.
2019-002840PRJ 201902253722
Plans Dated Previous Approval Action New Approval Action
Building Permit

Modified Project Description:

DETERMINATION IF PROJECT CONSTITUTES SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION

Compared to the approved project, would the modified project:

[ | Resultin expansion of the building envelope, as defined in the Planning Code;

Result in the change of use that would require public notice under Planning Code
Sections 311 or 312;

Result in demolition as defined under Planning Code Section 317 or 19005(f)?

Is any information being presented that was not known and could not have been known
at the time of the original determination, that shows the originally approved project may
no longer qualify for the exemption?

O |0 d

If at least one of the above boxes is checked, further environmental review is required.

DETERMINATION OF NO SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION

[J | The proposed modification would not result in any of the above changes.

If this box is checked, the proposed modifications are categorically exempt under CEQA, in accordance with prior project
approval and no additional environmental review is required. This determination shall be posted on the Planning Department
website and office and mailed to the applicant, City approving entities, and anyone requesting written notice. In accordance
with Chapter 31, Sec 31.08j of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of this determination can be filed within 10
days of posting of this determination.

Planner Name: Date:
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW FORM

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400
Preservation Team Meeting Date: Date of Form Completion |6/26/2019 San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479
PROJECT INFORMATION: Reception:
Planner: Address: 415.558.6378
Charles Enchill 401 28th Street Fax:
415.558.6409
Block/Lot: Cross Streets:
6612/001 Noe Street Planning
Information:
CEQA Category: Art. 10/11: BPA/Case No.: 415.558.6377
B n/a 2019-002840ENV
PURPOSE OF REVIEW: PROJECT DESCRIPTION:
(e CEQA (" Article 10/11 (" Preliminary/PIC ( Alteration (e Demo/New Construction

DATE OF PLANS UNDER REVIEW: |n/a

PROJECT ISSUES:
[]

Additional Notes:

Submitted: Historic Resource Evaluation, prepared by Tim Kelley Consulting (dated May
2019).

Is the subject Property an eligible historic resource?

If so, are the proposed changes a significant impact?

PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW:

CA B (@C

Historic District/Context

Category:

Individual

Property is individually eligible for inclusionin a
California Register under one or more of the
following Criteria:

Property is in an eligible California Register
Historic District/Context under one or more of
the following Criteria:

Criterion 1 - Event: (" Yes (¢ No Criterion 1 - Event: (" Yes (e No
Criterion 2 -Persons: (" Yes (e No Criterion 2 -Persons: (" Yes (e No
Criterion 3 - Architecture: (" Yes (¢ No Criterion 3 - Architecture: (" Yes (e No
Criterion 4 - Info. Potential: (" Yes (¢ No Criterion 4 - Info. Potential: (" Yes (e No

Period of Significance: Mn/a Period of Significance:

n/a

(" Contributor (" Non-Contributor






Complies with the Secretary’s Standards/Art 10/Art 11: ( Yes ("' No (e N/A
CEQA Material Impairment to the individual historic resource: (" Yes (e No
CEQA Material Impairment to the historic district: (" Yes (e No
Requires Design Revisions: ( Yes (e No
Defer to Residential Design Team: (e Yes (" No

PRESERVATION TEAM COMMENTS:

According to the Historic Resource Evaluation, prepared by Tim Kelley Consulting
(dated May 2019) and information in the planning department files, the subject property
at 401 28th Street contains a shingled, one and one-half story, wood-framed, residential
building with front gable located in the Noe Valley neighborhood. The subject building,
constructed in 1909 (Building Permit), is at the southwest corner lot of 28th and Noe
Streets on a property that slopes upward and parallel to 28th Street. The building is sited at
the top (rear) of the lot and oriented towards Noe Street and was constructed as a
vernacular cottage by the owner and local carpenter, Gunner Holleday. Holleday was the
earliest resident and owned the subject property from construction until sold in1928 to
another local contractor, Charles Lahti, and his wife Olga. Olga with unknown occupation
took ownership from 1930-1944. Permitted and visible exterior alterations include:
replacement of wood kitchen window (1979) and re-roofing (1998). It appears the
following unpermitted alterations have occurred: removal of projecting front porch
sometime after 1950 and removal of three window shutters facing sidewalk sometime
before 2013. The following unpermitted alterations were done with unknown dates: deck
and pedestrian door added on primary facade, green house at ground level of primary
facade, garage entrance added to north facade, replacement window at gable peak, and
skylight.

