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Please he advised that this determination doe not constitute an application for development with the 

Planning Department. It also does not represent a complete re\ iew of the proposed project, a project 

approval of any kind, or in any way supersede any rc qu tied Planning Department api i ovals listed 

below. The Planning Department may provide additional comments regarding the proposed PrOjes  t once 

the recurred applications listed below are submitted. While some approvals are granted by the Planning 

Department, some are at the discretion of ether bodies, suci as tie Planning Conanissiorl or I listoric 

Preservation Commission. Additionally, it is likely that the project will require approvals from other City 

agencies such as the Depar tmflur t of Building In Spection. Departmei t of Public Works, Department of 

Public Health, and others. T) e informatioii included herein is based on plar s and information provi led 

for this assessment and the Manning Code, General Plan, Planning l)partmnent policies, and 

local/state/federal regulations as of the date of this documner t, all of which are subject to charge. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

The project site consists of one parcel; Assessors Block 3731, Lot 029. The project site is approximately 

6,398 square feet (0.15 aures) and is located approximately midUlock c , ri the block hounded by lolsom 

Street to the north, Harrison Stre ,t to the south, 4th Street to the west, and 3rd Street to the east. ihi 

block is bisected bs a senrs of alleys: Lapu lapu Street, Ri7ai Street, Tandang Sora, B nifacio Street, and 

Mabini Street. Riial Street runs parallel to I larris( m Street aid the project site has frontages on both of 

these streets. 

The proposal is to demolish the existing 5,324 square foot one-story commercial building and construct 

an 8-story, 75-foot tall, 43,067 square foot mixed use building. The project sponsor desires to modifs the 

building design to increase the height to 83 feet, The extra height Would  be absorbed by raising ceiling 

heights on each floor. The project spot sot is waiting on input from the fire department as to vdiether, at 

85 feet tl e building would he classified as a high rise before potentially making this modification. 
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’the existir g building was constructed in 1954 and is currently occupied bya ingi tclub The proposed 

new building would include 77 Single Room Occupancy (SRO) dwelling units, one parking space, and 

2,826 square feet of commercial space Fourteen of the 77 SRO units (18 percent) would be affordable per 

inclusionary housing requirements. The units would range in size from 365 to 445 square feet with the 
average sized unit measuring 375 square feet. 

The commercial space would be on the ground level fronting Harrison Street along with a residential 

entry/lobby, while the luzil Street frontage would have i parkii g garage with one handicapped 
accessible spice and i secondary residential entr Ilie remainder of the rour  d floor would be occupied 
bylaundry, slorige bicycle storage, and mechanical spaces The proposed project may include an under 
s d v I A r  morrrn r ()r, i’p . e r firmne iutt room in hc Riil teet fi ontae 

The proposed project would include a 1,018 square foot courtyard and a 2,671 square foot landscaped 

roof deck which would serve as the common open space and be accessible to all residents via the building 
elevator. 

PLANNING CONTEXT: 

The project site is located within the East SoMa area of the Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plan, as adopted 
in 2008. Based on the East SoMa Plan the project site is currently zoned Mixed-Use Office MUO).’the 
current height and bulk limit for this parcel is 85-X. Section 15183 of the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines states that projects that are consistent with the development density 
established by a community plan for which an environmental impact report (EIR) was certified do not 
require additional environmental review, except as necessary to determine the presence of project-specific 
significant effects not identified in the programmatic plan area EIR. 

The proposed project is located within the Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plan, which was evaluated in 
Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans Programmatic Final Environmental Impact Report EIR, which 
was certified in 2008.1  Because the proposed project is consistent with the development density identified 
in the area plan, it is eligible for a Community Plan Exemption (CPE). 

The project site also falls within the ongoing Central Corridor Plan study area, initiated in 2011. The 

Central Corridor Plan is currently in development, with a draft plan for public review released in April 

2013. The draft plan will be evaluated in an Environmental Impact Report (FIR), which is underway as of 

April 2013. The draft Plan proposes changes to the allowed land uses and building heights, and includes 
a strategy for improving the public realm in this area. The Plan and its rezoning are anticipated to be 

before decision-makers for approval in late 2014. 

As part of the Central Corridor Plan, the Planning Department has developed preliminary 

recommendations for new land use controls as well as new height and bulk controls for the plan area. The 

Draft Plan is available for download at Further comments in this 

PPA are based on the published Central Corridor Draft Plan. Note the Draft Plan proposals are 

1 
 Available for review on the Planning Department’s Area Plan FIRs web page: http: /"/www.sf-

plan ning-org/index. aspx?page=l 893 
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contingent on the ippioval of the proposed Central Corridor PUn rezoning by the Plarinji g  Commission 

and Board of Supervisors. 

The envisioned height and bulk designation for the project sift in the proposed Central Corridc-r Plan 

Area remains 85- \ on the southern tall of the parcel, but is reduced to 45-X on the northern half of tIc 

parcel. The proposed project would he assessed based on the height districts in place at the time that the 

l’lanr:ing Departmer-t entitlement is sought. 1 lowevcr, if the proposed project does not fit within the 

height and density identified for the project site in the adopted Central Corridor Plan and FIR, the 

proposed project will be preluded fror,i a Cornrrur ity Plar. Exernptior (CPI) under the Cential Corridor 

Plan as discussed further, below. 

Further, although the Central Corridor Plan FIR will include a piogranriatic analysis of the effects of the 

Plait’s proposals, the FIR will not include project-level analysis of private development projects; 

therefore, project-level analysis would also be required, as discussed below. 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW: 

The proposed project initially requires environmental review either individually, likely in a project - 

specific Initial Study/Mitigated NJt’gati-e Declaration or I’rvirorrmental Impact Report (FIR), or in a 

Community Plan Fcn1’tion (Cl’F) under the Central Corridor Plan Environmental Impact Report (FIR) 

or the Faster-n N’rchburhoods Rczonjnc. air! Area Plans Programmatic Final lnr’tronnre,rtal Impact Report FIR. 

Development on the project site would also potentially he subject to the rnitigatior: measures 

promulgated therein. [’otentially significant project environmental impacts that were identified in arid 

pertinent mitigation measures and CFQA findings from the area plan final FIR that may he applicable lo 

the proposed project are included below, under tie applicable environmental topic. 1 lowever, it should 

also be rioted that mitigation measures from the I astern Nei.’hborhoods Area Plan FIR (including those 

referenced below) could he refined, augmented or superseded under the Central Corridor l’lan FIR. 

