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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Letter of Determination 1650 Mission St.
Suite 400
San Francisco,

March 2, 2017 CA 94103-2479

Reception:
Daniel Frattin 415.558.6378
Reuben, Junius &Rose, LLP Fes:

One Bush Street, Suite 600 415.558.6409
San Francisco CA 94104

Planning
Information:

Site Address: 350 Mission Street 415.558.6377
Assessor's Block/Lot: 3710, Lot 017
Zoning District: C-3-O(SD); 700-S-2
Staff Contact: Tina Chang, (415) 575.9197 or tina.chang@sf  gov.org
Record No.: 2017-000620ZAD

Dear Mr. Frattin,

This letter is in response to your request for a Letter of Determination regarding the property at 350 Mission
Street. This parcel is located in the C-3-O (SD) (Downtown —Office -Special Development) Zoning District
and 700-S-2 Height and Bulk District. The request is to seek an exception to the timing requirement for
Condition of Approval No. 12 of Planning Commission Motion No. 18957 (Case No. 2013.0276BX) to allow
the project to obtain its Certificate of Final Completion &Occupancy (CFCO) prior to completion of
improvements required under its streetscape plan, including widening of the Mission and Fremont Street
frontages.

Condition of Approval No. 12 (Streetscape Plan) requires that the Project Sponsor must complete
construction of all required street improvements prior to issuance of the first Temporary Certificate of
Occupancy (TCO). The improvements include the widening of sidewalks along the project's Mission and
Fremont Street frontages in accordance with the Transit Center District Plan.

The process to develop and finalize the Transbay Plan Area streetscape design has been along-term
planning effort involving collaboration between numerous City Agencies: Recognizing that the Project
Sponsor would be unable to complete the widening pending completion of planning efforts, the Planning
Department (Department) and Department of Public Works (DPW) agreed to allow issuance of a TCO for
the Project with a proviso that the Final Certification of Completion and Occupancy ("CFCO") would not be
issued until the required streetscape improvements were complete. On August 19, 2015, the Department of
Building Inspection (DBI) issued the TCO for the project, which is now complete. Since issuance of the TCO,
it has been renewed every 90 days as required by DBI. While the City has made progress on the Transbay
Plan Area streetscape design, completion and processing has taken longer than initially contemplated.

Your request notes "the Project Sponsor acknowledges that the requirement to expand the sidewalk remains
an active condition of approval and will complete required work once the City finalizes the streetscape plans
and issues the permit." You have requested permission to obtain the CFCO from DBI prior to completion of
required street improvements because "ongoing delays to CFCO issuance would require the Sponsor to seek
indefinite extensions of the TCO, and/or to further delay occupancy of the completed building:'

www.sfplanning.org



Daniel Frattin

One Bush Street, Suite 600

San Francisco CA 94104

March 2, 2017

Letter of Determination

350 Mission Street

T'he Department notes that the Project Sponsor has been working in good faith with City Agencies to comply

with the Streetscape Plan condition. To this end, the Department received a streetscape plan (Horizontal

Control Plan, 11-13-2015 —attached) that has been verified by DPW to demonstrate that streetscape

improvements for required street widening will include abulb-out at the corner of Fremont Street at Mission

Street measuring approximately 29.5-feet wide for approximately 15.3-feet, neck down to a sidewalk width

of approximately 20-feet along the majority of the project's Fremont Street frontage, until the sidewalk

finally transitions to match the existing 15-foot sidewalk width along the rest of the block.

Additionally, the Planning Department received evidence that the Project Sponsor has attained a $100,000

performance bond against related DPW Order /Permit No. 2011-OS-01-1461 that remains in full force and

effect during the time of construction and for a period of three (3) years from the date of completion of the

restoration of sidewalk and/or street improvements pursuant to Article 2.4 of the Public Works Code

(attached).

Based upon the information provided in your request, correspondence with DPW, and the performance

bond that guarantees completion of the required sidewalk widening along Mission and Fremont Streets in

compliance with the streetscape plan, I find that granting issuance of CFCO may be permitted without

compromising Condition of Approval No. 12. It should be noted that details of the final streetscape

improvements are subject to review and approval from the DPW and other affected City agencies, such as

the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency. Failure to diligently pursue completion of this

Condition of Approval, including approval and construction of the required sidewalk widening, may result

in enforcement under Planning Code Section 176.

Please note that a Letter of Determination is a determination regarding the classification of uses and

interpretation and applicability of the provisions of the Planning Code. This Letter of Determination is

not a permit to commence any work or change occupancy. Permits from appropriate Departments must

be secured before work is started or occupancy is changed.

APPEAL: If you believe this determination represents an error in interpretation of the Planning Code or

abuse in discretion by the Zoning Administrator, an appeal may be filed with the Board of Appeals within

15 days of the date of this letter. For information regarding the appeals process, please contact the Board of

Appeals located at 1650 Mission Street, Room 304, San Francisco, or call (415) 575-6880.

Sincerely,

Scott F. Sanchez

Zoning Administrator

Attachments: 350 Mission Street —Horizontal Control Plan, 11-13-2015

Street Improvement Bond — 350 Mission Street

cc: Tina Chang, Planner

Property Owner

Neighborhood Groups

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

2



3
5
0
 M
I
S
S
I
O
N

3
5
0
 M
is
si
on
 S
V
e
e
~

S
a
n
 F
ra
nc
is
co
. 
C
A
 9
V
1
0
5

S
O
M

R ~
~«

A,
ro
w-

~~
~r

xo
 s

ra
av
nc

Ir
a•

Bu
3H
 ~
 Tr

r
N
O 

P
1
W
V
Y
.

~
~1

1L
~B

u1

~
~
~
 

1

a
 

~i

- 
m
~

',. 
'... 

i

a a

~~
BK
F N

~
~

H
O
R
I
Z
O
N
T
A
L

CA
N
T
R
O
L
 P
L
A
N

C
6
.
~
~



Street Improvement Bond

Bond No.: 1000876686
Premium: $1,Sa0.0012~rs.

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS:

That KR 350 Mission. LLC (Hereinafter called the "Principal"), as Principal, and
American Contractors Indemnity Company, of the City of Los Angeles, a
corporation duly organized under the laws of the State of California, (hereinafter called
the "Surety"), as Surety, are held and firmly bound unto the CITY AND COUNTY OF
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA (hereinafter called the "Obligee") in the sum of One
hundred. thousand and OQ/104 Dollars ($1 Q0,000.00), for the payment of which sum
well and truly to be made, said Prtncipal and said Surety, bind oursel~~es, our heirs,
executors, administrators, successors and assigns, jointly and severally, firmly by these
presents.

Sealed with our seals and dated this 23rd day of October A.D. 20IS.

WHEREAS, it is the intention. of the above-named Principal to construct
improvements on (Assessor's Block and. Lot _~, fronting on
350 Mission St, in accordance with Building Permit Application
No(s). 2011-08-01-1461.

WHEREAS, upon. written application said Principal, by' the Department of
Public Works Order/Permit No. 201.1-08-01-1461, was granted. permission. to excavate
and. perform street andlor sidewalk work adjacent to the above mentioned property
subject to the provisions in said Order/Permit No. 201 Y-08-Q1-1461.

NOW, THEREFORE, the condition of the above obligation is such that if said Principal.
complies with. the provisions of Department of Public Works Order/Permit No. 2011-0$-
OI-14+G1, this obligation shall be null and void; however, it shall remain in full force and
effect during the time of construction and for a period of three (3) years from the date of
completion of the restoration of sidewalk and/or street improvements pursuant to Article
2.4 of the Public Works Code.
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rincipal~

Amcric.~tn C~::fra~tors Indem~ity Comaanv

cri L~a~~is; Ail'orney-in-tact

(Revised 7/19100)
Jl I'ERM[T APPL[CATIONSISt. Improvement Bund.doc



CALtFORNlARLE.-PURPOSE ACKNpWLEDGMEN'~

A notary public or other officer complet'rr~g this certificate verifies anly the identity of the individual why

signed the document to which this certi#irate is attached, and nvt the truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of

that document.

State of California
County of Los Angeles

On OCT 2 3 2015 before me, B. Wong. IVotary ~'ublic
personally appeared, Kari Qa~is
who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person whose name is
subscribed to the within instrument and ~cknowtedged to me that she execu#ed the same in
her authorized capacity, and that by her signature on tt~e instrument the person, or the
enkity upon behalf of which the person acted, executed the instrument.

N certify under PENP,L"f'Y OF PERJURY under the taws at the State of California that. the foregoing
paragraph 1s tree and. correct.