Department preservation staff have determined that 401 28th Street does not
appear to be eligible for listing in the California Register. No known historic events have
occurred at the subject property that have made a significant contribution to the local,
regional, state, or national levels (Criterion 1). None of the owners or occupants of the
subject property are known to be important to history (Criterion 2). The subject building
was constructed in the vernacular style by local carpenter Gunnar Holleday who was not a
master builder, therefore the building is not significant under Criterion 3.

Based upon a review of information in the Department’s records, the subject building
is not significant under Criterion 4, since this significance criterion typically applies to rare
construction types when involving the built environment. The subject building is not an
example of a rare construction type. Assessment of archaeological sensitivity is undertaken
through the Department’s Preliminary Archaeological Review process and is outside the
scope of this review.

(see continuation sheet)

Signature of a Senior Preservation Planner / Preservation Coordinator: |Date:

H : Digitally signed by Allison K. Vanderslice
Allison K. Vanderslice Date: 2019.07.12 17:06:54 -07'00'

AN FRARCISCO
PLAMNNING DEPARTMENT





Preservation Team Review Form 401 28" Street
Continuation Sheet

The subject property is not located within the boundaries of any identified historic district and is located
on a block face that lacks architectural cohesion and integrity overall. Therefore, Planning Department
Preservation staff has determined the subject property is not eligible for listing in the California Register,
either individually or as a district contributor.

&

re

View west of 401 28th Street (San Francisco MLS). The front yard and main floor
of the building are largely obscured from Noe Street, south of 28" Street.
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Preservation Team Review Form 401 28" Street
Continuation Sheet

View southeast of 401 28th Street (Historic Resource Evaluation dated May 2019).
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LoNDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Monday, July 22, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*x* PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES LEADERSHIP
TRANSITION AT THE OFFICE OF HOUSING AND
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development Director Kate Hartley will step down
on July 26, and Deputy Director Dan Adams will assume the role of Acting Director

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed and the Mayor’s Office of Housing and
Community Development (MOHCD) Director Kate Hartley today announced that Director
Hartley will leave her role on Friday, July 26, 2019. Current MOHCD Deputy Director of
Housing, Dan Adams, will serve as Acting Director while a comprehensive search for the
MOHCD Director position is undertaken.

“Kate Hartley has been an incredible and passionate leader in our City’s efforts to build more
affordable housing,” said Mayor Breed. “From helping to spearhead the largest affordable
housing bond in our City’s history to working to rehabilitate our public housing properties
through our Rental Assistance Demonstration and HOPE SF programs, Kate has always fought
for the people who need housing so badly in this City. She is a true public servant and we are
sorry to see her go, but I wish her luck as she takes her next step.”

“The last five years | have spent at MOHCD, first serving as Deputy Director and now as
Director, have been the most rewarding years of my professional career,” said Hartley. “l am
proud to have led our department’s growth since 2014 by providing affordable housing for
individuals experiencing homelessness, seniors, working families and special needs populations
in San Francisco. | am also extremely gratified that we implemented an online housing lottery
system to make affordable housing opportunities easier to access for all. Although I am stepping
down, I remain fully committed to the work of MOHCD and to Mayor Breed’s housing goals,
and | have the utmost confidence in Dan Adams to lead the way forward.”

