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(Landmarks)
DESIGMNATTNG THE HOBART BUILDING AS A LANDMARK PURSUANT TO ARTICLE 10

F THE CITY PLANNING CODL.

e it Ordained by the People ¢f the City and County of San Francisco:
ection !. The Board of Supervisors hereby finds that The

t lding located at 582-592 Market Street, being Lot 6 iun

ssor's Tlock 291, has a special character and special historical,
architectural and aestheric interest and wvalue, and that its
designation as a Landwark will be in furtherance of, and in
conformance with the purposes of Article 10 of the City Planning Code
and the standards set forth therein.

(a) Designation. Pursuant to Section 1004 of the City Planning
Code, Chapter 1I, Part Il of the San Francisco Municipal Code, The
llobard Building is hereby designated as a Landmark, this designation

i duly apgroved by Resolution No. 9561 of the City Planning
Commission, which Resolutiorn is on file with the Clerk of the Board
of Supervisors under File No. 20’f3 ‘.,z

(b) Reguired Data. The description of the location and bourda-
ries of thc Landmark site; of the characteristics of the Landmark
which justify its desigration; and of the particular features that

should be preserved; as included in the safid Resolution, are hereby

incorporated herein and made a part hereof as though full set forth.

APPROVED AS TO FORM: RECOMMENDED :

George Agnost CITY PLANNING COMMISSION

CITY ATTORNEY

fty Attorney

%‘ Dean L. Macris '
Director of Planning
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ORDINANCE NOM

Masceqd for Second Reading
Hoard of Supervisors, San Francisco

MAY.23 1983

Ayes: Supervisors Britt, Mumpmssmesmy Kennedy,
Jemmmep=Maher, Molinari, Nelder, Renne, Silver,
Walxer, ward,

2

HONGISTO  yopp

Absent: Supervisors.

R s

Read Second TIime and Finally Passed
Board of Supervisors, San Francisco

MAY 311583

Ayes: Supervisors Wessmt, !lonyisto, Kenreay,
Kopp, Maher, Molinaci, Nulodwr, Renne,
Walker, wmtiam

Absent: Supervisors _m: . W s
WARD 3

{ hereby certify that the foregoing vrdinance was
finally passed by the Hoard of Supertisors of the
ity and County of San Francisco.
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SAN FRANCISCO
CITY PLAMNNING COMMISSION

RESOLUTION NO. 9561

WHEREAS, A proposal to designate the Hobart Building at 582-592 Market Street
as a Landmark pursuant to the provisions of Article 10 of the City Planning Code
was initiated by the Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board on August &4, 1982,
and said Advisory Board, after due consideration, has recommended approval of

this proposal; and

WHEREAS, The City Planning Commission, after due notice given, held a public
hearing on October 21, 1982 and November 18, 1982, to consider the proposed
designation and the report of said Advisory Board; and

WHEREAS, The Commission believes that the proposed Landmark has a special
character and special historical, architectural and aesthetic interest and
value; and that the proposed designation would be in furtherance of and in
conformance with the purposes and standards of the said Article 10;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, First, the proposal to designate the aforementioned
structure, the Hobart Building at 582-592 Market Street, as a Landmark pursuant
to Article 10 of the City Planning Code is hereby APPROVED, the precise location
and boundaries of the Landmark site being those of Lot 6 in Assessor's Block 291;

Second, That the special character and special historical, architectural
and aesthetic interest and value of the said Landmark justifying its designation
are set forth in the Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board Resolution #251 as
adopted on August &, 1982 which Resolution is incorporated herein and made a part
thereof as though fully set forth;

Third, That the said Landmark should be preserved generally in all of its
particular exterior features as existing on the date hereof and described and
depicted in the photographs, case report and other material on file in the
Department of City Planning Docket No. 82.391L;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Commission hereby directs its
Secretary to transmit the proposal for designation, with a copy of this Resolution,
to the Board of Supervisors for appropriate action.

1 hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was ADOPTED by the City Planning
Commission at its regular meeting of November 18, 1982.

Lee Woods, Jr.

Secretary
AYES: Commissioners Bierman, Karasick, Kelleher, Klein, Nakashima, Rosenblatt,
Salazar.
NOES: None.
ABSENT : None.