:' 6, tivCNG
WITNESS my hand and official seal. ~ : ~ , .. Com~+a€s►on +r 2485088

~~~ - ~~;~+ Rotary Pirbllc - CaiHornia
~~ ~~ ~ ' ? `.,'~,,,q~, Lbs Anpeles County

p t ~,~ My Comm. E:~pues Oct 24, 2Q~is}.
SlS3NdTURE OF NOTARY NOt~t"jl Pl3bIIG Seal

QFT~+~NAL
Though the data below is npt required by law; it may prove valuable to per5ans relying on the dc~~umant and could prevent fraudulen# reattachment a# this Corm.
C}~SCRIpT10EV OF ATTACHES [3UCt1MENT.

"I`ITLE t~'R TYPE QF DCJGUMEht'C:

t~iUMBER QF PAGES: QC?CL?MN7 a~►X~:

c,~~~►c~rY~~es~ c~.aiM~a ~v s~~nt~~tsy

Signerls Name.

INf?1VIDUAL

QGOFtF'QRATE CIFFICER

Signer's Name

❑lN01VlDUAL

~CbRPQRATE OFFICER.
7ttets)

PARTNER(S)❑ LIMITEt7 ❑ fiaEI4ERAL

ATTdRNEY-tM1l-FRGT

TRUSTEES)

❑ GUAFtC31AN1CQt~S~RVA7QR

OTHER:

~ Signer is representing:

NAME OF PERSONS} OR ENTITY(IESI

Q PAFtTNER(S)❑ LIMITED ❑ GEhtERAL

❑ ATfQRNEY-IN-FACt

Q TRUSTEES}

GUARDIAN/CpNSERVATOR

OTHER:.

Signer is representing:

NAME OF PER50N4S~ ~R EN~ITY(IES)



PQWER OF ATTQRNEY
AMCRICAN COi~TRACTOR$.INIIEMIV[TY COaIPAhl' U:S. SPECIALTY Ii~5URAl~CE C0~1iPANY

KNt~W ALL MEN SY THE3E PRESEAITS: That' American Contactors Iadeiiuiity Company;, a Califomsa corporation; and' [J:S.:
Specialty Insurance Coinpaoy, a Tea~as corpgi~aqon.(colleetively,. the "Companies"); do by.these presents make, eonst tute.and appoint:

Kari Davis, Brcn[lu Wang, Tenzer V. C.unninghum or Phuang Truong of Los. Angeles, California

4ts a-iie and lawfiil A~tgrriey(s)•in-fact, eaoli in their separaEc: capaoity if more ttia~i: ode ►s. nariicd above, with fiill Bower and authority
hereby confetx~d in its name, place and stead,: to execute, acknowledge and:deliver anyand n}! bands, rcco~nizances, undertz~kirigs
ar other instruments or: contracts of suretyship #o.inclu~e ri~lcrs, a~tcnduients, and cprisenis of surety, providing ~tbe iron
penalty does, nUt ezcec@ **'~*"`"'fifty lviillion*'~`*~* Dollars ($ '"".SO,fl00;00flA0~`• ).
TEiis .P.ower o~f Attorney sha11 expire without further action on December Z0, 2Ql 7. This Powar of Attorney is granted under and by
authority of the. fvllawii~g resolirtions adopted by the Boards of Dsrectors ofthe Companies;
8e i1 Rerolvcd, th~F ~~ PresidCn~ any Vice-AreSidelit :pny Acsisignt:Vice-Pra;si~cnt, ,sny 5ccrciary ar any tlssisEant Secretary shall be and is hereby vesteq kith full

power; 4nd aut$oeity t(i appoint gay one or more su.itnble persoiu.as Attorney(s~-in-FacF to ropmsent snd acl, far. and. on bahalf Uf the Coiupany subject Sa t1~e.fallowitig
provisions:.
rlrror~rc}~-rn-Fact mpy Ix gi~cn ti~lE.pfl~~er and amhbriry for and in she name of and oa behalf of the Com~laay, zo execute, ncknok~ledgr and dcli4er, any,ind all bonds,

recog'nizances, contracts, agre6ments- or indemnity and other con3itional or obligatory widcrlakings, including aay and ali consents for the release pf retained
ptree:itages and/or fna! csiimaus on engineering anJ co~st~uction conascts, and any' and. all notitcs. pnd documents caneeliae or Semiinat~ng the Company's liability
t f~oreundrr, and 1ny.sueh instruments so exrcutcd:hy ony such AttQmcy-ia-Fact shall be binding upon tha Company as if signed by the Pressdent and seafetl and etTected
by Shc Cnrpontc.Sccactary.
8a it Resorvrr( ihrt the "si~.nrnrre of any autHprized uflicer and seal nE ttie Company I~erc~ofare or hereaf4er_afFxad :ta. 'sny .power of attorney or any certiticalc relating

tlicreta by F~asi.m )e,:.nuii;any power of euturuey oc certifcatc licaring facsonile si~~~aturc.~r Cac3itnile scat shall be Vulisl;Aiidtiinciins u~ii the Company with respect io
~vip bind nr undert~lcing io whiali it is attached.

IN WITT!$SS WI-IEREOF, Thy Companies have ~caiised this instmment tv be signed and their corporate seats to be hereto affixed, this
t st day of Decernber,.2014_

A14TEs1tECAN, CON3'ItACTORS I~IDTNINtTY C~1~1,YANY L1.5. SPEC[AI.T~' {11'SURA~\CE COMPAhtY ..:
Corporate Seais ; ~~a~,'~"r'aRN,4 

~~k r
;,;,,s;~nsu ",,:;. . a+.'~tiY~.,, . ~~'+rp~~.. .

~, a+•a. v` ,.ed.'s,

~i IMCORPVIhO[D :z n
1 !EP[. 25. t9go ~ 3

'
~ N ~ a i j = 2l. S•iaC_..~ .~. .Y ~ Y-

s=d•~4, :.o ~ q •.._. :;~' ~ F3aniel P. A~aiiar, Vice p.resi~enf

A notary publie.or;othcr ofrcer oompEetin~ this oerlifica~c varifies.only the identity ~f tl~e individt~ai who signed the
d.Ocusnont to tivhich this oc~tifirnte is att~ehed, and not tho fritilhfulness, accuracy, or.~~plidity of. i}ia4 daciimeni:, , :.
~~acc o~ c;anrazma
County oCLae Angeles SS;

On ibis tst day of Dccesr:her, 2014, before inc., Maria G. Rndrigucz-1'Jong, a riotaty public,. pctsonally appeared .Dan P. Aguilar, Vice President of Americon
Contractors fnclanniiy Company.and LI:5. Specialty Insurasiee Company Fvha proved to med~ ilte.basis of satisFactary evideece to be the person 3vhvse
name. is .subscribed, to Qte within instalment aztd ~cknoYv~cil~ed to. me. that he exccuted.ihe soma in his ~ut~urized. capacity, and chat by kris signature on die
instnimrnt the puson; os the entity upon befialfofwhicliihe.person eeted, executed the instrumen~.

1 certify under PENALTY OF PERIUR`t ui►dcr tl~c taws ofti~e Stare ofCaliFomin tl~a1_tlie fpregoing porp~rnp3i is true and correct.
WITNESS my huird and officiKl seal.

MARIA R. ROOR1GUEt•1Afp►!G
Cammtssion #~ 20A4771

Signature (Se,l) ~ >-,w No~ar.y PuQilp - C~lifwnia ~
x "~' tos nripeusCagnty '-

M .Camm~ rat 0eo:2D.2017

I, MiCi~acl Cha3eks4n , Assistant. Seceet~lry. of American Contractors Fndemnily Cnmpai~y and U.S. Sp~cialiy.Fiisur;tnce.Company, do hereby oeriify that
the 16ove and foregoing is a:true and cgrrcct copy of a Power ofAttorney, executed 6y said Eom~unies, which is.stili. in fiti41 Torre and effect;
fitirthecmore, ~~~~r+g~Qlutions of the BQurds.of Directors, set.out in the Fa~~cr of Attorney arc in fail force and effect.

x ', 4 `1; 1.
In ~'~iiy.'ss VJlieredi;'!'ij:►vchereunto setiny hand and ~ffxed tl~e set~ls of said Companies at Los Angeles, CaSifQmia this day
Of.': ~ .

~̀  "4~~11~11lgr11174 ~Nitil711f11lr~r~r ..
1p Ci Ra ~~~ su Q vw

~,. ~~ . ~ 
`aO~+ A O .~~ , ` a ̀~y M,, r ̀,fie s

CDISJ(~CL11C .Si.Fll:+.. G. ... _..... .aF Y ` @~ ... (+% 

~~~~YA~!~.fi r

$a~:~i Tl~;. %$~~` .'`'~n~ ''• ..:...5~..,•:- ~. Michael Chaleksnn, Assistant $ccretury.: . r
AgaCojf.Ne: ~~ ',~~4w,ri,~,.,tFa~~aP~̀ •, ~~"~~„,a~*~nNo.•`~`.1 ~ ̀~ .—.~

To Inquire about ihls bard, please write l4us at suiety-bond-inquiry~hcc:c4m



Kari A. bavis

~ ~ - I~Ir'1~~~

October 23s 2015

Seott Ritto
Kilroy Reahy Carparation
12200 W. ~ly~npic Blvd., Sty. 200
Los Angeles, GA 90064

Via Federal Express

Principal: KR 3S0 Mission LLC
obligee: City and County of San Francista, CA
Bond Annount: S~UO,000.0~
Bond Number: lQUd87b68G
Premium: ~ 1,SOOAa/2 yrs.
Cornmissian: 30%

Dear Scott:

Marsh Risk ~ Insurance Services
777 South Figueroa Street
Los Angeles, CA 90017
213 34S 5D05
Ka ri. a.cfavis(~m ersh.cam
www.marsh.com

Enctosed please ftnd tlZe req~.iested bond ready for signature, seal, and fitin~.
Should you have any questions, please contact a it off ce.

Sincerely,

~a~ ~4 ?~eco~a

Kai? A. Davis

Cc: HCC

Li~closui•e

Lea[:EF~=.-+,~~ ~.'~~;:~i.e:~-':_,~ ~ >.._. :^;.. .~: ;r: _ :^;:~,~ MARSH&MGL£NNAN
tOf•,1P~;•:!E i



REUBEN, JUNIUS &ROSE, LLP

January 12, 2017

Via Hand Delivery
!~' ~r

Mr. Scott Sanchez, Zoning Administrator c~ ~ ~ / ~ ~~
San Francisco Planning Department /~j . ~'. ~~,
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Re: Request for Written Determination — Streetscape Improvement
Condition
350 Mission Street, Block 3710, Lot 017
Our File No.: 7294.04

Dear Mr. Sanchez:

This office represents Kilroy Realty Corporation ("Sponsor"), the owner of the
property at 350 Mission Street ("Property"), which contains a 27-story office tower
("Project"), at the corner of Mission and Fremont Streets. The Project is substantially
complete and occupied by single tenant, Salesforce.com. It was issued a Temporary
Certificate of Occupancy on August 19, 2015, which was subsequently renewed every 80
days since issuance. The only impediment to the issuance of a Final Certificate of
Completion and Occupancy ("CFCO") is a requirement to widen the sidewalks adjoining the
Property. However, the Project Sponsor is unable to complete work at this time, because the
City has not finalized its streetscape plan and will not approve permits for the sidewalk
expansion until it has done so.

Pursuant to the provisions of Planning Code Section 307(a), we respectfully request a
letter of determination confirnung that the Project is granted an exception from the timing
requirement for street widening imposed by Condition of Approval No. 12 of its Section 309
approval motion and may receive a CFCO notwithstanding this condition. We would
appreciate a reply prior to March 17, 2017, when the next required inspection for TCO
renewal is scheduled.

The Project Sponsor acknowledges that the requirement to expand the sidewalk
remains an active condition of approval and will complete required work once the City
finalizes streetscape plans and issues the permit.

James A. Reuben Andrew J. Junius I Kevin H. Rose I Daniel A. Frattin I John Kevlin

Tuija I. Catalano Jay F. Drake Lindsay M. Petrone I Sheryl Reuben' Thomas Tunny

David Silverman Melinda A. Sarjapur I Mark H. Loper ~ Jody Knight I Chloe V. Angelis

Louis J. Sarmiento, Jc I Corie A. Edwards ~ Jared Eigerman2 3 I John McInerney Illz

1. Also admitted fn New York 2. Of Counsel 3. Also admitted in Massachusetts

San Francisco Office
One Bush Street, Suite 600, San Francisco, CA 94104

te1:415-567-90001 fax:415-399-9480

Oakland Office
827 Broadway, Suite 205, Oakland, CA 94607

te1:510-257-5589

www.reubenlaw.com



Mr. Scott Sanchez, Zoning Administrator
San Francisco Planning Deparirnent
January 12, 2017
Page 2

A. Proiect Information

In 2013, the San Francisco Planning Commission granted Section 309 and Office
Allocation approvals to amend apreviously-approved 24-story office project at the Property
by adding up to six additional floors of office space (the "Project").' These approvals are
documented in Planning Commission Motion Nos. 18956 and 18957, attached as Exhibit A.

Approval Motion No. 18957 contains the following Condition of Approval (the
"Streetscape Condition"):

12. Streetscape Plan. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 138.1, the
Project Sponsor shall continue to work with Planning Department staff, in
consultation with other City agencies, to refine the design and
programming of the Streetscape Plan so that the plan generally meets the
standards of the Better Streets Plan and all applicable City standards. The
Project Sponsor shall complete final design of all required street
improvements, including procurement of relevant City permits, prior to
issuance of first architectural addenda, and shall complete construction of
all required street improvements prior it issuance of first temporary
certificate of occupancy. The Streetscape Plan shall include widening of
the sidewalks along the Mission and Fremont Street frontages, in
accordance with the Transit Center District Plan.

B. Proiect Compliance with the Streetscane Plan Condition of Approval.

A site permit was issued for the Project on January 10, 20142. As required by the
Streetscape Condition, the Sponsor has worked diligently with Planning and other City
agencies to complete construction of the required streetscape improvements.

To this end, the sidewalks adjacent to the Project have been rebuilt to their pre-
existing widths with new City-standard materials. The scoring pattern in the sidewalks
matches that of the the and stone in the Project's lobby so that it creates the architectural
feature of erasing the boundary from the public open space in the lobby and sidewalk. The
sidewalks are 15' wide and were graded and constructed in a manner so that when the time
comes to expand the sidewalks, the sponsor will be able to add on to the existing sidewalk
area without having to rebuild the entire sidewalk. However, the referenced sidewalk

' Only three of the six additional floors were built.
Z See Building Department Application Nos. 201108011461 and 201303252972.