Kate Hartley was appointed Director by Mayor Ed Lee in 2017. During Director Hartley’s
tenure, she oversaw the revitalization of thousands of units of public housing through the Rental
Assistance Demonstration and HOPE SF programs, as well as the implementation of the 2015
Affordable Housing Bond funds and placement of the 2019 Affordable Housing Bond on this
year’s ballot. MOHCD also spearheaded an effort to create its first Racial Equity Action Plan
under Hartley’s leadership.

Director Hartley has 25 years of housing experience, including time spent in nonprofit and for-
profit development, as well as in public service for the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency.
She started her career in the field as a nonprofit developer, building affordable homes in the

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, Room 200
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681
TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141





LoNDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

Bayview and Western Addition Neighborhoods. In August 2019, Hartley will begin new work in
affordable housing finance for the benefit of San Francisco and the surrounding Bay Area.

Dan Adams has over 20 years of affordable housing and community development experience
and is a licensed architect. He has been with MOHCD for eight years, most recently as the
Deputy Director of Housing overseeing the agency's new construction pipeline,

acquisition and preservation initiatives, and affordable housing policy-making and legislative
affairs. In addition, he has served as a Director of Housing Development at both BRIDGE
Housing and MidPen Housing.

HiH
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ETHICS COMMISSION
CiTY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

panachiu| Date: July 19, 2019
CHAIR
To: All City Elective Officers
NOREEN AMBROSE All City Board and Commission Members

Vice-CHAR All City Department Heads

YVONNE LEE
Commissioner | From: LeeAnn Pelham, Executive Director, Ethics Commission
FERNM.SMITH|  Re: Tools and Resources to Assist with Notice and Filing Requirements

COMMISSIONER

LATEEF H. GRAY

commissioner | AS You may recall, the Anti-Corruption and Accountability Ordinance (“ACAQ”) enacted in 2018

made several amendments to the Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code (“C&GC Code”)

LEeANN PELHAM | that took effect on January 1, 2019. Provisions of the ACAO include new and amended
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

disclosure requirements that apply to City officials and City departments participating in
contracting activities. As a reminder of those provisions, this memorandum is provided to
inform you of the tools and resources available online to help you comply with any filing
requirement that may apply to you. The sections below provide a short synopsis of each of the
new or amended provisions along with basic filing instructions.

Please note that this memorandum is intended to serve as a general reminder regarding these
provisions and is not meant to be a substitute for other Commission’s compliance materials or
advice provided by Ethics Commission staff. For further information, please consult the
Commission’s website or feel free to contact our office with any questions related to these
provisions or their application and we will be happy to assist you.

Requirements:

~ New / Amended ~
Prohibition on Contributions from Contractors Doing Business with the City
C&GC Code Sec. 1.126

Synopsis: The City’s contractor contribution rule prohibits a person who seeks a City contract
worth $100,000 or more in a fiscal year from making political contributions to an individual
holding a City elective office if the contract must be approved by such individual, the board on
which that individual serves, or the state agency on whose board an appointee of that
individual serves. This law also applies to a candidate for the office held by such individual and
any committee controlled by such individual or candidate. The rule applies from the
submission of a proposal for a contract until twelve months from the date the contract was
approved, or the termination of negotiations for such contract.

25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 220 o San Francisco, CA 94102-6053 e Phone (415) 252-3100 o Fax (415) 252-3112
E-Mail Address: ethics.commission@sfgov.org Web site: https://www.sfethics.org
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Filing Requirement:

" Form SFEC-126f2 - Notification of Submission of Proposal — City Departments

Each City department that receives a bid/proposal for a contract that has a value of
$100,000 or more in a fiscal year must e-file Form SFEC-126f2 with the Ethics
Commission within 30 business days of receiving the bid/proposal. This notice

need only be filed if the contract will require the approval of a City elective officer.

Filing Requirement:

= Form SFEC-126f4 — Notification of Contract Approval — City Elective Officers

A City elective officer who approves a contract valued at $100,000 or more in a
fiscal year must e-file Form SFEC-126f4 with the Ethics Commission within 5
business days of approval.