As discussed above, the project site is also located within the entral orridor Plan study area, and will 

likely be included in the Central Corridor Plan and associated Fnvironmental Impact Report (FIR). If the 

proposed project is determined to be consistent with the development density and building height and 

bulk limits ultimnately alopted as part cf the Cer tral Corridor Plan, it may he determined to he eli,ible for 

a community plan e\eroptiorl (CPF) under the Central Corridor [-’Ian FIR once the FIR is certified. 

Under either plan, within the CI’F process, there can be three different outcomes, as follow: 

CPF Only. In this case, all pete--tially significant project-specific and cumulatively considerable 

environmental impacts are fully consistent with significant impacts identified in the underlying 

area plan FIR, meaning there would be no new "peculiar" significant impacts unique to the 

proposed project. In these situations, all pci tinent mitigation measures and CFQA findings from 

the underlying area plan 1-FIR are applied to the proposed project, and a CI’F. checklist and 

certificate is prepared. With this outcome, the applicable fees, based on the current fee schedule, 

in addition to the Environmeritil Document Determinratior of 513,00-1 are: (a) the S 7,216 CPE 

certificate fee; and (h) a proportionate share fee for recovery of costs incurred by the l’lanning 
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Department for preparation of the underlying plan FIR. For the Eastern Neighborhoods Area 
Plan FIR this fee is $10,000. Fees for the preparation of the Central Corridor Plan FIR have yet to 
be determined 

2 CPF and Focused Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration One or more new significant 
impacts of the proposed project specific to the site or the project proposal are identified that were 
not identified in the underling plan area FIR If any new significant impacts of the proposed 
project can he mitigated. (hen a focused Mitigated Negative Declaration to address these impacts 
is prepared together with a supporting CPE certificate to address all other impacts that were 
encompassed by the underlying plan area FIR, with all pertinent mitigation measures and CEQA 
findings from the underlying plan area FIR also applied to the proposed project With this 
outcome, the applicable fees, based on the current fee schedule, in addition to the Enviconseital 
Document determination of $13,004 are: (a) the standard environmental evaluation (FE) fee based 
on the cost of construction; and (b) a proportionate ite share fee for recovery of costs incurred by the 
Planning Department for preparation of the underlying plan HR For the Eastern 
Neighborhoods Area Plan EIR this fee is $10,000. Fees for the preparation of the Central Corridor 
Plan FIR have vet to be determined. 

cr 	 --i -,,-* 	tcrmfl 	 ,( .... -. t.---.  �f’ 	 .. 	 .a ................  

the proposed project specific to the site or the project proposal are identified that were not 
identified in the underlying plan area FIR. If any new significant impacts oft! the proposed project 
cannot he mitigated, then a focused FIR to address these impacts is prepared together with a 
supporting CPE certificate to address all other impacts that were encompassed by the underlying 
plar. area FIR, with all pertinent mitigation measures and CEQA findings from the underlying 
area plan FiR also applied to the proposed project. With this outcome, the applicable fees, based 
on the current fee schedule, in addition to the Environmental Document Determination of $13,004 
are: (a) the standard environmental evaluation (FE) fee based on the cost of construction; (b) one-
half of the standard l.lR fee; and (c) a proportionate share fee for recovery of costs incurred by the 
Planning Department for preparation of the underlying plan FIR. For the Eastern 
Neighborhoods Area Plan Elk this tee is $10,000. Fees for the preparation of the Central Corridor 
Plan FIR have yet to be determined. 

I An Environmental Evaluation Application is required for the full scope of the project (demolition 
and construction) and may include the following: 

� Transportation Study. Based on the Planning Department’s transportation impact analysis guidelines 
the project would potentially add approximately 36 PM peak hour vehicle trips and thus would 
likely not require additional transportation analysis. However, the Planning Department 
recommends: (1) rather than creating a curb cut for one Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) 
parking space, replace the curb cut with an on-street ADA space, if ADA regulations will allow, (2) 
bicycle parking facilities should be provided and (3) a site circulation plan should be provided with 
the EE Application which dearly delineates the location of pedestrian and bicycle ingress and egress 
as well as the trash pickup location. 

� Hazardous Materials. The project site is located on a site with known artificial fill, which indicates that 
hazardous materials may he associated with the site. A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) 
should be prepared to determine the potential for site contamination and the level of exposure risk 
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associated with the project, ar d sulrnitted with tIe I rivrronmc ntal Ic aluation Application. ’I he Phase 

I will deterinire wheti er any addite ii I analysis (e.g., a Phase 11 soil ’aflii)hfli4) will he necessary. 
Review of the Phase I and any additional studies recorirntr;ded by the Phase I would require 

oversight from the San Francisco Pepar tm�’ni of Public I lealth (DPI-I), which may recornmerd that 

the project sponsor enroll in its Voluntary Remedial Action Program (VRAP) Such recommendations 

would likely be instituted into the project as site-spe ific mitigatic-n measures Ut" peculiar ." site-

pecitic impacts. Please note that the DI’l-i charges a tee I r their review, More infoill alien ian DPI l’s 

Voluntary Remedial Action Program may be found at 

htt’:jwvw.sfdi.or,,dph!Fil:i azVaste’hasWasteVoluntar Ptrredial asp. 

lie  1: astern Neighborhoods FFIR id ntr lied Mrtiatro,r A’1t’aui i’ 1 1 1 lazardauc Bie/dnry MatL’l’ials, 
which requires ul..sequei:t projects to pr, perlv dispose of any polycl ,lorinated biphvenols (E’C13) 

such as florescent light ballasts or ai iv other hazar’Iou’ building materials in accorianct’ witl 

applicable local, state and federal laws . Nliliga!imi Measure I I I lnzarthms Brrilclui’ Mater 11115 rvou Id 
apply to the proposed project. 

Air Quality tAo Analysis. The proposed project involves construction of a 43,067 square-foot building 

with up to 77 dwelling units, which does not exceed the Bay Area Air Quality Management District’s 

(1’3AAQMD) construction or operational screening levels for criteria air Frolltltaflts. ilicrefore, an 

analysis of the project’s criteria air’ pollutant emissions is not likely to be required. 