PASSED: November 18, 1982.
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BUILDING The fobart

SUILOING ADDRESS: 582-532 Market Street BLOTK & LOT: 291/5 ZGHING: 0-3-0
USE: Gffice Builc H0. OF STORIES: 20 LPAS VOTE: 8-0

CURRENT

STATEMENT OF SISGHIFICANCE:
{Describe special CHARACTER, or s

the position of the tower and to the north of Harket
y the mundane role th
space in a commercial area. Its rusticated shaft gives the ouil
1

p
“From just aboui any point of view, one of the wmost successful tall buildings
Francisco. Located on a mid-block site, it manages to relate buih to the diagonal of
gri

id in the shape of 1its

conmercial base was designed to pla t should be retained oy

ing an urban char:

o,
Py

t
to an anonymous but pleasing texiure to iis peighbors. And the tower gives it a par‘écuiir ronantic
quality that distinguishes it from aﬁyfhinﬂ else in San Ffrancisco, or from any other American
skyscraper. The tower is the building's finest feature in ils distinciive oval-with-flat-sides shape,

dense terra cotta ornamental detail, corbeled cornice, and two-leveled tiled hip roof. Its expression
{way be continued on back)
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Style: High rise with Renaissance/Baroque detailing
Construction Type: farly steel frame
Construction Date: 1914
4. Design Juality: {LPAB ONLY] Excellent
5. Architect: Willis Polk
6. Interior fuality: (LPAB ONLY) fxcellent
B, HISTORY
{as building is significantly associated with specific

[ A
PRI

7. Persons: liis Polk, an important San Francisco arghitect
1817; Xohl Building, Percy and Polk, 400 Hontgomery, 190!
“ontgomery, 1908, 1914 and 1918&),

The structure was built for the Hobart Estate Company, manager for the nstat
Hobart. W. S. Hobart was a partner in ihe Utica fining company of Angel's
This mine was started in 1849, reactivated in the 1820's and closed in 1
willion in ore.

[ne} \")

of Yalter Scott
2]
J

a averas County.
6 after producing $19

military, economic or industrial} The structure was the first
i

Frencisco o employ wodern construction techniques in terms of a

afi.
C.
ton to surroundings, specifically in terms of:)
Continulty: 0F particuler imporiance in establisiing the dominznt characier of the post fire
i ; reflecting its lamportance as a business cenler,
design, the structure responded %o iis midbleck setiing
Street (comprouised by the cemolition of neighboring Union Trust and replacement with 2
Banking hall). The structure replacec an eerlier Hobart Building (designed in a polychromatic
Victorian Goth styiei on the site, Walter &. Hobari reputedly originally purchased
secause of its axis on Second Street. Second Street at the time was one of the major streets of the
city leading te the fashionable R’ﬂﬂ n Hill residential district.
The nce Building {575-580 ierket Street, Willis Polk, 1523) replicates the style and
detailing of fhe Hebart,
12. riance &5 & Yisual Lanamark: With its unusual tower, it may be taken as a symbol for the
ity or region. The tower is particulerly prominent when viewed from Second Sireet, the axis which
Polk r Psponopu to in designing the building.
U. I

{cite alterations and physcisl condition) Virtually

Attac

7 photograph here

soLrces on back

Jonathan . walone

ren

450 Aedllister 3ireet

San Francisco, CA 84102
PHONHE: 558-2815
DATE: June 2%, 1982



the soaring quality of the tower i of Hew York's Woolworth

{1213}, which was considered

he last word on time, but it is just as
t

successful in another way. The tcwer long stood out on the skyline of the city and, although now
. . o

cwarfed in height, is still a conspicuous landmark in its neighboerhood and freowm Second Street, the
location from which it was designed to be viewed.

In compousition, the building is & three-part vertical design with highly 1inventive wuse of
nt ]

Vv
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teel frame with reinforced

-

tion. In construction, the building is s

concrete flioors, walls and roof. Ifs construction was accomplished in the remarkable time of eleven
0

u
Renaissance/Baroque orname

t

0 ccasions much comment and
was constructed in a reckless menner, one criltic expressing the

months, & record which, according the Pacific {oast Architect, !
criticism, it being alleged that it

opinion that no greater crime against the public had ever been committed'. In the end however the
building was coastructed on time and under budget and served as a practical demonstration of the value

of a preconceived scheme of construction.” 1.

I. Splendid Survivors, p. 81

Pecific Coast Architect, Nov. 1614

'

difizvr