~ New ~
Recusals — Procedures and Notification
C&GC Code Sec. 3.209

Synopsis: The City’s conflict-of-interest laws prohibit an officer or employee of the City and
County of San Francisco from participating in making or seeking to influence a decision in which
the officer or employee has a financial interest. If a member of a City board or commission must
recuse himself or herself because of a potential conflict of interest, Sec. 3.209 specifies recusal
procedures that must be followed, including public disclosure of the conflict at the board or
commission meeting and notification of the Ethics Commission.

Filing Requirement:

=  Form SFEC-3209b — Notification of Recusal by Board or Commission Member
Any member of a City board or commission who is required to file a Statement of Economic
Interests (Form 700) must e-file form SFEC-3209b with the Ethics Commission within 15
calendar days after the date of the meeting at which the recusal occurred.

~ Amended ~
Behested Payment Reporting
C&GC Code Sec. 3.600 et. seq.

Synopsis: A behested payment is a payment made at the request of a government official to a
third-party for legislative, governmental, or charitable purposes, rather than for personal or
campaign purposes. A payment is made at the behest of an officer if it is requested, solicited, or
suggested by the officer or his agent, or otherwise made to a person in cooperation,
consultation, coordination with, or with the consent of, the officer.

If a payment of $1,000 or more is made at the behest of an elected official or member of a

board or commission by a person who is a party or participant in certain proceedings before that
official, the official must report the behested payment to the Ethics Commission. If the behested
payment is $10,000 or more, the person making the payment must also file a disclosure with the
Ethics Commission. And, if a single organization receives $100,000 or more in a calendar year at

SF Ethics Commission | Tools and Resources for New and Amended Filing Requirements - July 19, 2019 Page 2
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the behest of a single City official, the organization must also file disclosures. (Additionally, state
law requires separate disclosure of behested payments of $5,000 or more made at the behest of
elected officials).

Filing Requirement:
=  Form SFEC-3610b — Behested Payments by City Officers

If a City officer directly or indirectly requests or solicits a behested payment from an
“interested party” (a person who is a party or participant in a proceeding before the officer),
the officer must e-file Form SFEC-3610b with the Ethics Commission:

o within 30 days of the payment that makes the total $1,000 or more, if the behested
payment was made while the proceeding involving the interested party is pending;
or

o within 30 days of the payment that makes the total $1,000 or more, if the behested
payment was made within 6 months following the date on which a final decision
was made in the proceeding involving the interested party; or

o if the payment was made in the 12 months prior to the commencement of the
proceeding involving the interested party, within 30 days of the date the officer
knew or should have known that the source of the behested payment became an
interested party.

Filing Requirement:

] Form SFEC-3620 — Donors of Behested Payments Report

If a donor makes a payment, or series of payments, totaling $10,000 or more in a calendar
year to a third-party at the behest of a City officer, and the donor is a party or participant
to a proceeding before the officer who solicited the payment, the donor must e-file Form
SFEC-3620 with the Ethics Commission within 30 days of the payment that makes the total
$10,000 or more.

Filing Requirement:
] Form SFEC-3630 — Recipients of Major Behested Payments

An individual or organization who receives a behested payment, or series of behested
payments, totaling $100,000 or more in a calendar year that was made at the behest of a
City officer must e-file Form SFEC-3630 with the Ethics Commission on two separate
occasions:
o within 30 days following the date on which the payments total $100,000 or more;
and
o between 12 and 13 months following the date on which the payment(s) totaled
$100,000 or more; the second filing must disclose how the behested funds were
spent.

For ease of reference, an overview of the notice and filing requirements is summarized on the following

page. In addition, please feel free to contact Ethics Commission Engagement and Compliance staff, with
any questions or for further assistance.