’Fie proposed project includes demolition and construction across a 015 acre site. Project-related 

dc’rrrolitror:, escavatien, grading and other construction activities may cause windblown dust that 

coul conti il utc particulate matter into the local atric -splere. The Pastern Neighborhoods FEIR 

identified a significant impact related to construction air quality and included Mitigation Measure C 1: 
Construction Airualitii Subsequently. the Sa 1- n raicisco Board of Super visors approved a series of 

amendments to the Sari Francisco building and Health Codes generally referred to as the 

Construction Dust Control Ordinance (Ordinance 176-08, effective July 30, 2008) with the intent of 
reducing the quantity of dust generated during site preparation, demolition, aid construction work 

in order to protect the health of the general public aid of onsite workers, minimize public nuisance 

complaints, and to avoid orders to stop work by the Chi. Pursuant to thc Construction Dust 

Oil marco, the proposed project would be required to prepare a C onstrncfwn Dust Control Plan for 
review and approval i.’v the San Francisco Department of Public I iealth. 

Th proposed project would introduce new residential lanl uses to the project site. Residential uses 

are considered sensitive Icr the purposes of air quality evaluation. The Eastern Neighborhoods FEll 

identified a significant impact related to air quality for sensitive lard uses and included Mitigation 
Measure C-?: Air Quality .for 5erritiz’e I and Ha’s. The project site is located within an air pollution hot 

spot, as identified by M tel the City. Therefore, itigation ensure C-2 of the Pastern Neighborhoods FEIR 
would be applicable to the project site. 

If the project would generate new sources of toxic air contamii ants ii cluding, but not limited to: 

diesel generators (which is likely to he required if the building Peight is increased to 85 feet) or 

boilers, or any other stationar\ sources, the project would result in toxic air contaminants that may 

affect both on-site and off-site sensitive receptors. The Eastc’ri Neighborhoods I’E lR identified a 

significant impact related to uses that emit Diesel Particulate Matter (DPM) and included Mitigation 

Sii, IRACISCC 
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Measure G-3: Siting of Uses that Emit DPM and Mitigation Measure G-4: Siting of Uses that Emit other 
TACs (Toxic Air Contaminants). 

During the environmental review process the project will he screened for poter tial air quality impacts 
to identify additional applicable mitigation measures from the [astern Neighborhoods FEIR and/or 
the Central Corridor Plan EIR. 

Greenhouse Gas Comiliano. Checklist fin Private Development Pr jec’s Potential environmental effects 
related to greenhou� gas emissions frorn the proposed project need to be addressed in a project’s 
ens i ronnie otal evaluation An electronic version of the Greenhouse Gas Compliance ianc.e Chec’Ji t Table 1 
for Private Development Projects is available on the Planning Department’s web to at 
llh.vwss & a 1_. 0 project spr n or vvt uld be ro u r&d t ii ’n ii 

the completed table regarding project compliance with the identified regulations and provide project-
level details in the discussion column. This information will be reviewed by the environmental 
planner during the environmental review process to determnii e if the project would comply with San 
Francisco", Greenhouse Gas Reduction Strategy. Projects that do not comply with an ordii ance or 
regulation may be determined to be inconsistent with San Francisco’s Greenhouse Gas Reduction 
Strategy.  

� Geolrchnical Per the Planning Department CIS database, the project site is not located in a landslide 
hazard zone. However, it is within a liquefaction hazard zone and is likely underlain by artificial fill. 
An investigation of geotechnical and soils conditions is required to make a determination as to 
whether the project would result in any environmental impacts related to structural damage, ground 
subsidence, liquefaction, landslides, and surface sediment. To o assist our staff in their determination, it 
is recommended that you provide a copy of the geotechnical investigation with boring logs for the 
proposed project. This study will also help inform the archeological review. 

� Noise Study. The Eastern Neighborhoods FEIR identified a number of noise mitigation measures 
applicable to constructior as well as siting noise sensitive land uses (such as residential uses) in areas 
that are substantially affected by existing noise levels. ’11te project site is located in an area where 
traffic-related noise ranges from over 70 Ldn (a day-night averaged sound level) on the Harrison 
Street side to 55 to 60 Ldn on the Rizal Street side. Application of Noise Mitigation Measures TI and F-�2 
(Construction Noise) are intended to reduce construction-related noise impacts. Mitigation Measure F-I 
applies to pile driving activities and would require that piles (if included in foundation design) be 
pre-drilled. Mitigation Measure F-2 would require construction projects near noise sensitive land uses 
implement noise attenuation measures. Project sponsors would be required to submit a plan that 
outlines the noise attenuation measures to he implemented during the construction phase. the plan 
must be submitted to the Department of Building Inspection (DBI). 

Mitigation Measure F...4: Siting of Noise Sensitive Uses would apply as the project sponsor is proposing 
to site residential uses in an area that at least partially exceeds 65 Ldn Mitigation Measu;e F-4: Siting 
of Noise-Sensitive Uses would require the sponsor to prepare an acoustical study that identifies 
potential noise-generating uses within 900 feet of, and having a direct line-of-sight to the project site 
and include at least one 24-hour noise measurement with maximum noise level readings taken at 
least every 15 minutes. The study should include any recommendations regarding the building 
design to ensure that the interior noise environment meets Title 24 Building Code acoustical 
requirements. This study must be completed during the environmental review process for inclusion 
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in the environmental locunient. 10itigation Measure 1 6: Open Sptia’ inn \10i’, 

- 

I Ii’ironnrnenits would also 
apply in order to protoc I the project’s common open space trori existing ambient noise le els. 
Con pl iamic c with this mitigation measure requ ires that site design cnidem elements that would 
shield on-site open space from the greatest noise sources and/or orstruction of noise harriers 

bets een noiSe sources and open space. 

Historic l<c’sources. The existing building on the project site was evaluated in the South of Market 

Historic Resource Survey, an area wide historical resourcs survey, and was found ineligible for 

national, state, or local designation; tlu, no additional anilv’sis of historical r sources is likely to he 
requited. 

Archeoloyicai Resources. I he project silt. lies within the Aniieioc,’iciI tvlitmgalun: Zone 12. Properties with 
No Peoious Studie of the Eastern Neiglit.orhoods Rezoning and Area Plans hEIR that would require 
for the preposed project either Preliminary Archeological Review (PAR) conducted in-house by the 

(’lamming Department archeologist or the prepaiation of a Preliminary Archeological Sensitivity 

Assessment (PASS) by a 1)tpartriient Qualified Archeological Consultant subject to the review and 

approval by the Department archeologist. In almost all cases, the project sponsor would :hoose the 

PAR process. The PAR will first determine whet type of soils disturbance/modifications would result 

from the proposed project, such as excavation, installation of foundations, soils improvements, site 

remediatmon, etc., second, whether or not the project site is located in an ree of archeological 

serisitis it and, third, what additional steps are necesar to identify and evaluate army potential 
erchcologieal resources that may be affected by the Project.  I Jelpful to the (’AR process is tie 
availability of gectechinical or ’.oils charactcriation studies prepared for the project. ’Ihe results of 
this review will he provided in a memorandum to the Environmental Planner assigned to the 
project. 