REUBEN, JUNIUS &ROSE,

San Francisco Office
One Bush Street, Suite 600, San Francisco, CA 94104

te1:415-567-90001 fax:415-399-9480

Oakland Office
827 Broadway, Suite 205, Oakland, CA 94607

te1:510-257-5569

www.reubenlaw.com

I:~R&A\729404~I,OD~350 Mission_LOD Request_1_12_17.doc



Mr. Scott Sanchez, Zoning Administrator
San Francisco Planning Department
January 12, 2017
Page 3

widening has been delayed indefinitely due to the long-range planning and evaluation
activities of City agencies in connection with Transbay Plan area streetscape design.

The sidewalk widening requires review and approval of sidewalk legislation by the
Department of Public Works ("DPW') and other City agencies. During the Project's
building permit review, the Sponsor was informed that this approval could not occur after the
Transbay Joint Powers Authority ("TJPA") had engineered and completed utility relocations
along the required frontages, in accordance with the Transit Center District Plan.

In late 2015, the Developer was further informed that TJPA's required utility
relocations had been significantly delayed, and would not occur until long after the
completed Project was ready for occupancy. In recognition that the Sponsor's inability to
complete the sidewalk widening pending further action by City Agencies, the Planning
Department and DPW agreed to sign off on issuance of a Temporary Certificate of
Occupancy ("TCO") for the Project, with the proviso that a CFCO for the Project would not
be issued until the required streetscape improvements were complete.

In August 2016, following notification that the TJPA had completed its utility
relocation and construction activities adjacent to the Property, the Sponsor submitted the
required application for sidewalk legislation, which is attached as Exhibit B.

Preliminary review of the sidewalk widening application was completed by DPW and
forwarded onto various City Agencies and private utilities for comment. However, on
November 22, 2016, engineer Norman Wong at the San Francisco Municipal Transportation
Agency ("SFMTA") notified the Sponsor that it was "currently evaluating the future
roadway configuration of Fremont Street (from Mission towards Market) on transit, bike,
auto, and pedestrian operations as it relates to planned Transit Center EIR sidewalk widening
improvements, Transbay Terminal Improvements," etc., and could not comment on the
application until after the evaluation has been finished. It is anticipated that the SFMTA's
evaluation will take several months, at the earliest, to complete, and could require changes
to the sidewalk legislation application, resulting in further delay. A copy of the SFMTA's
correspondence is attached as Exhibit C.

The Project is fully constructed and is ready for occupancy and issuance of a CFCO.
The Sponsor acknowledges that the requirement to expand the sidewalk remains an active
condition of approval and will complete required work once the City finalizes streetscape
plans and issues the permit.

San Francisco Office
One Bush Street, Suite 600, San Francisco, CA 94104

te1:415-567-90001 fax:415-399-9480

Oakland Office
827 Broadway, Sufte 205, Oakland, CA 94607

te1:510-257-5589

REUBEN, JUNIUS & ROSE, ur I www.reubenlaw.com

I:~R&A\729404U.OD~350 Mission LOD Request_1_]2_17.doc



Mr. Scott Sanchez, Zoning Administrator
San Francisco Planning Department
January 12, 2017
Page 4

Ongoing delays to CFCO issuance would require the Sponsor to seek indefinite
extensions of the TCO, and/or to further delay occupancy of the completed building. The
Sponsor has worked in good faith with Planning Deparhnent staff, in consultation with other
City agencies, to comply with the Streetscape Condition, but is subject to unlimited delays in
completing the sidewalk widening due to the actions of City agencies.

C. Request for Determination

Based on the foregoing, we request your determination that the Sponsor may be
granted an exception from the timing requirement of Streetscape Condition of approval
motion 18957, and that the Project may therefore be issued a CFCO, with the understanding
that the Sponsor will construct the required sidewalk widening in the future following
approval of the required sidewalk legislation by the City.

D. Conclusion

We have enclosed a check for the required fee of $664, payable to the San Francisco
Planning Department. Thank you for your assistance, and please do not hesitate to contact
me with any questions.

Very truly yours,

REUBEN, JUNIUS &ROSE, LLP

r

Daniel Frattin

Enclosures

cc: Nicole Stromsness -Kilroy Realty Corporation
Paul Chasan —San Francisco Planning Department

REUBEN, JUNIUS &ROSE,

San Francisco Office
One Bush Street, Suite 600, San Francisco, CA 94104

te1:415-567-90001 fax:415-399-9480

Oakland Office
827 Broadway, Suite 205, Oakland, CA 94607
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Subject to: (Select only if applicable)

❑ Inclusionary Housing D Public Open Space
D Childcare Requirement D First Source Hiring (Admire. Code)

D Jobs Housing Linkage Program D Transit Impact Development Fee

D Downtown Park Fee ❑Other
D Public Art

Planning Commission Motion 18956
Office Allocation
HEARING DATE: AUGUST 15, 2013

Date: August 1, 2013

Case No.: 2013.0276BX

Project Address: 350 MISSION STREET

Zoning: C-3-O(SD) (Downtown Office Special Development)

Transit Center C-3-O (SD) Commercial Special Use District

700-5-2 Height and Bulk District

Block/Lot: 3710/017

Project Sponsor: KR 350 Mission, LLC

c/o Daniel Frattin of Reuben, Junius &Rose LLP

One Bush Street, Suite 600

San Francisco, CA 94104

Staff Contact: Kevin Guy — (415) 558-6163

Kevf n • G~uC~s~S~~or~

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400
San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479

Receptiai:
415.558.6378

fax:
415.558.6409

Planning
Information:
415.558.6377

ADOPTING FINDINGS RELATING TO THE APPROVAL OF ALLOCATION OF OFFICE SQUARE FOOTAGE
UNDER THE 2012.2413 ANNUAL OFFICE DEVELOPMENT LIMITATION PROGRAM PURSUANT TO SECTIONS
320 THROUGH 325 OF THE PLANNING CODE FOR A PROPOSED PROJECT TO CONSTRUCT UP TO SIX
ADDITIONAL STORIES ATOP A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED, 24STORY TOWER, RESULTING IN A NEW
BUILDING OF UP TO 30 STORIES, AT A ROOF HEIGHT OF UP TO APPROXIMATELY 424 FEET, WITH A
MECHANICAL PARAPET REACHING A HEIGHT OF UP TO APPROXIMATELY 455 FEET, CONTAINING UP TO
APPROXIMATELY 420,000 SQUARE FEET OF OFFICE USES, APPROXIMATELY 5,400 SQUARE FEET OF
RETAIL SPACE, APPROXIMATELY 23,500 SQUARE FEET OF SUBTERRANEAN PARKING AREA, AND
APPROXIMATELY 9,650 SQUARE FEET OF PUBLICLY•ACCESSIBLE INTERIOR OPEN SPACE, LOCATED AT
350 MISSION STREET (ASSESSOR'S BLOCK 3710, LOT 017), WITHIN THE C-3A {SD) (DOWNTOWN OFFICE-
SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT) DISTRICT, THE TRANSIT CENTER C-3-0 (SD) COMMERCIAL SPECIAL USE
DISTRICT, AND THE 700•S•2 HEIGHT AND BULK DISTRICT, AND ADOPTING FINDINGS UNDER THE
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT.

www.sfplanning.org



Motion 18956 CASE NO.2013.0276BX
Hearing Date: August 15, 2013 350 MISSION STREET

PREAMBLE

On February 10, 2011, the Planning Commission ("Commission) conducted a duly noticed public hearing
at a regulazly scheduled meeting and approved a Downtown Project Authorization and Requests for
Exceptions pursuant to Planning Code Section ("Section") 309 (Motion No. 18268), and an allocation of
off space pursuant to Sections 321 and 322 (Annual Office Development Limitation Program) (Motion No.
18267), in connection with a proposal to demolish an existing four-story building containing office and
retail uses and construct a 24-story, 350-foot tall building containing approximately 340,000 gross squaze
feet of office space, approximately 1,000 square feet of retail space, approximately 23,500 square feet of
subterranean parking area, and approximately 12,700 square feet of publicly-accessible interior open
space, on a property located at 350 Mission Street, Lot 017 of Assessors Block 3710 ("Project Site"). At the
same hearing on February 10, 2011, the Zoning Administrator indicated an intent to grant a requested
Variance from Section 155(s)(5)(A), to allow a garage entry width measuring approximately 33 fee, where
the Planning Code limits the maximum permitted width of a shared parking and loading garage opening
to 27 feet. On April 14, 2011, the Zoning Administrator issued a Variance Decision Letter formally
granting the requested Variance (collectively, "Previous Project", Case No. 2006.1524ESKXV). The
Planning Commission approvals and related building permits for the Previous Project are vested, and the
building is currently under construction.

On March 14, 2013, Daniel Frattin, acting on behalf of KR 350 Mission, LLC ("Project Sponsor") applied
for an allocation of up to 80,000 square feet of office space in order to amend the Previous Project to add
up to six additional floors of office space, pursuant to Sections 321 and 322 (Annual Office Development
Limitation Program) (Case No 2013.0276B). On April 25, 2013, the Project Sponsor applied for a
Downtown Project Authorization and Requests for Exceptions, pursuant to Section 309, in order to
amend the Previous Project to add up to six additional floors of office space, make minor changes to the
configuration of ground-floor retail space, and create a 4,300 gross square foot restaurant at the second
floor. The project, as amended, would construct a new building of up to 30 stories, at a roof height of up
to approximately 424 feet, with a mechanical parapet height of up to approximately 455 feet, containing
up to approximately 420,000 square feet of office uses, approximately 5,400 square feet of retail space,
approximately 23,500 square feet of subterranean parking area, and approximately 9,650 square feet of
publicly-accessible interior open space, located at 350 Mission Street (Assessor's Block 371.0, Lot 017),
within the C-~0 (SD) (Downtown Office-Special Development) District, the Transit Center C-3-0 (SD)
Commercial Special Use District, and the 700-S-2 Height and Bulk District (collectively, "Project", Case
No. 2013.0276BX).

On May 24, 2012, the Planning Commission held a duly advertised public hearing and recommended
approval of the Transit Center District Plan ("TCDP" or "Plan") and related implementing Ordinances to
the Board of Supervisors. The result of a multi-year public and cooperative interagency planning process
that began in 2007, the Plan is a comprehensive vision for shaping growth on the southern side of
Downtown to respond to and support the construction of the new Transbay Transit Center project,
including the Downtown Rail Extension. Implementation of the Plan would result in generation of up to
$590 million for public infrastructure, including over $400 million for the Downtown Rail Extension.
Adoption of the Plan included height reclassification of numerous parcels in the area to increase height

SAN FRANCISCO
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Motion 18956 CASE NO.2013.0276BX
Hearing Date: August 15, 2013 350 MISSION STREET

limits, including a landmark tower site in front of the Transit Center with a height limit of 1,000 feet and
several other nearby sites with height limits ranging from 600 to 850 feet.

On July 24, 2012, the Board of Supervisors held a duly noticed public hearing, affirmed the Final EIR and
approved the Plan, as well as the associated ordinances to implement the Plan on first reading.

On July 31, 2012, the Board of Supervisors held a duly noticed public hearing, and approved the Plan, as

well as the associated ordinances to implement the Plan on final reading.

On August 8, 2012, Mayor Edwin Lee signed into law the ordinances approving and implementing the

Plan, which subsequently became effective on September 7, 2012.