SF Ethics Commission | Tools and Resources for New and Amended Filing Requirements - July 19, 2019 Page 3
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Summary

Behested Payments

behested payments
(individuals and
organizations)

Form Description Applicable to: Due
Number
SFEC-126f2 Notification of Submission of City departments Within 30 business days of
Proposal — City Departments receiving a bid/proposal
valued at $100,000 or more
in a fiscal year that will
require approval by a City
elective officer.

SFEC-126f4 Notification of Contract City elective officers | Within 5 business days of

Approval — City Elective approval of a contract
Officers valued at $100,000 or more
in a fiscal year.

SFEC-3209b | Notification of Recusal Members of a City Within 15 calendar days
board or after the date of the
commission meeting at which the

recusal occurred.

SFEC-3610b Behested Payments by City City officers See summary above or refer

Officers to instructions on website.

SFEC-3620 Donors of Behested Donors of behested | Within 30 days of the

Payments Report payments who are payment that makes the
interested parties total $10,000 or more.

SFEC-3630 Recipients of Major Recipients of First filing: within 30 days of

the payment that makes the
total $100,000; Second
filing: no later than 13
months following the date
that payments totaled
$100,000 or more.

SF Ethics Commission | Tools and Resources for New and Amended Filing Requirements - July 19, 2019
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CALIFORNIA

The California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) invites
you to attend an open house to learn about the staff-
recommended State’s Preferred Alternative for the San
Francisco to San Jose and San Jose to Merced project
sections. In September 2019, staff will present their
recommendation to the Authority Board of Directors.

Northern California Region
High-Speed Rail Authority Join Us at Our Community Open Houses

Community feedback is important and will be shared with
the Authority Board as it considers the staff-recommended
State’s Preferred Alternative. The Authority Board’s
identification of the State’s Preferred Alternative does not
constitute the adoption or approval of a preferred
alternative for final design or construction.

Northern California Region Community Open Houses

All meetings will be 5:00-8:00 p.m. Presentations will begin at 6:00 p.m., except in San Jose as noted below:

Location Date

City of Santa Clara* Tuesday
August 6, 2019

Gilroy** Thursday

August 8, 2019

Monday

1 *
San Francisco August 12, 2019

Thursday

k%
San Jose August 15, 2019

Lo Monday
REEEE Ehty August 19, 2019
Wednesday

*%
Los Banos August 21, 2019

*Content specific to San Francisco to San Jose Project Section
**Content specific to San Jose to Merced Project Section

Address

Adrian Wilcox High School Multipurpose Room
3250 Monroe Street

Santa Clara, CA 95051

IFDES Lodge-Portuguese Hall

250 Old Gilroy Street

Gilroy, CA 95020

Bay Area Metro Center

375 Beale Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

Notes

Free parking available

Free parking available

Public transit available

Public transit available. Paid parking
at the City Hall Garage (enter on 6"
St). Senator Beall will begin opening
remarks at 5:45 p.m.

City Hall Rotunda Mezzanine & Council Chambers
200 E Santa Clara Street
San Jose, CA 95113

Sequoia High School Multipurpose Room
1201 Brewster Ave

Redwood City, CA 94062

Los Banos Community Center

645 7t Street

Los Banos, CA 93635

Free parking available

Free parking available

All interpretation, translation, and reasonable accommodation requests must be made to the Title VI Coordinator 72 hours in advance of the scheduled meeting

date.

Todas las solicitudes de interpretacion,
traduccion y acomodaciones razonables
deben hacerse al coordinador de titulo VI 72
horas antes de la fecha programada de la
reunion.

=9, MY, HES

rE
lo

ol &l 2129

rlo

2%
HMZEE 72 A[ZH HOf| ERO| S I

=
FAC|H|OJE oA 2l FsFHAI2.

FAELE. #£F, URAGEBRMNGER , 894

PESH BB 72 /NERAEAEH AR

Tét ca dich vu théng dich, bién dich, va
nhirng yéu cau tién nghi hop Iy phai dwoc
gli cho Title VI Coordinator 72 tiéng déng

hé trwéc ngay hop lich hen.