Alternatively, preparation of a PASS would lequine the project sponsor to retain the ser ices of a 

qualified archeological consultant from th0 Planning Department’s rotational Qualified Archeological 
Consultant ,, I ist (QA(.’I ). The project sponsor must contact the Department archeologist to obtain the 
names and contact information for the next three archeological consultants on the QACL. The whole 
QAE’L is available at: 

http w’t 	.-pl inmn oj, ft f:lLMFA 1  A rche olot,cal Revies .onsultant p 	/1. oold f 

’(lie Preliminary Archeological Sensitivity Study (PASS) should contain the following: 

I ) The historical uses of the project site based on any previous archeological documentation and 
Sunburn maps; 

(2) Detcimnine types of archeological resources/properties that may have been located within the 

project site and whether the aicheological resources/propert types sould potentially he eligible 
for listing in the CRFIR; 

(3) Determine if the 19 1",  or 20’ century soils-disturbing activities may ha e adersely affected the 

identified the potential archeological resources; 

(’I) Assess potential project effects in relation to the depth of any identified potential archeok;gical 
resources; 

(5) Conclusion: assessment of whether any (’RI 11’-eligible archeological resources could he adversel 

affected by the proposed project and recommendation as to appropriate further action. 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT 	 7 



Preliminary Project Assessment 	 Case No. 2013.0485U 

750 Harrison Street 

Based on the PAR or the PASS, the Department archeologist will determine if and what additional 

measures are necessary to address potential effects of the project to archeological resources. these 

measures may include implementation of various archeological mitigations such as accidental 

discovery, archeological monitoring, and/or archeological field investigations. In cases of potential 

higher archeological sensitivity preparation of an Archeological Research Design/Treatment Plan 

(ARD/TP) by an archeological consultant from the QACL may be required 

Shad= Study. The proposed project would result in construction of a building 40 feet or greater in 
height and would, therefore, require a shadow study, as further discussed below. If the shadow fan 
analysis prepared by Planning Department staff determines that the project could cast shadows on 
recreational resources you would be required to hire a qualified consultant to prepare a detailed 
shadow study. The consultant would be required to prepare a proposed scope of work for review 
and approval by the Environmental Planning case manager prior to preparing the analysis. 

� Wind Study. As proposed, the project would not involve construction of a building over 80 feet in 
height therefore no additional wind analysis is likely to be required However, if the height of the 
building is raised to 85 feet the project would require an initial review by a wind consultant 

, 	i.-,,,i 	.-.,,i.-I 

be required to prepare a proposci scope 01 work for review arid approval by tne Eriviroiuricntai 
Planning case manager prior to preparing the analysis. 

� Tree Disclosure Affidavit. The Department of Public Works Code Section 8.02-8.11 requires disclosure 
and protection of landmark, significant, and street trees located on private and public property. Any 
tree identified in this Disclosure Statement must be shown on the site plans with size of the trunk 
diameter, tree height and accurate canopy drip line. Please submit an Affidavit with the 
Environmental Evaluation Application and ensure trees are appropriately shown on site plans. 

� Stormwater Management. Prior to issuance of a building permit, the project sponsor is required to 
prepare and submit a Stormater Control Plan (SCP) to the San Francisco Public Utilities 
Commission (SFPUC) Wastewater Enterprise, Urban Watershed Management Program. The SCP 
shall demonstrate compliance with the City’s Stormwater Design Guidelines. The project’s 
environmental evaluation would generally evaluate how and where the implementation of required 
stormwater management and low impact design approaches would reduce potential negative effects 
of stormwater runoff. This may include environmental factors such as the natural hydrologic system, 
city sewer collection system, and receiving body water quality. For more information on the SFPUC’s 
stormwater management requirements, see htzistormwater.sfw .ater 

� NotrfiLation of a Project Receiving Environmental Review If a Community Plan Exemption (CPF) is 
pursued for the proposed project notice is required to be sent to occupants of properties adjacent to 
the project site and owners of properties within 300 feet of the project site at the initiation of the CPE 

process. 

As described above, if any of the additional analyses determine that mitigation measures not identified in 
the area plan EIR are required to address peculiar impacts, the environmental document will be a 
community plan exemption plus a focused initial study/mitigated negative declaration. If the additional 
analyses identify impacts that cannot be mitigated, the environmental docun:ent will be a community 
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plan exemption with a focused initial study/El R. A uimmunity plait exemption and a comFiunity plan 

exeraptioli plus a focused initial study/mitigated i,q,ative dedaratioii cart he prepaid by Planning 

Depaitnent staff, but coratiiunity plan exemption with a focused initial study/LIE w uld need to be 

prepared by a consultant on the Planning Dcprtincnt’s environmental consultant pool (h1t; . vvc sC 
p lap nin,’çJ’ft1 cu les/\l E.A/Fii’ ironrnental COfl:Ultaflt pooi.pdf). 

Please see "Studies for Project iiisidc of Adopted Plan Areas, Community Plan lees" in the Planning 
Department’s current Fee Sc! u’duh’ for Applications. Lnvi 101 mci ital evaluation applications are available at 

tie Iflaiioing Information Ceiter at 1660 Mission Street, at d ciriline at www.sfplanning.org . 

’lliis environriental review i lay be done in conjunction with the i equired approvals listed below, but 

must he koiaj,loecl before anv piojet approval r’iav be granted. 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT APPROVALS: 

’lie project requires the following Plainiig Department approvals. ’I hese approvals may be reviewed in 

conjunction with the required environmental review, but may not be granted until after the required 

environmental review is completed. Note that the subject parcel is within the Central Corridor Plan area, 

the Central Corridor Or-aft Plar, for Public Review was published in April 2013. The Central Corridor 

Mar ,  process is anticipated to he completed by late ’1014, The proposals ii the F)ialt Plan are subject to 

change aid are contingent or the evet itucl approval by the Planning Comn iSSiOn and board of 

Supersi.ors. 