The environmental effects of the Project were determined by the Department to have been fully reviewed

under the Transit Center District Plan Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter "EIR"). The EIR was

prepared, circulated for public review and comment, and, at a public hearing on May 24, 2012, by Motion

No. 18628, certified by the Commission as complying with the California Environmental Quality Act (Cal.

Pub. Res. Code Section 21000 et seq., (hereinafter "CEQA"). The Commission has reviewed the Final EIR,

which has been available for this Commissions review as well as public review.

The Transit Center District Plan EIR is a Program EIR. Pursuant to CEQA Guideline 15168(c)(2), if the

lead agency finds that no new effects could occur or no new mitigation measures would be required of a

proposed project, the agency may approve the project as being within the scope of the project covered by

the program EIR, and no additional or new environmental review is required. In approving the Transit

Center District Plan, the Commission adopted CEQA Findings in its Motion No. 18629 and hereby

incorporates such Findings by reference.

Additionally, State CEQA Guidelines Section 15183 provides a streamlined environmental review for

projects that are consistent with the development density established by existing zoning, community plan

or general plan policies for which an EIR was certified, except as might be necessary to examine whether

there are project—specific effects which are peculiar to the project or its site. Section 15183 specifies

that examination of environmental effects shall be limited to those effects that (a) are peculiar to the

project or parcel on which the project would be located, (b) were not analyzed as significant effects in a

prior EIR on the zoning action, general plan or community plan with which the project is consistent, (c)

are potentially significant off—site and cumulative impacts which were not discussed in the underlying

EIR, or(d) are previously identified in the EIR, but which aze determined to have a more severe adverse

impact than that discussed in the underlying EIR. Section 15183(c) specifies that if an impact is not

peculiaz to the parcel or to the proposed project, then an EIR need not be prepared for that project solely

on the basis of that impact.

On July 30, 2013, the Department determined that the proposed application did not require further

environmental review under Section 15183 of the CEQA Guidelines and Public Resources Code Section

21083.3. 'The Project is consistent with the adopted zoning controls in the Transit Center District Plan and

was encompassed within the analysis contained in the Transit Center District Plan Final EIR. Since the

Transit Center District Plan Final EIR was finalized, there have been no substantial changes to the Transit

Center District Plan and no substantial changes in circumstances that would require major revisions to

SAN FRANCISCO 3
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Hearing Date: August 15, 2013 350 MISSION STREET

the Final EIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or an increase in the

severity of previously identified significant impacts, and there is no new information of substantial

importance that would change the conclusions set forth in the Final EIR. The file for this project,

including the Transit Center District Plan Final EIR and the Community Plan Exemption certificate, is

available for review at the San Francisrn Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San

Francisco, California.

Planning Department staff prepared a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRI') setting

forth mitigation measures that were identified in the Transit Center District Plan EIR that are applicable

to the project. These mitigation measures aze set forth. in their entirety in the MMRP attached to the draft

Motion as Exhibit C.

On August 15, 2013, the Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled

meeting on Case No. 2013.0276BX. The Commission has heard and considered the testimony presented to

it at the public hearing and has further considered written materials and oral testimony presented on

behalf of the applicant, the Planning Department staff, and other interested parties.

MOVED, that the Commission hereby approves the Office Allocation requested in Application IVo.

2013.0276B for the Project, subject to conditions contained in Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated

by reference, based on the following findings:

FINDINGS

Having reviewed the materials identified in the recitals above, and having heard all testimony and
arguments, this Commission finds, concludes, and determines as follows:

1. The above recitals are accurate and constitute findings of this Commission.

2. Site Description and Present Use. The Project Site is an 18,909 sq. ft., roughly square, parcel
located at the northeast corner of Mission and Fremont Streets. The Project Site is within the
C-3-O (SD) District, the Transit Center C-3-O (SD) Commercial Special Use District, and the
700-5-2 Height and Bulk District. The Previous Project, as approved by the Commission and
the Zoning Administrator in 2011, is currently under construction.

Surrounding Properties and Neighborhood. The Project Site is located in an area
characterized by dense urban development. Existing height limits on the subject block range
from 450 to 550 feet. There are many high-rise structures containing dwellings, offices and
other commercial uses. The Project Site is surrounded by a number of high-rise buildings. 45
Fremont Street is a 34-story office building located directly to the north. 50 Beale Street is a
2~story office building located to the east. 50 Fremont Street is a 43-story office building
across Fremont Street to the west. The Millennium (301 Mission Street) is a residential
development consisting of a 60-story residential building and an 11-story tower, located
across Mission Street to the south. There aze numerous smaller commercial buildings in the
area as well. The site of the former Transbay Terminal and proposed Transit Center is located
opposite the Project Site at the southwest comer of Mission and Fremont Streets. The future
Transit Center is planned to accommodate local, regional, and national bus service, as well as
Caltrain and California High Speed Rail service.

SAN fRANCI5C0 4
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Hearing Date: August 15, 2013
CASE NO.2013.0276BX
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The Project Site is located within the Transit Center District Plan (TCDP) area. The City
adopted the TCDP and related implementing ordinances in August 2012. Initiated by a multi-
year public and cooperative interagency planning process that began in 2007, the Plan is a
comprehensive vision for shaping growth on the southern side of Downtown. Broadly stated,
the goals of the TCDP aze to focus regional growth (particularly employment growth) toward
downtown San Francisco in a sustainable, transit-oriented manner, sculpt the downtown
skyline, invest in substantial transportation infrastructure and improvements to streets and
open spaces, and expand protection of historic resources.

4. Proposed Project The Project proposes to amend the Previous Project to add up to six
additional floors of office space. The project, as amended, would construct a new building of
up to 30 stories, at a roof height of up to approximately 424 feet, with a mechanical parapet
height of up to approximately 455 feet, containing up to approximately 420,000 square feet of
office uses, approximately 5,400 square feet of retail space, approximately 23,500 square feet
of subterranean parking area. The precise amount of additional floor area that would be
developed beyond the Previous Project would be based upon the anticipated needs of the
building's sole tenant ("Salesforce.com, Inc.").

Aside from the proposed height increase and additional square footage, the basic form and
design of the building would not change. However, the revisions to the Previous Project
trigger the requirement that the Commission reconsider the previously-granted exceptions
for "Separation of Towers", "Ground-level Wind Currents", and "Bulk Limitations". In
addition, the Project Sponsor is requesting that the Commission grant a new exception for the
number of freight loading spaces which was not required under the Previous Project.

5. Public Comment. To date, the Planning Department has received no communications
regarding the proposed Project.

6. Office Allocation. Section 321 establishes standazds for San Francisco's Office Development
Annual Limit. In determining if the proposed Project would promote the public welfare,
convenience and necessity, the Commission considered the seven criteria established by Code
Section 321(b)(3), and finds as follows:

I. APPORTIONMENT OF OFFICE SPACE OVER THE COURSE OF THE APPROVAL
PERIOD IIV ORDER TO MAINTAIN A BALANCE BETWEEN ECONOMIC GROWTH ON
THE ONE HAND, AND HOUSING, TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC SERVICES, ON
THE OTHER.

There currently exists 2,233,922 square feet of office space available for allocation to office buildings of
more than 49,999 square feet of office space ("Large Buildings ") during this Approaal Period, which
ends October Z6, 2013. On October 17, 2013 and October I7 of each succeeding year, an additional
875,000 square feet of office space will become available for allocation to buildings of greater than
49,999 square feet of off ce space.

The Project would improve the balance between San Francisco's economic growth and its housing
supply, by contributing to the affordable housing fund pursuant to Planning Code Section 413. The

SAN FRANCISCD
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Project is also subject to the Transportation Impact Development Fee, Child Care In-Lieu Fee, and

Doumtown Parks Special Fund Fee, all of which will contribute to maintaining a balance between
economic growth and housing, transportation and public seroices. The increment of additional office

space beyond the Previous Project is also subject to the TransiE Center District Plan Open Space Fee,

and the Transit Center Transportation and Street Improvement Fee. Additionally, the Project would

create both construction period and permanent necv jobs and comply with all the requirements of the

First Source Hiring Program (Chapter 83 of the Administrative Code) and Section 164 of the
Planning Code to maximize employment opportunities for local residents.

Few sign cant office developments in the downtown area have been constructed in recent years. The

Project would furnish new class-A office space, which would draw more commercial and professional

services into the vicinity and further encourage economic growth.

Therefore, the Project and the allocation of square footage would provide additional resources and help

maintain the balance between economic growth, housing, transportation and public sernices.

II. THE CONTRIBUTION OF THE OFFICE DEVELOPMENT TO, AND ITS EFFECTS ON,

THE OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES OF THE GENERAL PLAN.

The Project is consistent with the General Plan, as discussed in Section It8 of Motion No. 18957, Case

2013.0276X (Downtown Project Authorization and Granting of Exceptions ilnder Planning Code

Section 309). Overall, the Project would advance the objectives and policies of the Commerce, Urban

Design, Downtown Pian, Transit Center District Plan, Transportation, and Environmental

Protection Elements of the General Plan, and presents no sign cant conflicts urith other elements.

III. THE QUALITY OF THE DESIGN OF THE PROPOSED OFFICE DEVELOPMENT.

The Project Site is surrounded by existing high-rise development, and the Project is compatible with

this context. The exterior of the building would be finished with tilting glazing that conveys a woven
pattern. This configuration would capture and reflect light in a dynamic manner that would shift

depending on the perspective of the aiewer. The Project's 50 foot-tall base would be visually

distinguished from the tower above, creating apedestrian-scaled environment that visually and

functionally draws the public into the Project's interior open space. Large panel doors at the ground-

floor would be open to the street, allowing for unobstructed flow between the sidewalk and interior

open space. The Project's retail spaces and art program would help activate its interior open space and

create visual interest for passersby.

The Project has been design to target LEED Platinum certification, incorporating numerous

sustainable features to enhance efficiency and environmental performance.

N. THE SUTTABILTTY OF THE PROPOSED OFFICE DEVELOPMENT FOR TTS LOCATION,

AND ANY EFFECTS OF THE PROPOSED OFFICE DEVELOPMENT SPECIFIC TO THAT

L~ATION.

a) ~I,gs . The Project's proposed office and retail uses are permitted uses in the C-3-O(SD) District. The

site lies one block south of Market Street and one block north of the future Transit Center, providing

direct access to abundant existing and planned transit, as well as retail goods and services. Numerous

SAN FRANCISCO 6
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office buildings exist within the immediate vicinity of the Project site and the greater Downtown area.
The Project furthers the goals and objectives of the Downtoum Plan and t3ce Transit Center District
Plan to concentrate office uses into a compact Downtown Core.

b) Transif Accessibility. The area is served by a variety of transit options. The Project site is two blocks
from the Montgomery Street MUNI and BART station, approximately six blocks from the Ferry
Building, and one block away from the future Transit Center.

c) Oren Space Accessibility. The ground floor open space will be easily accessible to the public as well
as tenants of the Project site, and will be a desirable addition to the City's open space. It will be
accessible, well designed and comfortable, providing a variety of experiences and fulfilling all
requirements of the Downtown Plax and the Downtown Streetscape Plan.

d) Urban Design. The Project would replace a relatively low-intensity four-story building with a new
office tower that includes publicly accessible open space and retail/restaurant uses on the ground floor.
The tower's overall height and volumetric composition relate wet[ to neighboring buildings. The
Project's 50-foot-tall base would be visually distinguished from the tower above, creating a
comfortably-scaled environment for pedestrians while inciting the public into the Project's interior
open space. Large panel doors at the ground floor would be open to the sheet, allowing for
unobstructed flow between the sidewalk and interiar open space, where seating, restrooms and other
amenities would be provided for public use. The Project's retail spaces and public art program would
help activate the interior open space and create visual interest for passersby.

e) Seismic Safetu. The Project would improve seismic safety, because it would be constructed to meet or
exceed the latest seismic standards of the California Building Code. The soil beneath the Project Site is
subject to liquefaction rmd ground settlement during a major earthquake. However, most of the
liquifiable soil would be excavated during construction, and liquefaction induced settlement will be
negligible below foundation level. The Project's concrete mat foundation would be founded upon
Colma Sand formation, which haoe sufJecient relative densities and/or clay contents to resist
liquefaction. Due to the nature of soil conditions at the project site, a mat foundation would be
sufficient to support the proposed structure.