Ang lahat ng pagsasalin ng wika,
pagpapaliwanag o anumang makatwirang
hiling ay kailangang ipasa sa title VI
B coordinator 72 oras bago ang iskedyul ng

pulong.

O ni talosaga mo ni fesoasoani i lau lava
gagana e tatau o na faia ma faao'oina mai i
le ofisa o le Title VI Coordinator i le 72 itula

a'e le'i faia ni fono ua fuafuaina.

Meeting facilities are accessible for persons with disabilities. All requests for reasonable accommodations must be made three working days
(72 hours) in advance of the scheduled meeting date. For assistance, please call (800) 435-8670 for the San Francisco — San Jose Project
Section, (800) 455-8166 for the San Jose — Merced Project Section, or the Authority’s TTY/TTD number at (916) 403-6943.

www.hsr.ca.gov | san.francisco_san.jose@hsr.ca.gov | san.jose_merced @hsr.ca.gov
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LoNDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, July 23, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*x* PRESS RELEASE ***
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVES
TRAFFIC CONGESTION MITIGATION TAX FOR
NOVEMBER 2019 BALLOT

Sponsored by Mayor London Breed and Supervisor Aaron Peskin, the measure would add a
surcharge on Transportation Network Company rides originating in San Francisco to fund
congestion mitigation projects, including safe streets and Muni transit operations

San Francisco, CA — The Board of Supervisors today unanimously approved a ballot measure
introduced by Mayor London N. Breed and Supervisor Aaron Peskin to add a surcharge to rides
made through Transportation Network Companies (TNCs) in San Francisco in order to fund
street safety projects and investments in Muni service. The Traffic Congestion Mitigation Tax
will now be on the November 2019 ballot and will need to be approved by two-thirds of voters.
If approved by voters, the tax would become effective on January 1, 2020.

The measure is estimated to raise up to $35 million annually for transit and Vision Zero safety
projects, and would impose a 3.25% surcharge on all individual rides and a 1.5% surcharge on
shared rides that originate in San Francisco. Rides in electric vehicles (EVs) would have a
surcharge of 1.5%, regardless of whether they are individual or shared, in order to encourage the
use of EVs. The proposal was crafted by Mayor Breed and Supervisor Peskin in cooperation with
TNCs Uber and Lyft.

“We need to reduce congestion on our streets so that people can get around more easily, while
continuing to invest in our public transportation and make our streets safer for everyone,” said
Mayor Breed. “This requires coming together to find solutions to improve street design and
encouraging people to take transit, walk, and bike.”

“We all know congestion in San Francisco is terrible and everyone needs to be a part of the
solution, including the TNC companies, users and the City,” said Supervisor Aaron Peskin. “This
requires strategic investment from all of us to prioritize solutions that get people out of their cars,
onto public transportation and safely walking and biking.”

In 2017, then-Board of Supervisors President Breed and Supervisor Peskin convened a task force
to explore the potential for new transportation revenue measures in San Francisco, consisting of
neighborhood organizations, advocacy groups, business and civic organizations, and public
agencies. The task force issued its final report in 2017, which found that TNCs accounted for
roughly 15% of intra-city trips, and an estimated 20-26% of vehicle trips Downtown during peak
periods. It is estimated that on an average weekday, 6,500 TNC vehicles are on the street.
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Assemblymember Phil Ting authored legislation last year that ensured San Francisco’s authority
to implement a surcharge on rideshare trips with voter approval. Governor Brown signed
Assembly Bill 1184, which allows a higher tax rate for single-passenger rides and lower rates for
shared rides and zero emission vehicles. The bill also allows the surcharge to be applied to
autonomous vehicle rides when the technology becomes available.

“San Francisco’s ability to move its people around safely in a growing economy is vital. But the
City’s current transportation revenue streams can’t keep up with the demand,” said
Assemblymember Ting. “I’m glad to see Mayor Breed and Supervisor Peskin taking the next
step spelled out in AB 1184 and working to invest in bike lanes, public transit, and safer roads. If
the tax is approved by voters, | hope the lower rates for shared rides and EVs motivate
consumers to use those options.”