1. large Project Authorization from tie Planting Commission is required per Planning Code Section 

329 for the new construction of a building greater than 25,000 gross square feet. 

2. Shadow Analysis. A Shadow Analysis is required under Planning Code Section 295 as the project 

pr ’poses a building height in excess of 40 feet, as measured by the Planning Code. A ’,haijow 

analysis, attached, indicated that no public space under the jurisdiction of tie Recreation and Parks 

Department will be shadowed. 

3. A Building Permit Application is required for the demolition of the existing building on the subject 

property. 

4. A Building 1’eruiit Application is reqLiircd for the proposed new construction Oil the subject 

property. 

Large Project Authorl2ation applications are available in the Planning Department lobby at 1650 Mission 

Street Suite 400, at the Planning Information Center at 1660 Mission Street, and online at 

Building Permit applications are available at the Department of Building 

Inspections at 1660 Mission Street. 

:04CSfQ 
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Preliminary Project Assessment 	 Case No. 2013.0485U 

750 Harrison Street 

NEIGHBORHOOD NOTIFICATIONS AND PUBLIC OUTREACH 

Project Sponsors are encouraged to conduct public outreach with the surrounding community and 

neighborhood groups early in the development process. Additionally, many approvals require a public 

hearing with an associated neighborhood notification. Differing levels of neighborhood notification are 
mandatory for some or all of the reviews and approvals listed above. 

I Pre-Application’Me Project requires a Pre Application meeting in accordance with the minimum 
standards of the Pie Application Process as the project proposes new constiuchon 

2 Neighborhood Notification Because the project proposes a change in use to residential uses owners 
and occupantc, within 0 feet of the project sitc. must also Ile notified, in accordance r tb Planning 
Code Section 312. 

3. Large Project Authorization. The Large Project Authorization requires notification to owners of 
property within, a 300 foot radius of the project site. 

PRELIMINARY PROJECT COMMENTS 

The following commer ts address specific Flaming Code and other general issues that may significantly 
impact the proposed project 

I Rear Yard Section 134 requires the project to provide a rear yard of at least 25 percent of the lot 

depth Given the lot depth of 160 feet the rear yard must be at least 45 feet in depth An exception to 

the rear yard requirement may be sought through the Large Project Authorization process under 

Planning Code Section 329 Should you choose to modify the rear yard the Planning Department 

generally recommends an equivalent amount of open area be provided which would also afford 
greater exposure to dwelling units. 

2 Street trees Planning Code Section 138.1 requires one street tree for every 20 feet of frontage for new 

construction At Rizal Street a total of two street trees are required At Harrison Street a total of three 

street trees are required. 

3. Standards for Bird Safe Buildings. Planning Code Section 139 indicates that Feature-related hazards 

include free-standing glass walls wind barriers skwalks balconies and greenhouses on rooftops 

that have unbroken glazed segments 24 square feet and larger in size Please note that Feature 

related hazards can occur throughout the City and that any structure that contains these elements 

shall treat 100% of the glazing on Feature-Specific  hazirds On subsequent plan submissions please 

confirm that any Feature related hazards are appropriately treated to meet the requirements of 
Planning Code Section 139.  

4 Dwelling Unit Exposure Planning Code Section 140 requires that each dwelling unit have at least 

one room, that meets the 120-square-foot minimum superficial floor area requirement of Section 503 

of the Housing Code face directly on a street right-of-way, code complying rear yard or an 

appropriately Sized courtyard The proposed inner courtyard does not provide a sufficiently large 

area to meet the exposure requirement for those units that face the 13 foot wide portion and for the 
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750 Harrison Street 

units at the second, third, fourti. and fifth floors that face the 30 foot wide portion. The proposed 

Project rnqui es revision to meet the 1111111 mum exposure ie(Li iI&Ifl1’flt An exception Iron the 

Iwelling Unit Fxposuie requirement through the I arge Project Authorization process is allowed; 

however tie Planning Department guierall ’ncourages pr jicts to minimize the number of units 

needirg an exception from the Dwelling Unit Exposure iecluirement. As designed, the Planning 

Department would eic.uurage an enlargeniei t of ti e courts ard. In order to comply with the 

I )wdling Unit Exposure requirernont, the courtyard si uld be incrementally increased at each 

succeeding upper level 

5. Street Frontages in Mixed Use Districts. Planning Code Section 145.1 requires ground floor non 

residential uses itt MUO bring Districts to have a minimum floor-tofloor height of 14 feet, as 

measured from grade. 

Planning Code ection 145.1 requires that frontages with 2ntive uses tEat are not residential or hi)R to 

he fenestrated with transparent windows and doorways for no less than 60 percent of the street 

frontage at the ground level which allow visibility to the inside of the building. The use of dark or 

mirrored glass shall not ci riot towards thc required transparent area. 

0. Bicycle Parking- Section 1 ’. 6.5 of the Planning Code provi Its requiiene.nts for bicycle par king in 

residential development. The pioposed bike parking shown in the l’PA ap[]ication does not appear 

to rileet the existing requirements in the Code. Please note that currently the bicycle parking 

requirements in the Code arc under review for significant changes that would likely affect the 

requirements for this project. The Planning Commission approved these changes on May 16, 2013 and 

an adoption date at the Beard of Supervisors is pending and is expected by late June 2013. For review 

of potential changes, please see: l

These proposals are currently under review and are subject to changt.. 

7. Affordable Housing Requirements. The project is required to meet the affordable housing 

requirements under Planning Code Section 415. I’lease note that the 20% reduction in the number of 

units that must be provided as a result of Proposition C only applies to the on-site alternative under 

Planning Code Section 415, Assuming the oil-site alternative, the Propositior C reduction and 77 

units, the project would be required to provide nine on-site affordable units. 

8. SoMa Youth and Family SUD and Affordable Housing. The project site falls within the SuMa Youth 

and Family Special Use District (SLID). As such, it is subject to the criteria of Section 249.411A. The 

SliD requires a Conditional Use authorization for a variety of non-residential uses. 

9. Transit Impact Development Fee. ThI’ proposal is suLjert to Planning Code Section 411, the irarisit 

Impact Development Fee, for the proposed retail development. The Fee is based upon the Economic 

Activity Category, which for the proposal is considered to he Retail/Ert’rtairiment, and is paid on a 

gross square foot basis. 