V. THE ANTICIPATED USES OF THE PROPOSED OFFICE DEVELOPMENT IN LIGHT OF
EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES TO BE PROVIDED, NEEDS OF EXISTING BUSINESSES,
AND THE AVAILABLE SUPPLY OF SPACE SUITABLE FOR SUCH ANTICIPATED USES.

a) Anticipated Emploument OyYortunities. The Project would contribute to the employment of
economzcaliy disadvantaged persons by its participation in San Francisco's First Source Hiring
Program ("FSHP"). During the construction period, the Project will employ up to 300 union labarers
per day with an average of 150 laborers per day over fhe twayear construction period. Available
entry-level construction jobs would be processed through the FSHP and would benefit economically
disadvantaged persons. Upon completion of construction, the Project would be occupied by commercial
tenants that would create over 1,000 new jobs. Available entry level jobs offered by these businesses
must be processed through the FSHP oral would benefit economically disadvantaged persons. Because
of the size of the development, the Project has the potential to create significant employment
opportunities.

SAN FflANCISCO 7
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The Project will also comply with the requirements of Planning Code Section 164, which includes city
resident employment and training requirements.

b) Needs o~Existing Businesses. With up to approximately 420,000 gross square feet of new office
space (up to approximately 80,000 square feet of additional office space beyond the Previous Project),
the Project is anticipated to provide for a great variety and number of tenants, thereby better serving
the needs of the business community. The building's floor plates are flexible and can accommodate both
small and large businesses. The Aroject Site is well-seroed by transit, and is in close proximity to other
firms consolidated zaithin the Downtown Core.

c) Available Su~plu of Space Suitable for Such Anticipated Uses. The project will provide office space
that is suitable for a variety of office uses and sizes in a Downtown location. The anticiyated office uses
and tenants will strengthen the City's economy and the City's position as a business hub and regional
employment center.

VI. THE EXTENT TO WHICH THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT WILL BE OWNED OR
OCCUPIED BY A SINGLE ENTITY.

The site is currently under single ownership. The anticipated tenant or tenants will be determined at a
later date. Howeoer, it is not known whether the Project will be occupied by a single entity.

VII. THE USE, IF ANY, OF TRANSFERABLE DEVELOPMENT RIGHTS ("TDR's") BY THE
PROJECT SPONSOR.

The Project Sponsor has secured the required TDR to construct the Project and shall secure a Notice of
Use of TDR as a condition of approval.

General Plan Confornuty. The General Plan Consistency Findings set forth in Section #8 of

Motion No. 18957, Case No. 2013.0276X (Downtown Project Authori~tion and Granting of

Excep#ions Under Planning Code Section 309) apply to this Motion, and are incorporated

herein as though fully set forth.

8. Priority Policy Findings. Section 101.1(b) establishes eight priority planning policies and
requires the review of permits for consistency with said policies. The Project complies with

these policies, on balance, as follows:

A. That existing neighborhood-serving retail/personal services uses be preserved and

enhanced and future opportunities for resident employment in and ownership of

such businesses enhanced.

The Project would include approximately 5,400 sq. ft. of retail/personal services uses at the

ground floor and mezzanine level. These uses would provide goods and services to doumtown

workers, residents, and visitors, while creating ownership and employment opportunities for

San Francisco residents. The addition of office uses would bring new employees and visitors to

area, strengthening the customer base of other businesses.

SAN FNANCISCD 8
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B. That existing housing and neighborhood character be conserved and protected in

order to preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods.

The Project Site was preciously occupied by a four-story office building with ground floor
formula-retaiUpersonal uses, therefore, no housing is being removed by the Project. The Project
Site is located in an area where high-rise o~j`'ice development predominates and is explicitly
encouraged 6y the Doumtown Plan and the Transit Center District Plan. The Aroject would be
compatible with the character of the area.

C. That the City's supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced.

The Project would enhance the City's supply of affordable housing by participating in the jobs-
Housing Linkage Program pursuant to Planning Code Section 413.

D. That commuter traffic not impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or
neighborhood parking.

The Project Site is situated in the downtoum core and is well seroed by public transit. The
Project Site is located one block from Market Street, a major transit corridor that provides
access to various Muni and BART lines. In addition, the Project Site is within one block from
the future Transit Center, providing convenient access to other Nansportation services. The
Project includes minimal off-street parking to discourage commuting via private automobile.

The EIR prepared for the Previous Project concludes that commuter traffic associated with the
Project would not result in significant congestion on surrounding streets. The Project would
incorporate measures related to the operation of the garage to ensure that entering and exiting
vehicles do not impede transit service. Neighborhood parking would not be overburdened.

E. That a diverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service

sectors from displacement due to commercial office development, and that future

opportunities for resident employment and ownership in these sectors be enhanced.

The Project Site does not contain any industrial or service sector uses, and thus none would
be displaced by the Project. The Project Site was previously occupied by a fr~ur-story office and

retaiUpersonal services building. The Project would continue the same types of uses, albeit at an
increased intensity suitable for its location within the Transit Center District Plan area.

F. That the City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and
loss of life in an earthquake.

The Project would help the City achieve the greatest possible prepmedness to protect against
injury and loss of life in an earthquake by replacing an older building with one that will meet or

exceed aU current structural and seismic requirements under the San Francisco Building Code.

SAN FgANCISCO 9
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G. That landmarks and historic buildings be preserved.

The project would not af~ect any landmark or historic building. The EIR prepared for the

Precious Project concludes that the building which formerly occupied the site had been

heavily altered and was ineligible for listing in the California Register. That building has

since been demolished to allow for new construction to proceed.

H. That our parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected

from development.

The EIR prepared for the Previous Project evaluated potential impacts of the building on

parks and other open spaces, and determined that it would not significantly increase shadows

on them or impede views from them. Because the Project Site is level and is largely

surrounded by high-rise development, the Project would not impede views from parks and

open spaces. A shadow study con/irmed that no public parks protected by Section 295 would

be shaded by the Project, and additional shadow cast on nearby private open spaces would be

minor and limited in duration. The additional height proposed for the Project would not

substantially affect shadow conditions in the vicinity, compared with the Previous Project.

9. The Project is consistent with and would promote the general and specific purposes of the
Code provided under Section 101.1(b) in that, as designed, the Project would contribute to
the character and stability of the neighborhood and would constitute a beneficial
development.

10. The Commission hereby finds that granting the Project Authorization in this case will
particularly promote the public welfare, convenience and necessity for the reasons set forth

above.
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DECISION

CASE NO.2013.0276BX
350 MISSION STREET

That based upon the Record, the submissions by the Applicant, the staff of the Department and other
interested parties, the oral testimony presented to this Commission at the public hearings, and all other
written materials submitted by all parties, the Commission hereby APPROVES Office Allocation
Application No. 2013.0276B subject to the conditions attached hereto as Exhibit A, which is inrnrporated
herein by reference as though fully set forth, in general conformance with the plans stamped Exhibit B
and dated August 15, 2013, on file in Case Docket No. 2013.0276B.

APPEAL AND EFFECTIVE DATE OF MOTION: Any aggrieved person may appeal this Section 321
and 322 Office Space Allocation to the Board of Appeals within fifteen (15) days after the date of this
Motion The effective date of this Motion shall be the date of this Motion if not appealed (after the
15=day period has expired) OR the date of the decision of the Board of Appeals if appealed to the
Board of Appeals. For further information, please contact the Board of Appeals in person at 1650
Mission Street, Room 304 or call (415) 575-6880.

I hereby certify that the foregoing Motion was ADOPTED by the Planning Commission at its regular
meeting on August 15, 2013.

f
~~

Jonas P. Ionin

Acting Commission Secretary

AYES: Fong, Antonini, Borden, Hillis, Sugaya, Wu

NOES:

ABSENT: Moore (recused)

ADOP I'ED: August 15, 2013
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AUTHORIZATION

CASE NO.2013.0276BX

350 MISSION STREET

This authorization is to grant an allocation of office square footage under the Annual Office Development

Limitation Program, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 320 through 325, in connection with a proposal

to amend apreviously-approved project (Case No. 2006.1524B, Motion IVo. 1826 to add up to six

additional floors containing up to approximately 80,000 square feet of office uses. The project, as

amended, would construct a new building of up to 30 stories, at a roof height of up to approximately 424

feet, with a mechanical parapet height of up to approximately 455 feet, containing up to approximately

420,000 square feet of office uses, approximately 5,400 square feet of retail space, approximately 23,500

square feet of subterranean parking area, and approximately 9,650 square feet of publicly-accessible

interior open space, located at 350 Mission Street (Assessor's Block 3710, Lot Old, within the C-3-0(SD)

(Downtown Office-Special Development) District, the Transit Center C-3-0(SD) Commercial Special Use

District, and the 700-S-2 Height and Bulk District. The Project shall be constructed in general conformance

with plans dated August 15, 2013 and stamped "EXHIBIT B" included in the docket for Case No.

2013.0276B, and subject to conditions of approval reviewed and approved by the Commission on August

15, 2013 under Motion No. 18956. This authorization and the conditions contained herein run with the

property and not with a particular Project Sponsor, business, or operator.

RECORDATION OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

Prior to the issuance of the building permit or commencement of use for the Project the Zoning

Administrator shall approve and order the recordation of a Notice in the Official Records of the Recorder

of the City and County of San Francisrn for the subject property. This Notice shall state that the project is

subject to the conditions of approval contained herein and reviewed and approved by the Planning

Commission on August 15, 2013 under Motion No 18956.

PRINTING OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL ON PLANS

The conditions of approval under the 'Exhibit A' of this Planning Commission Morton No. 18956 shall be

reproduced on the Index Sheet of construction plans submitted with the site or building permit

application for the Project. 'The Index Sheet of the construction plans shall reference to the Conditional

Use authorization and any subsequent amendments or modifications.

SEVERABILITY

The Project shall comply with all applicable City codes and requirements. If any clause, sentence, section

or any part of these conditions of approval is for any reason held to be invalid, such invalidity shall not

affect or impair other remaining clauses, sentences, or sections of these conditions. This decision conveys

no right to construct, or to receive a building permit. "Project Sponsor' shall include any subsequent

responsible party.

CHANGES AND MODIFICATIONS

Changes to the approved plans may be approved administratively by the Zoning Administrator.

Significant changes and modifications of conditions shall require Planning Commission approval of a

new Conditional Use authorization.

SAN FgANCISCO 1'2
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Conditions of Approval, Compliance, Monitoring, and Reporting

PERFORMANCE

1. Development Timeline -Office. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 321(d) (2), rnnstruction of an
office development shall commence within 18 months of the date of this Motion approving this Project
becomes effective. Failure to begin work within that period or to carry out the development diligently
thereafter to completion, shall be grounds to revoke approval of the office development under this
conditional use authorization.
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 425-575-6863, zvww.s -
nlanning.org .