Revenue from the tax measure would be split equally between transit improvement measures,
such as improving bus and rail service frequency and reliability, and Vision Zero safety
improvements, including pedestrian and bicyclist safety infrastructure and traffic calming
measures.

HiH
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MAYOR LONDON BREED AND GOLDEN STATE WARRIORS

ANNOUNCE NEW TOOL TO BOOST TRANSIT RIDERSHIP TO
CHASE CENTER

‘Bundling’ deal between the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency and the Golden
State Warriors will make a ticket to Warriors games, concerts and other events a ticket to ride
Muni

San Francisco, CA — In an effort to boost public transit ridership to events at Chase Center,
Mayor London N. Breed today announced an innovative partnership between the Golden State
Warriors and the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA) that will make
taking Muni to a game or concert easier and more seamless than ever before.

The SFMTA and Chase Center, which will open in September as the new home of the Warriors,
have created a “Transit Bundling” program, in which all event tickets will serve as Muni tickets
for event patrons. Under the deal, the Warriors have agreed to pay for the Transit Bundling
program.

“We want people to take public transit to Chase Center, so we’re making it affordable and easy
to do so,” said Mayor Breed. “This breakthrough agreement demonstrates the commitment by
both the City and the Warriors to get people out of their cars so everyone can easily get to games
and concerts.”

Any Chase Center patron who shows his or her event ticket at Muni turnstiles and boarding
platforms will be able to ride Muni without charge. Both electronic and physical tickets for
events—including Warriors basketball games, concerts and other events at Chase Center—wiill
serve as proof of payment for Muni service throughout the day.

Mayor Breed has convened a working group of department heads, staff and Warriors personnel
for months in the run-up to Chase Center’s opening in September to ensure that all the relevant
departments are working together to plan for the Center’s opening. This transit bundling program
is an integral part of Chase Center’s transportation plan, where public transit is recommended
and encouraged as the main mode of transportation for getting to and from events. The
partnership also supports the City’s goals of reducing congestion in the Mission Bay
neighborhood.

Warriors President and Chief Operating Officer Rick Welts said the team is investing millions of
dollars in transportation infrastructure to make it as simple as possible to take buses or trains to
events, which is a reflection of the team’s commitment to being a good neighbor.
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“One of the best things about Chase Center is how easy it will be to get to by train, by bus, by
ferry, by bicycle and by walking,” Welts said. “We are embracing this innovative tool because it
may be the best incentive yet to get people to take Muni, and that’s important to the Warriors,
our patrons, our neighbors and this city.”

San Francisco will be one of the first cities in the world to offer Transit Bundling to arena event
attendees. The only other NBA city to do so is Phoenix, where NBA fans and concert-goers can
use their event tickets to Talking Stick Arena to ride metro trains.

“We are delighted to see the Golden State Warriors embrace San Francisco’s ‘transit first” values
by making Chase Center one of the most transit-friendly arenas in the United States,” said Tom
Maguire, SFMTA Acting Director of Transportation. “Bundling transit fares with event tickets
will make riding public transit a more compelling, convenient and, ultimately, sustainable
transportation option for Chase Center patrons.”

The Warriors chose the Mission Bay site for the new arena largely because of its transit-rich
location. With a Muni Metro T Line stop right at its doorstep, dedicated Muni special event bus
shuttles (78X and 79X), and a Muni stop serving the 55, 48 and 22 lines within one block, Muni
will be the best way to get to Chase Center.

Chase Center also has regional connections including easy access to BART, at both the 16th
Street/Mission and Embarcadero stations. Visitors from the Peninsula can connect to Caltrain at
Fourth and King Streets. Ferry service will be available at the temporary Ferry Terminal at Pier
48 to serve all Warriors games and large events, as well as at Pier 52 and the Ferry Building.

HiH
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