10 Eastern Neighborhoods Impact Fees This project is subject to the Eastern Neighborhood 

Infrastructure Impact lees at a Tier 1 rate as outlined under Plaimin’ Code Section 121’I’ll( ,  tiers for 
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specific lots are based on height increases or decreases received as part of the Eastern Neighborhoods 

Plan. 

11. Single Room Occupancy Units. Planning Code Section 890.88(c) defines a Single Room Occupancy 

use as a dwelling unit or group housing room consisting of no more than one occupied room with a 

maximum gross floor area of 350 squaie feet and meeting the Housing Codes minimum floor area 

standards. The unit may have a bathroorr in addition to the occupied room. Any proposed units not 

conforming to this definition will not be considered a Single Room Occupancy unit and the physical 

controls for dwelling units as defined in Planning Code Section 890.88(a), will apply including 

useable open space requirements. 

12 First Source Hiring Agreement A First Source Hiring Agreement is required for any project 

proposing to construct 25,000 gross square feet or more For more information please contact 

Ken Mm, Workforce Compliance Officer 

CityBuild Office of Economic and Workforce Development 

City and County of San Francisco 
rflY. ltr--- r. V__ � __-___ r’A � nn 
nj v 1211 IN COIl, ..J0l I 1101 (l.1IlL1.J, ’...1 /t I UI. 

(415)581-2303 

13 Flood Notification TI e project site is located in a flood prone area Please see the attached bulletin 

regarding review of the project by the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission. 

14 Recycled Water. The City requires property owners to install dual plumbing systems for recycled 

water use in accordance with Ordinances 390-91, 39191, and 393-94, within the designated recycled 

water use areas for new construction projects larger than 40,000 square feet. Please see the attached 

SFPUC document for more information. 

15 Stormwater. Projects that disturb 5,000 square feet or more of the ground surface must comply with 

the Stormwater Design Guidelines and submit a Stormwater Control Plan to the SFPUC for review. 

To view the Guidelines and download instructions for preparing a Stormwater Control Plan, go to 

Applicants may contact 	 for 
assistance. 

PRELIMINARY DESIGN COMMENTS 

The following comments address preliminary design issues that may significantly impact the proposed 

project: 

I Central Corridor Plan The subject property falls within the ongoing Central Corridor Plan study 
area initiated in 2011 The Central Corridor Draft Plan generally bounded by 2nd 6th Townsend 
and Market Streets was published in April 2013 The draft plan will be evaluated in an 
Environmental Impact Report (FIR) which is undersay. The draft Plan will propose changes to the 
allowed land uses and building heights and will include a strategy for improving the public realm in 
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tl.is area. As rrientionrd prey ion N, the Plan aid its rezoning crc anticipted to be before decision 

makers for appi ov d in late 2014. 

1 Ic Central Con idoi I)i aft Plan includes recommendations for nev, land use .untrols as well as ne 

heigit and bulk controls ir the subject property. The I )raft Plan is available for (10… I load at 

lit  pccentralcorndor.sfplrnninc,pr. T urtlier comments in this section of the PPA are bace I on the draft 

(ier:trr/ ( orridor L)raft Han 

’I ic (tritral (or ridor Draft Plan proposes a Icigi t limit of 45-X/55 X, where the I lcrrrson Strec t side 

is 85 aol the Rizal Street side is 45’, This was pi opu ed in order to reduce any net new potential for 

shadow on the Alice Street Conr urutv Garden which is immediately due north of tie subject site 

(See page 31 of the Central Corridor D raft Plan, LrIi m I-orei Princi at 3). Also, the Plan proposes to 

exf and the open ,I), cc of tl garden into the adjacent right of way of I apu I api Street (See page 70 

Central Corridor Draft Plan, Open Space l’olicy 1.2) aid preserving solar access to this community 

garden is important. If the project applicant were to pursue a building height taller then 45’ on ftc 

Rizal Street side, the design should minimize any new shadow and adverse impacts on the rise of the 

community garden located to the north of the Site. 

Building Massing, Site Design, and Open Space. Tie proposed height significantly exceeds what 

would be ,llowed under the proposed coning (85/15’) envisioned in the Central Corridor Plan Alt a 

for this site 

The Planning Department recommends that either 1) the leight of We Northern most building not 

exceed 45’ per the proposed lreigl t limits; or 2) be sculpted to step up and to not cast any new 

shadows on the existing community gardn. 

Furthermore, if the project seeks to use the allowable current 83 loot hei<ht limit, the massing should 

transition between the future allowahle building hr ights on Rizal Street. As a means of futhcning the 

transition to the lower neighboring buildings along Rizal Street, explore setting the building back and 

stepi. ing down the height. 

The location of the rear yard crud the mid-lot open space is well reasoned. However, the rcar ard 

open space seems less than the rninimunr allowed by Cole, and considering the height of the 

proposed building will have limited solar access. T;ie Planning Department recc’mnirnds a rear yard 

area that complies with the intent of the Manning Code in terms of area, exposure, access and 

usahitmt . (in through-lot the courtyard solution is acceptable, but more importart that the required 

area be provided since it will rely oil its own dimensions to effectively provide access to light and air 

and exposure requirements. 

Ground Level Street Front. hicvcle parking is not shown and should he as dose as possible to the 

lobby or garage entrance to minimize the travel distance through the garage and conflicts with 

automobiles. 

Architecture. The application is assuraed to he schematic arid pr&’liminarv. The Plaumirg Department 

will pio0deadditional architectural review and comment, in a subsequent formal Ap1 1k ation. 

In lieu of a more articulated massing, the restrained and clrscillincd design requires that the 

materials, details, colors, and c:ompisitioe be superlative and executed v, i th extreme craft. 

s", rims 0: 
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Additionally the building should be thought of as a whole object --visible from all sides - and 

therefore the sides should be designed and executed with the same attention as the primary facades .  

The Planning Department appreciates the restrained façade on Harrison but suggests that Rizal might 

be free to explore a less rigid composition. 

The Planning Department suggests that the storefront along Harrison incorporate a solid durable 

base 18" - 24" high. 

PRELIMINARY PROJECT ASSESSMENT EXPIRATION; 

This Preliminary Project Assessment is valid for a period of 18 months An Environmental Evaluation ,  

Conditional Use Authorization or Building Permit Application as listed above must be submitted no 

later than December 12 2014 Otherwise, this determ ination atior is considered expired and a new Preliminary 
Project Assessment is required. Such applications and plans must be generally consistent with those 

found in this Preliminary Project Assessment. 