2. Allocation Amount. The precise area of office square footage authorized for allocation shall be
identified on plans submitted with the Site Permit application, and shall be finalized prior to site permit
issuance. The area authorized for allocation shall not exceed 80,000 sgaure feet.
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, ~w.s -

nlanning.org .

3. Extension. This authorization may be extended at the discretion of the Zoning Administrator only

where failure to issue a permit by the Department of Building Inspection to perform said tenant
improvements is caused by a delay by a local, State or Federal agency or by any appeal of the issuance of

such permit(s).

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-

nlanning.org .
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Subject to: (Select only if applicable) 1650 Mission St.
❑ Inclusionary Housing D Public Open Space Sure 400

San Francisco,
OChildcare Requirement D First Source Hiring (Admin. Code) CA 94103-2479
D Jobs Housing Linkage Program OTransit Impact Development Fee

ODowntown Park Fee D Other 
Reception:
415.558.6378

D Public Art
Fax:
415.558.6409

Planning Commission Motion 18957 Planing

Section 309 Informatlon:
415.558.6577

HEARING DATE: AUGUST 15, 2013

Date: August 1, 2013

Case No.: 2013.0276BX

Project Address: 350 MISSION STREET
Zoning: C-3-O(SD) (Downtown Office Special Development)

Transit Center C-3-O (SD) Commercial Special Use District

700-S-2 Height and Bulk District

Block/Lot: 3710/017

Project Sponsor: KR 350 Mission, LLC

cJo Daniel Frattin of Reuben, Junius &Rose LLP

One Bush Street, Suite 600

San Francisco, CA 94104

Staff Contact: Kevin Guy — (415).558-6163

Kevin.Guu@sfgov.org

ADOPTING FINDINGS RELATED TO THE APPROVAL OF A SECTION 309 DETERMINATION OF COMPLIANCE
AND REQUEST FOR EXCEPTIONS FOR SEPARATION OF TOWERS UNDER PLANNING CODE SECTION
132.1, GROUND-LEVEL WIND CURRENTS UNDER PLANNING CODE SECTION 148, FREIGHT LOADING
UNDER PLANNING CODE SECTION 152.1, AND BULK REQUIREMENTS UNDER PLANNING CODE SECTIONS
270 AND 272 TO CONSTRUCT UP TO SIX ADDITIONAL STORIES ATOP A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED, 24
STORY TOWER, RESULTING IN A NEW BUILDING OF UP TO 30 STORIES, AT A ROOF HEIGHT OF UP TO
APPROXIMATELY 424 FEET, WITH A MECHANICAL PARAPET REACHING A HEIGHT OF UP TO
APPROXIMATELY 455 FEET, CONTAINING UP TO APPROXIMATELY 420,000 SQUARE FEET OF OFFICE
USES, APPROXIMATELY 5,440 SQUARE FEET OF RETAIL SPACE, APPROXIMATELY 23,500 SQUARE FEET
OF SUBTERRANEAN PARKING AREA, AND APPROXIMATELY 9,650 SQUARE FEET OF PUBLICLY-
ACCESSIBLE INTERIOR OPEN SPACE, LOCATED AT 350 MISSION STREET (ASSESSOR'S BLOCK 3710,
LOT 017), WITHIN THE C•3.0 (SD) (DOWNTOWN OFFICE-SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT) DISTRICT, THE TRANSIT
CENTER C-3.0 (SD) COMMERCIAL SPECIAL USE DISTRICT, AND THE 700-S-2 HEIGHT AND BULK
DISTRICT, AND ADOPTING FINDINGS UNDER THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT.
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PREAMBLE

On February 10, 2011, the Planning Commission ("Commission) conducted a duly noticed public hearing
at a regularly scheduled meeting and approved a Downtown. Project Authorization and Requests for
Exceptions pursuant to Planning Code Section ("Section") 309 (Motion No. 18268), and an allocation of
office space pursuant to Sections 320 through 325 (Annual .Office Development Limitation Program,
Motion No. 1826 , in connection with a proposal to demolish an existing four-story building containing
office and retail uses and construct a 24story, 350-foot tall building containing approximately 340,000
gross square feet of office space, approximately 1,000 square feet of retail space, approximately 23,500
square feet of subterranean parking area, and approximately 12,700 square feet of publicly-accessible
interior open space, on a property located at 350 Mission Street, Lot 017 of Assessor's Block 3710 ("Project
Site"). At the same hearing on February 10, 2011, the Zoning Administrator indicated an intent to grant a
requested Variance from Section 155(s)(5)(A), to allow a garage entry width measuring approximately 33
fee, where the Planning Code limits the maximum permitted width of a shared parking and loading
garage opening to 27 Feet. On April 14, 2011, the Zoning Administrator issued a Vaziance Decision Letter
formally granting the requested Variance (collectively, "Previous Project', Case IVo. 2006.1524EBKXV).
The Planning Commission approvals and related building permits for the Previous Project aze vested,
and the building is currently under construction.

On March 14, 2013, Daniel Frattin, acting on behalf of IQZ 350 Mission, LLC ("Project Sponsor") applied
for an allocation of up to 80,000 square feet of office space in order to amend the Previous Project to add .
up to six additional floors of office space, pursuant to Sections 321 and 322 (Annual Office Development
Limitation Program) (Case No 2013.0276B). On April 25, 2013, the Project Sponsor applied for a
Downtown Project Authorization and Requests for Exceptions, pursuant to Section 309, in order to
amend the Previous Project to add up to six additional floors of office space, make minor changes to the
configuration of ground-floor retail- space, and create a 4,300 gross square foot restaurant at the second
floor. The project, as amended, would construct a new building of up to 30 stories, at a roof height of up
to approximately 424 feet, with a mechanical parapet height of up to approximately 455 feet, containing
up to approximately 420,000 square feet of office uses, approximately 5,400 square feet of retail space,
approximately 23,500 square feet of subterranean parking area, and approximately 9,650 square feet of
publicly-accessible interior open space, located at 350 Mission Street (Assessor's Block 3710, Lot Old,
within the C-3-0 (SD) (Downtown Office-Special Development) District, the Transit Center C-3-0 (SD)
Commercial Special Use District, and the 700-S-2 Height and Bulk District (collectively, "Project", Case
No. 2013.0276BX).

On May 24, 2012, the Planning Commission held a duly advertised public hearing and recommended
approval of the Transit Center District Plan ("TCDP" or "Plan") and related implementing Ordinances to
the Board of Supervisors. The result of a multi-year public and cooperative interagency planning process
that began in 2007, the Plan is a comprehensive vision for shaping growth on the southern side of
Downtown to respond to and support the construction of the new Transbay Transit Center project,
including the Downtown Rail Extension. Implementation of the Plan would result in generation of up to
$590 million for public infrastructure, including over $400 million for the Downtown Rail Extension.
Adoption of the Plan included height reclassification of numerous parcels in the area to increase height
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limits, including a landmark tower site in front of the Transit Center with a height limit of 1,000 feet and
several other nearby sites with height limits ranging from 600 to 850 feet.

On July 24, 2012, the Board of Supervisors held a duly noticed public hearing, affirmed the Final EIR and

approved the Plan, as well as the associated ordinances to implement the Plan on first reading.

On July 31, 2012, the Board of Supervisors held a duly noticed public hearing, and approved the Plan, as

well as the associated ordinances to implement the Plan on final reading.

On August 8, 2012, Mayor Edwin Lee signed into law the ordinances approving and implementing the

Plan, which subsequently became effective on September 7, 2012.

The environmental effects of the Project were determined by the Department to have been fully reviewed

under the Transit Center District Plan Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter "EIR"). The EIR was

prepared, circulated for public review and comment, and, at a public hearing on May 24, 2012, by Motion

No.18628, certified by the Commission as complying with the California Environmental Quality Act (Cal.

Pub. Res. Code Section 21000 et seq., (hereinafter "CEQA"). The Commission has reviewed the Final EIR,

which has been available for this Commissions review as well as public review.

The Transit Center District Plan EIR is a Program EIR. Pursuant to CEQA Guideline 15168(c)(2), if the

lead agency finds that no new effects could occur or no new mitigation measures would be required of a

proposed project, the agency may approve the project as being within the scope of the project covered by

the program EIR, and no additional or new environmental review is required. In approving the Transit

Center District Plan, the Commission adopted CEQA Findings in its Motion No. 18629 and hereby

incorporates such Findings by reference.

Additionally, State CEQA Guidelines Section 15183 provides a streamlined environmental review for

projects that are consistent with the development density established by existing zoning, community plan

or general p]an policies for which an EIR was certified, except as might be necessary to eacamine whether

there are project-specific effects which are peculiar to the project or its site. Section 15183 specifies

that examination of environmental effects shall be limited to those effects that (a) are peculiar to the

project or parcel on which the project would be located, (b) were not analyzed as significant effects in a

prior EIR on the zoning action, general plan or community plan with which the project is consistent, (c)

are potentially significant off-site and cumulative impacts which were not discussed in the underlying

ETR, or(d) are previously identified in the EII~, but which are determined to have a more severe adverse

impact than that discussed in the underlying EIR Section 15183(c) specifies that if an impact is not

peculiar to the parcel or to the proposed project, then an EIR need not be prepared for that project solely

on the basis of that impact.

On July 30, 2013, the Department determined that the proposed application did not require further

environmental review under Section 15183 of the CEQA Guidelines and Public Resources Code Section

21083.3. The Project is consistent with the adopted zoning controls in the Transit Center District Plan and

was encompassed within the analysis contained in the Transit Center District Plan Final EIR. Since the

Transit Center District Plan Final EIR was finalized, there have been no substantial changes to the Transit

Center District Plan and no substantial changes in circumstances that would require major revisions to
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the Final EIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or an increase in the
severity of previously identified significant impacts, and there is no new information of substantial
importance that would change the conclusions set forth in the .Final EIR. The file for this project,
including the Transit Center District Plan Final EIR and the Community Plan Exemption certificate, is
available for review at the San Francisco Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San
Francisco, California.

Planning Department staff prepared a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) setting
forth mitigation measures that were identified in the Transit Center District Plan EIR that are applicable
to the project. These mitigation measures are set forth in their entirety in the MMRP attached to the draft
Motion as Exhibit C.

On February 10, 2011, the Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled
meeting on Case No. 2013.0276B?C. T'he Commission has heard and considered the testimony presented to
it at the public hearing and has further considered written materials and oral testimony presented on
behalf of the applicant, the Planning Department staff, and other interested parties.

MOVED, that the Commission hereby approves the Section 309 Determination of Compliance and
Request for Exceptions requested in Application No. 2013.0276X for the Project, subject to conditions
contained in Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated by reference, based on the following findings:

FINDINGS

Having reviewed the materials identified in the recitals above, and having heard all testimony and
arguments, this Commission finds, concludes, and determines as follows:

The above recitals are accurate and constitute findings of this Commission.

2. Site Description and Present Use. The Project Site is an 18,909 sq. ft., roughly square parcel
located at the northeast corner of Mission and Fremont Streets. The Project Site is within the
C-3-O(SD) District, the Transit Center C-3-O(SD) Commercial Special Use District, and the
700-S-2 Height and Bulk District. The Previous Project, as approved by the Commission and
the Zoning Administrator in 2011, is currently under construction.

3. Surrounding Properties and Neighborhood. The Project Site is located in . an area
characterized by dense urban development. Existing height limits on the subject block range
from 450 to 550 feet. There are many high-rise structures containing dwellings, offices and
other commercial uses. The Project Site is surrounded by a number of high-rise buildings. 45
Fremont Street is a 34-story office building located directly to the north. 50 Beale Street is a
23-story office building located to the east. 50 Fremont Street is a 43-story office building
across Fremont Street to the west. The Millennium (301 Mission Street) is a residential
development consisting of a 60-story residential building and an 11-story tower, located
across Mission Street to the south. There are numerous smaller commercial buildings in the
area as well. The site of the future Transit Center (currently under construction), as well as
the approved Transbay Tower, is located opposite the Project Site at the southwest corner of
Mission and Fremont Streets.. The future Transit Center is planned to accommodate local,
regional, and national bus service, as well as Caltrain and California High Speed Rail service.
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The Project Site is located within the Transit Center District Plan (TCDP) area. T'he City

adopted the TCDP and related implementing ordinances in August 2012. Initiated by a multi-

year public and cooperative interagency planning process that began in 2007, the Plan is a
comprehensive vision for shaping growth on the southern side of Downtown. Broadly stated,

the goals of the TCDP are to focus regional growth (particularly employment growth) toward

downtown San Francisco in a sustainable, transit-oriented manner, sculpt the downtown

skyline, invest in substantial transportation infrastructure and improvements to streets and

open spaces, and expand protection of historic resources.

4. Proposed Project. The Project proposes to amend the Previous Project to add up to six

additional floors of office space. The project, as amended, would construct a new building of
up to 30 stories, at a roof height of up to approximately 424 feet, with a mechanical parapet

height of up to approximately 455 feet, containing up to approximately 420,000 squaze feet of

office uses, approximately 5,400 square feet of retail space, and approximately 23,500 square
feet of subterranean pazking area. The precise amount of additional floor area that would be
developed beyond the Previous Project would be based upon the anticipated needs of the

building's sole tenant ("Salesforce.com, Inc:').

Aside from the proposed height increase and additional square footage, the basic form and

design of the building would not change. However, the revisions to the Previous Project
trigger the requirement that the Commission reconsider the previously-granted exceptions
for "Separation of Towers", "Ground-level Wind Currents", and "Bulk Limitations". In

addition, the Project Sponsor is requesting that the Commission grant a new exception for the
number of freight loading spaces which was not required under the Previous Project.

5. Public Comment. To date, the Planning Department has received no communications

regarding the proposed Project.

6. Planning Code Compliance. The Commission finds that the Project is consistent with the

relevant provisions of the Planning Code in the following manner:

A. Floor Area Ratio (Section 124). Section 124 establishes basic floor area ratios (FAR)

for all zoning districts. As set forth in Section 124(a), the FAR for the C-3-O (SD)
District is 6.0 to 1. Under Sections 123 and 128, the FAR can be increased to 9.0 to 1

with the purchase of transferable development rights (TDR), and may exceed 9.0 to 1
without FAR limitations through participarion in the Transit Center District Mello-
Roos Community Facilities District, pursuant to Section 424.8.

The Project Site has a lot area of approximately 18,909 square feet.. The Approved Project is

under construction with an FAR of 18-to-1, which is vested under the pre- TCDP

entitlements. The pre-TCDP zoning established a base FAR of 9-to-1, allowing up to 170,181
square feet of Gross Floor Area ("GFA") without the purchase of TDR. With TDR, up to
340,362 square feet of GFA was permitted. The Sponsor purchased and recorded Notices of

Use for fhe amount of TDR required to build the Approved Project.
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As shown in the conceptual plans for the Project, the building with the Addition would
include approximately 432,457 square feet of GFA (an FAR of approximately 22.9 to 1).
Conditions of approval are included to require the Sponsor to participate in the Transit Center
District Mello-Roos Community Facilities District to pursue development above an FAR of
9.0 to L

B. Section 132.1(c): Streetwall Base. In order to establish an appropriate street wall in
relation to the width of the street and to adjacent structures, and to avoid the
perception of overwhelming mass that would be created by a number of tall
buildings built close together with unrelieved vertical rise, new buildings taller than
150 feet within the C-3-O(SD) District must establish a streetwall height between 50
and 110 feet, through the use of a horizontal relief totaling at least 10 feet for a
minimum of 40 percent of the linear frontage.

The streetwall base requirements of Section 132.1(c) were included with the Planning Code
amendments associated with the TCDP that were adopted following the entitlement of the
Previous Project. These requirements apply to the portion of the building between 50 and 110
feet in height. The additional stories proposed as part of the Project would not affect the
applicable heights of the building between 50 and 100 feet. Therefore, the Project is not subject
to the streetwall base requirements of Section 132.1(c).

C. Open Space (Section 138). New buildings in the C-3-O Zoning District must provide
public open space at a ratio of one sq. ft. per 50 gross square feet of all uses, except
residential uses, institutional uses, and uses in a predominantly retail/personal
services building. This public open space must be located on the same site as the
building or within 900 feet of it within a C-3 district.

The. building includes up to approximately 420,000 gross sq. ft. of new office space, and
shown in the conceptual plans for the Project. At a ratio of 1:50, 8,400 sq. ft. of open space is
required. The Project would comply with the requirement by including approximately 9,650
square feet of interior public open space on the ground and mezzanine levels. The proposed
open space is enclosed, and is designed in a manner that generally complies with the adopted
Guidelines for Downtown Open Space. The design of the open space will be further refined
throughout the building permit review process.

D. Streetscape Improvements (Section 138.1). Section 138.1(b) requires that when a
new building is constructed in the C-3 District, street trees and sidewalk paving must
be provided. Under Section 138.1(c), the Commission may also require the Project
Sponsor to install additional sidewalk improvements such as lighting, special paving,
seating and landscaping in accordance with the guidelines of the Downtown
Streetscape Plan if it finds that these improvements are necessary to meet the goals
and objectives of the General Plan.

The Project would comply with this requirement by including appropriate streetscape
improvements. Subject to approval by other city bodies, these improvements would
incorporate the recommendations of the Transit Center District Plan by widening the
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sideivalk along the Mission Street frontage to 19 feet, and along a portion of the Fremont
Street frontage to 24.5 feet.

E. Shadows on Public Sidewalks (Section 146). Section 146(a) establishes design
requirements for buildings on certain streets in order to maintain direct sunlight on
public sidewalks in certain downtown areas during critical use periods. Section
146(c) requires that other buildings, not located on the specific streets identified in
Section 146(a), shall be shaped to reduce substantial shadow impacts on public
sidewalks, if it can be done without unduly creating an unattractive design and
without unduly restricting development potential.

Section 146(a) does not apply to construction on Fremont Street or Mission Street, and
therefore does not apply to the Project. The Project is surrounded by a number of existing and
planned buildings at taller heights. T{cese buildings would mask and subsume the shadows
cast by fhe Project onto surrounding sidewalks. In addition, the Project is proposed at a height
(with an addition o~'six stories) that is approximately 270 feet lower than the height permitted
6y the 700-S-2 Height and Bulk District, thereby casting substantially less shadow than a
building constructed to the height limit for the property. The Project will not create
substantial shadow impacts to public sidewalks.

F. Shadows on Public Open Spaces (Section 147). Section 147 seeks to reduce
substantial shadow impacts on public plazas and other publicly accessible open
spaces other than those protected under Section 295. Consistent with the dictates of
good design and without unduly restricting development potential, buildings taller
than 50 feet should be shaped to reduce substantial shadow impacts on open spaces
subject to Section 147. In determining whether a shadow is substantial, the following
factors shall be taken into account: the area shaded, the shadow's duration, and the
importance of sunlight to the area in question.

The Project is subject to Section 147, because it would be approximately 455 feet ta11 to the
top of the mechanical screen. The Project would cast shadow on two privately owned, publicly
accessible apen spaces (POPOS). However, the shadow would be insubstantial due to its
limited duration and the character of the spaces affected by it. The POPOS in question are
both relatively narrow and tucked away between existing buildings. Although both have
seating, they are used primarily as mid-block pedestrian walkways and are already heavily
shaded by existing high-rise development.

The first such space is Iocated immediately to the north of the Project Site, between 350
Mission Street, 45 Fremont Street, and 50 Beale Street. Seating at the southern end of this
POPOS is located immediately adjacent to the existing 350 Mission Street building. With fhe
exception of about 90 minutes during mid-to-late afternoon around the summer solstice, when
the sun shines through.a narrow gap between buildings to the west-northwest of the Project,
this seating is fully shaded under existing conditions. The northern portion is similarly
shaded but for cone-hour period around mid-day from late spring to early summer. During
this time, the sun shines through a gap between the Millennium Tower, 50 Beale Street and
350 Mission Street.
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The Project would obscure the mid-day sunlight available to the POPOS to the north, but
would not affect sunlight later in the afternoon. This additional shadow would be
insubstantial, because it would be limited to a brief time during late spring to early summer.
The POPOS is already heavily shaded and its primary use as mid-block pedestrian circulation
would not be adversely affected by the incremental additional shadow.

The second POPOS that would be affected by the Project is located across Fremont Street to
the west, between the loading dock for the 43-story 50 Fremont Street building to the south
and the 425 Markef Street building to fhe north. This space is used primarily as a mid-block
pedestrian passage. It attracts a small number of lunchtime users, although it is shaded by
existing development at mid-day throughout the year. The space is generally shaded during
the morning, though it does receive some morning sun in late spring and early summer.

Project shadow would fall on this POPOS between about 9:30 a.m. and 10:30 a.m. in late
spring and early summer. This shadow would be insubstantial as it would be limited in
duration, would resemble conditions prevailing at other times of the year and would not
adversely affect the primary use of the POPOS as a mid-block pedestrian corridor.

Further, it is not feasible to redesign the Project to avoid these insubstantial effects without
unduly restricting the development potential of the Project Site. Virtually any .high-rise
development would result in additional shadow on the POPOS to the narth or west.
Significant reductions in floorplate size would unduly restrict development potential, and
would not substantially increase sunlight to the POPOS.

Although Section 147 does not apply to planned open spaces, the Project is not expected to
cast shadow on the planned City Park atop the new Transit Center. City Park would be
located due south of the Project, and the existing Millennium Tower would mask any shadow
generated by the Project that could potentially reach the park.

G. Pazking (Section 151.1). Prior to the adoption of the Planning Code amendments
associated with the TCDP, Section 151.1 specified that non-residential uses in C-3-O
Districts are not required to provide off-street parking, but a parking area not to
exceed 7% of the gross floor area of the building is permitted as accessory. The
Planning Code amendments associated with the TCDP further restricted the parking
areas for non-residential uses to a maximum of 3.5% of the gross floor area of the
building.

The Previous Project was entitled with 340,362 gross square feet of office uses, and
approximately 23,428 square feet of gross parking area. At the time of entitlement, the
Precious Project complied with the seven percent maximum allowance for accessory parking.
The Project as proposed would not create any new parking area beyond that approved for the
Previous Aroject, and is not subject to the revised parking limitations associated with the
TCDP.

H. Shower and Locker Facilities (Section 155.3). New commercial buildings whose
primary use consists of offices require four showers and eight lockers when the gross
floor area exceeds 50,000 square feet.

SAN fRANCISCO 8
PLANNING DEPARTMENT



Motion 18957

Hearing Date: August 15, 2013
CASE NO.2013.0276BX
350 MISSION STREET

The Project would provide the required shower and locker facilities on the Power garage level,
and therefore complies with this requirement.

I. Bicycle Pazking (Section 155.4). Prior to the adoption of the Planning Code
amendments associated with the TCDP, Section 155.4 specified that new commercial
buildings whose primary use consists of offices require 12 Class 1 bicycle parking
spaces when the gross floor area exceeds 50,000 square feet. The Planning Code
amendments associated with the TCDP require that, for new commercial buildings
whose primary use consists of offices exceeding 75,000 gross square feet, 20 Class 1
bicycle parking spaces are required, plus one Class i space for each 5,000 square feet
in excess of 75,000 square feet. In addition, one Class 2 bicycle parking space is
required for each 50,000 gross square feet.