Enclosures: 	First Source Hiring Program Affidavit 

Stormwater Design Guidelines Informational Letter 

Flood Notification: Planning Bulletin 
SFPUC Recycled Water Information Sheet 

Shadow Fan Analysis 

cc: William Mollard, Property Owner 

Diego Sanchez, Current Planning 

Rachel Schuett, Environmental Planning 

Lily Langlois, Citywide Planning and Analysis 

Jerry Robbins ,  MTA 

Jerry Sanguinetti, DPW 

Brett Beck2~r, SFPUC 
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San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 

Recycled Water Installation Procedures for Developers 

The City and County of San Francisco (CCSF) requires property owners to install dual plumbing systems for recycled water use In 
accordance with Ordinances 390-91 391 91 and 393-94. within the designated recycled water use areas under the following 

circumstances 
� 	New or remodeled buildings and all subdivisions (except condominium conversions with a total cumulative area of 40,000 

square feet or more 
� 	New and exislrig irrgated areas of 10,000 square feet or more 

The following are procedures to guide developers and property owners with the installation of recycled water service lines 1 he diagram 
on the reverse, shows how and where the lines are to be installed, and the required hacMlow prevention 

Number of Water Lines Coming onto a Property 
Three to four lines 

1) Fire 	 3) Recycled water domestic 

2) Potable waler domestic 	 4) Recycled water irrigation (if property has landscaping) 

Number of Water Meters 
One water meter required for each water  line 

Required Backflow Prevention 
Fire line reduced pressure principle backfow preventer 
Potable water domestic reduced pressure pr.nciple backffow preventer 
Recycled water domestic - reduced pressure principle bckflow preventer 
Recycled water irrigation line - reduced pressure principle backlow preventer 

All backflow preventers must be approved by the SFPUC’s Water Quality Bureau 

The backflow preventer for domestic water plumbing inside the building, and the recycled water system must meet the CCSF’s Plumbing 

Code and Health Code 

Pipe Separation 
California Lepartment of Public Health regulations require new water mains and new supply lines to be installed at least 4 foot 
horizontally from, and one foot vertically above a parallel pipeline conveying recycled 

water 

Pipe Type 
� 	Transmission lines and mains ductile iron 
� 	Distribution and service lines purple PVC or equivalent 

� 	Irrigation lines - purple PVC or equivalent 

� 	Dual-plumbing - piping described ii Chapter 3, Appendix J of the City and County of San Francisco Plumbing Codes 
�SFPUC must sign off on pipe type prior to installation. Contact the City Distribution Division at (415) 550.4952 

Temporary Potable Water Use Until Recycled Water Becomes Available 
The potable water line will be used to feed the recycled water lines(s) until such time that recycled water becomes available When 
recycled water becomes available, the cross-connection will be broken by the SFPUC, and the potable and recycled water lines will be 
totally separated Before recycled water is delivered to the property, cross-connection and bacicflow testing will take place to assure 

separation 

Under no circumstances are developers or property owners to "t-off ’of the potable water line to the recycled water lines(s). 

If you have questions, or would like additional information: 

Recycled Water Ordinances 
and Technical Assistance 
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
Water Resou’ces Planning 
(45) 554-3271 

Recycled Water Plumbing Codes 
Depanimerit of Building Inspection 
Plumbing Inspection Services 
(415) 558-6054 

Backflow Prevention 
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
Water Quality Burau 
(650) 652-3100 

New Service Line Permits 
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
Customer Service Bureau 
(415)551-3000 
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NOTE: 

1. ALL BACKFLOW PREVENTERS MUST APPROVED 	 RESPONSIBILITY OF INSTALLATION OF 

BY SFPUC WATER QUALITY BUREAU. 
HEAVY LINES: 

2. BACKFLOW PREVENTION FOR DOMESTIC WATER 
PLUMBING INSIDE THE BUILDING MUST MEET 	 PROPERTY OWNER PAYS FOR NEW SERVICE INSTALLATION. 

CCSF PLUMBING CODE AND PUBLIC HEALTH 	 SFPUC RETAINS OWNERSHIP OF NEW SERVICE UP TO THE END 

CODE REQUIREMENTS. 	 OF METER ASSEMBLY. 

3. BACKFI OW PREVENTER FOR RECYCLED WATER 	
LIGHT LINES: 

SYSTEM MUST MEET CCSF PLUMBING CODE 
PUBLIC HEALTH CODE REQUIREMENTS 	

AND 	 PROPERTY OWNER PAYS FOR NEW SERVICE INSTALLATION. 
OWNERSHIP REMAINS WITH THE PROPERTY OWNER. 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

PUBLIC WILITIES COMMISSION 

SAN FRANCISCO WATER DEPARTMENT  

INSTALLATION OF RECYCLED WATER SERVICE LINES 
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W.Vill 	DRAWING NO. 
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PLANNING BULLETIN 	 CA940.,4 u 

Reception: 
415.558.6318 

DATE: 	 April 1, 2007 (V1.3) 	
Fax 

TITLE: 	 Review of Projects in Identified Areas Prone to Flooding 	415558 6409 

Planning 
r)nrrnror.  
415 558.6377 

PURPOSE: 	This bulletin alerts project sponsors to City and County 
review procedures and requirements for certain 
properties where flooding may occur. 

BACKGROUND: 

Development in the City and County of San I rancisco must account for flooding potential 
Areas located on fill or bay mud can subside to a point at which the sewers do not drain 
freely during a storm (and soretimes during dry weather) and there can be backups or 
flooding near these streets and sewers. The attached graphic illustrates areas in the City 
prone to Flooding, especially where ground stories are located below an elevation of 0,0 
City Datum or, more importantly, below the hydraulic grade line or water level of the 
sewer. The City is implementing a review process to avoid flooding problems caused by 
the relative elevation of the structure to the hydraulic grade line in the sewers 

PERMIT APPLICATION PROCESS: 

Applicants for building permits for either now construction, change of use (Planning) or 
change of occupancy (Building Inspection), or for major alterations or enlargements shall 
be referred to the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) at the beginning of 
the process, for a review to determine whether the project would result in ground level 
flooding during storms. The side sewer connection permits for such projects need to be 
reviewed and approved by the PUC at the beginning of the review process for all permit 
applications submitted to the Planning Department, the Department of Building 
Inspection, or the Redevelopment Agency. 

The SFPUC and/or its delegate (SFDPW, Hydraulics Section) will review the permit 
application and comment on the proposed application and the potential for flooding 
during wet weather. The SFPUC will receive and return the application within a two-week 
period from date of receipt. 

The permit applicant shall refer to PUC requirements for information required for tI.e 
review of projects in flood prone areas. Requirements may include provision of a pump 
station for the sewage flow, raised elevation of entryways, and/or special sidewalk 
construction and the provision of deep gutters. 
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Print Form 

AFFIDAVIT FOR 

First Source Hiring Program 
Administrative Code Chapter 83 

.NCCCO 
P L AN N N G 
0EPA141M’ NT 

pia’ming L)eOm’O 	 For all piojects sut.jet to Adn inistratie Code Chapter 53, this conplcted form roust he fikd 
160 Mission Street 	 with ti e Planning Department priol to any Planning Commission F earing or, it principally 
Suits 400 	 F’ ,itted, r’Lannu g  Department appro ii of th( sitc permit. 
Sun rat,rnco. CA 

0410.1 0425 	 ,5, O’ C 1  

T: 415.558.6378 

F: 415.558.64051 

,.Li’,cilo.1.:,.utc,sil 	15. 	4f’:’5’ 

Please check the boxes below that are applicable to this project. Select all that apply. 

1A. The project is wholly residential. 

1 B. The project is wholly commercial. (For the purposes of Administrative 

Code Chapter 83, any project that is not residential is considered to be 

a commercial activity.) 

1C. The project is a mixed use. 

2A. The project will create ten (10) or more new residential units. 

20 The project will create 25,000 square feet or more of new or additional 

gross floor area. 

3A. The project will create less than ten (10) new residential units. 

30. The project will create less than 25,000 square feet of new or additional 

gross floor area. 

If you checked either 2.\ or 213, your project is subject I the First Source Hiring Program. 

Please contact the First Source Hiring Program Manager with the San Frar cisco 1 luman 

Services Agency’s Workfor, e Deelopment Division to de clop a contract to satisfy this 

requirement 

If you ci &ked 3A at , d 30, your project is not subject to the First Source Hirii g Program. 

For questions, please contact the First Source luring Manager at (415) 401 -4960, For frequently 

asked questions, you may access First Source information at www.oiiestopsioi i 



Affidavit for First Source Hiring Program 

Contact information and Declaration of Sponsor of Principal Project 

ifl 	ro j R 

( 

ax 

I hereby declare the information herein is accurate to the best of my knowledge and that I intend to satisfy the 
requirements of Administrative Code Chapter 83. 



U SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

O 	URBAN WATERSHED MANAGEMENT PROGRAM 
1145 M. 	 n Francisco, CA 94103 Tel (115) 551-4594 - Fax (415) 934-5125 

WATER 

Re: 	SITU(’ t t han Watershedi2rlagerflent L’rogran (U 	1P) 
Storniv,ateir kcq uireme,its 

EDWIN M. LEE 
MAyOR 	 Dear I’i eject Pt opor.cnt. 
FRANCESCA ViE OR 
PRESIDENT 	

Your project 1i1U he suhject to meeting requircuacilts of the 2010 San Francisco Storinater 

VICE PRESIDENT 
Management Ordinance and the San Francisco Stoim staler Design (,uidclines ((;uiJ/ines) 
The project parameter that Ii iggers 

ANN MOLLER CAEN 	 - 	
compliance v rth the Guide lins is: 

COMMISSIONER 

ART TORRES 	 . 	disturbing 5.000 square feet or more of ground surface are subject to the 
COMMISSIONER 	 Stormwater Management Urdirance and must therefore meet the perfoi malIce 
VINCE COURTNEY 	 measures set within the Guidc/,nec. 
COMMISSIONER 

EDHARRINGTON 	 II  
GENERAL MANAGER 	 sour project tri-ers the Ordinance your project must: 

l)etcririinc if your project is located lil, the area served by the combined sewer or the 
area served by the separate sewer and meet the applicable performance measure: 

o Combined Sewer Areas 
� 	For sites with existing imperviousness of less than or equal to 50 o, 

stormwater runoff rate and volume shall not exceed pre-dcvclopmcnt 
conditions for the I and 2-year 24 hour design storrie 

� 	1:01 sites with existing imperviousness of greater than 50%, 
stormwater runoff rate and volume shall be decreased by 25% from 
the 2-year 24-hour design storm 

� (Equivalent to 11,11D Sustainable Si/es ( -cdhr 6 1). 

Separate Sewer Areas: 
� 	(’apture and treat the rainfall from a design storm of 0.75 inches. 
� (Equivalent to LELD Sustainable Sites Credit 62,(. 

� Develop a Stormwater Control Plan in accordance with the Guidelines and submit it 
for review and approval to the UWMP prior to receiving a building permit, and 

� Develop an operation and maintenance plan for all proposed Storniwater controls and 
submit it as part of the Stormwatcr Control Plan 

Storriwater requirements can he met using Loss Impact Design (LID) or other green 
infrastructure approaches. LID approaches use storrnatcr nianagemel -it solutions that 
promote the use of ecological and landscape-based s’ stems that mimic jire-dc elopmerO 
di ainage patterns and hydrologic processes by increasing retention, detention, infiltration, arid 
treatment of stormwater at its source. 



The necessary documents can be found online at: 

� Stormwatcr Management Ordinance: 
http:J/www.sfbos.org/ftpjuploadedfiles/bdsupvrs/ordinanceslofoOO83-lOjdf  

� Storrnwater [)e. tgn GuuJclnn (Guidelines) and Apjx ndLvc s 

http: //sfwater.org/sdq  

� Instructions for completing a Stormwatcr Control Plan Refer to Guidelines,  
Appena‘Lt C. 

� Municipal separate stonnwater sewer system (MS4) and Combined Sewer System 
Boundary Map: Refer to Guidelines, p.10 

Upon receipt of this letter please contact the SF PUt Urban Watershed Management P ogramn 
(U V.MF) to confirm specific cuiaeItne requiremenrs for your project..  

Project Reviewer 
Urban Watershed Management Program 
storrnwaterre vi  

The UWMP staff looks forward to helping you achieve stormwater management compliance 
and moving your project forward. 

Sincerely, 

UWMP Project Review Team 

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
Wastewater Enterprise 

. Room - J.. 	 .. 	. 



fltie: 	Case 2013.04851-1 750 Harrision PPA Shadow Analysis 
Comments 	Height modeled at 91 feet 

Slopes taken into account 

P-e-d. 	7 May 2013 