The Project includes 160 bicycle parking spaces, and therefore complies with this requirement.

J. Height (Section 260). Section 260 requires that the height of buildings not exceed the
limits specified in the Zoning Map and defines rules for the measurement of height.
The Project Site is within the 700-S-2 Height and Bulk District.

The Project would reach a height of up to approximately 424 feet to the roof (with a six story
addition), with rooftop mechaltical structures and screening reaching a maximum height of
approximately 455 feet. The Project therefore complies with the 700 foot height limit.

K. Shadows on Parks (Section 295). Section 295 rec~uires any project proposing a
structure exceeding a height of 40 feet to undergo a shadow analysis in order to
determine if the project will result in the net addition of shadow to properties under
the jurisdiction of the Recreation and Pazk Depaztment.

The Department conducted a shadow analysis and determined that the Project would not
shade any yroperties under the jurisdiction of, or designated for acquisition by, the Recreation
and Park Department.

L. Downtown Pazk Fund (Section 412). A project in a C-3 District that proposes a net
addition of office space is required to pay a fee which will be deposited in the
Downtown Park Fund. The fee is jointly established by the Planning Commission
and the Recreation and Park Commission. The purpose of the Downtown Park Fund
is to provide the City with the financial resources to develop public park and
recreation facilities for the enjoyment of employees and visitors in downtown San
Francisco.

The Project Sponsor would comply with this requitement by contributing the required
amount. The Project Sponsor informed the Planning Commission at the hearing on August
15, 2013 that it would not seek to defer the fees applicable to the additional square footage
through the Department of Building Inspection Fee Deferral Program.
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M. Jobs-Housing Linkage Program (Section 413). Large-scale development projects that
contain entertainment, hotel, office, research and development, or retail/personal
services uses create jobs as well as an increased demand for housing. Under Section
413, these large-scale development projects are required to pay a fee to a designated
housing developer or to the City in order to help offset the cost of building
additional housing. The Section 413 housing requirements apply to office projects
proposing at least 25,000 square feet of new use.

The Project is subject to Section 4I3, because it proposes up to approximately 420,000 square
feet of office uses. The Project Sponsor 2vould comply with Section 413 either 6y construction
of the units ar by payment of an in-lieu fee. The Project Sponsor informed the Planning
Commission at the hearing on August 15, 2013 that it would not seek to defer the fees
applicable to the additional square footage through the Department of Building Inspection Fee
Deferral Program.

N. Childcare Requirement (Section 414). Large-scale office and hotel developments
create jobs as well as an increased demand for childcare services for the employees
who fill those jobs. Under Section 414, these large-scale development projects are
required to (1) provide on-site childcare, (2) provide off-site childcare, (3) pay an in-
lieu fee, or (4) combine the provision of on-site or off-site childcare with the payment
of an in-lieu fee. This requirement applies to office development projects proposing
the net addition of 50,000 or more gross square feet.

The Project proposes up to approximately 420,000 sq. ft. of office uses and is subject to
Section 414. The Project Sponsor would either provide the facility itself, make arrangements
with an appropriate organization to do so, or pay the rn-lieu fee. T7te Project Sponsor informed
the Planning Commission at the hearing on August 15, 2013 that it would not seek to defer
the fees applicable to the additional square footage through the Department of Building
Inspection Fee Deferral Program.

O. Transit Center District Open Space Fee (Section 424.6). A project in the C-3-O(SD)
District that proposes a net addition of residential or non-residential use is required
to pay a fee which will be deposited in the Transit Center District Open Space Fund.
T'he ~ purpose of this Fund is to provide the City with the financial resources to
develop public park and recreation facilities for the enjoyment of employees,
residents, and visitors in downtown San Francisco.

The requirements of Section 424.6 were included with the Planning Code amendments

associated with the TCDP that were adopted following the entitlement of the Previous Project.
Therefore, the Transit Center District Open Space Fee is only applicable to the additional floor
area that is proposed for the Project. The Project includes up to approximately 112,095 square
feet of additional floor area that will be subject to Section 424.6. The Project Sponsor informed
the Planning Commission at the hearing on August 15, 2013 that it would not seek to defer
the fees applicable to the additional square footage through the Department of Building
Inspection Fee Deferral Program.
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P. Transit Center District Transportation and Street Improvement Fee (Section 424.7).
A project in the C-3-O(SD) District that proposes a net addition of residential or non-
residential use is required to pay a fee which will be deposited in the Transit Center
District Transportation and Street Improvement Fund. T'he purpose of this Fund is to
provide the City with the financial resources to design and implement transportation
improvements in downtown San Francisco.

The requirements of Section 424.7 were included with the Planning Code amendments
associated with the TCDP that were adopted following the entitlement of the Previous Project.
Therefore, the Transit Center Transportation and Street Improvement Fee is only applicable
to the additional floor area that is proposed for the Project. The Project includes up to
approximately 112,095 square feet of additional floor area that will be subject to Section
424.7. The Project Sponsor informed the Planning Commission at the hearing on August I5,
2013 that it would not seek to defer the fees applicable to the additional square footage through
the Department of Building Inspection Fee Deferral Program.

Q. Transit Center District Mello Roos Community Facilities District Program (Section
424.8). A project in the C-3-O(SD) District that exceeds an FAR of 9.0 to 1 is required
to participate in a Mello Roos Community Facilities District in order to help fund
infrastructure, improvements, and services described in the Transit Center District
Implementation Document.

The Project Site has a lot area of approximately 18,909 square feet. Therefore, up to 113,454

square feet of Gross-Floor Area ("GFA") is allowed under the basic FAR limit, and up to
170,18T square. feeE of GFA is permitted with the purchase of TDR. As shown in the
conceptual plans for the Project, the building would include approximately 432,457 square
feet of GFA (an FAR of approximately 22.9 to 7). Conditions of approval are included to
require the Project Sponsor to participate in the Transit Center District Mello-Roos
Community Facilities Dishict to pursue development above an FAR of 9.0 to 1.

R. Public Art (Section 429). In the case of construction of a new building or addition of
floor area in excess of 25,000 square feet to an existing building in a C-3 District,
Section 429 requires a project to include works of art costing an amount equal to one

percent of the construction cost of the building.

The Project would comply 6y dedicating one percent of construction cost to works of art. The
conceptual plans for the Project show artwark located in the interior open space and lobby. It
would consist of a "digital canvas" on the building's core wall and ceiling, where it could be
viewed by persons inside the building, as well as those on the street. The digital canvas would
display alternating works of art on-screen by local artists. In addition, the digital cnnvas is
planned to incorparate a camera system to capture images from the exterior of the building,
zahich could then reflect and transpose passing foot traf)'ic as a live or time-lapsed visual
graphic.

7. Exceptions Requested Pursuant to Section 309. The proposed Project is required to meet all

applicable Code requirements or request exceptions as permitted by Section 309. In

approving the previous Motion No. 18268, the Planning Commission granted specific
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exceptions regarding Setbacks and Separation of Towers (Section 132.1), Ground-Level Wind

Currents (Section 148), Parking and Loading Design to allow vehicular and loading access via

Fremont Street (Section 155(r)), and Bulk Limits (Section 270, 272). The additional floor area

proposed for the Project would not affect the previously-granted exception to allow vehicular

and loading access via Fremont Strut. The Planning Commission has considered the

following exceptions to -the Planning Code, makes the following findings, and grants

modifications to the previously-granted exception to Setbacks and Separation of Towers,

Ground-Level Wind Currents, and Bulk Limits. The Commission further grants a newly-

requested exception regarding Freight Loading (Section 152.1). These exceptions are further

described below:

A. Section 132.1: Setbacks and Sepazation of Towers in C-3 Districts. In order to

preserve the openness of the street to the sky and avoid the perception of

overwhelming mass, or to maintain the predominant street wall, an upper-level

setback may be required pursuant to Section 132.1. Section 132.1(c)(1) requires all

structures in the "5-2" Bulk District provide a minimum setback of 15 feet from the

interior property lines that do not abut public sidewalks and from the property lines

abutting a public street or alley. This setback increases along a sloping line for

building heights above 300 feet.

The tower separation requirement applies beginning at a height that is equal to 1.25 times the

width of the principal street on which the building faces. The Project fronts on Fremont and

Mission Streets, which each measure 82.5 feet in width. Therefore, the 15 foot setback

requirement begins at a height of approximately 103 feet. Abaoe 300 feet in height, the setback

for those eleaations fronting on a public street is measured from the centerline of the abutting

streeE, gradually increasing to a maximum of 70 feet at a building height of 1,000 feet. For the

Project, the required setback from the abutting streets at the tvp of the parapet (at a height of

approximately 455 feet) would be 27.4 feet. The Mission Street and Fremont Street elevations

comply with the tower separation requirement, with both elevations set back from the

centerline of the abutting streefs by approximately 41 feet.

Above 300 feet in height, the setback for those elevations fronting an abutting interior

property line is measured from the abutting property line, gradually increasing to a

maximum of 35 feet above a building height of 550 feet. For the Project, the required setback

from the abutting property lines at the top of the parapet (at a height of approximately 455

feet) would be 27.4 feet. Along the narth elevation, the building will be set back approximately

6.5 feet from the property line. Along the east elevation, the building will be set back

approximately 14 feet from the property line. Because the Project would not provide a 15 foot

setback at the lower pardon of the building, or the full 27.4 foot setback at the top of the

building, an exception is required.

Per Section 132.1(c)(2)(B), exceptions to the tower separation setback requirements

may be allowed to the extent that it is determined that restrictions on adjacent

properties make it unlikely that development will occur at a height or bulk which
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will, overall, impair access to light and air or the appeazance of separation between

buildings, thereby making full setbacks unnecessary.

Overall, access to light and arr ar the appearance of tower separation would not be impaired by

the Project or by granting the exception. The Project Site occupies a corner lot fronting on two

wide streets, creating ample distance between it and the buildings to the south and west of the
Project Site. The Transbay Joint Power Authority ("TJPA") ]ws proposed to develop the

southwest corner of Mission rmd Fremont Street as a public plaza with the how-rise Transit

Center beyond. These future TJAA developments will maintain openness, light, and air to nearby

blocks.

Adjacent and to the north of the Project Site is 45 Fremont Street, a 34-story building, that is set

back from the shared property line by approximately 39 feet. The setback area is used as a
courtyard. Combined with the setback proposed for the Project,. there would be approximately 45

feet of separation befween the tzvo buildings, leaving suf~'icient distance to preserve the

appearance of tower separation and provide light and air.

Along the east facade, the building wall would encroach minimally into the required setback, by

approximately one font at the lower portions of the building, and approximately 12 feet at the

uppermost portion of the building. However, the highest occupied Hoar of the adjacent building

at 50 Beale Street is approximately 300 feet taU, and this building is unlikely to be redeveloped at

a greater height. Thus, the setbacks provided would be suj~icient to maintain light and air, as

well as separation between towers.

B. Section 148: Ground-Level Wind Currents. In C-3 Districts, buildings and additions

to existing buildings shall be shaped, or other wind-baffling measures shall be

adopted, so that the developments will not cause ground-level wind currents to

exceed more than 10 percent of the time year round, between 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m.,

the comfort level of 11 miles per hour equivalent wind speed in areas of substantial

pedestrian use and seven miles per hour equivalent wind speed in public seating

areas.

When preexisting ambient wind speeds exceed the comfort level, or when a

proposed building or addition may cause ambient wind speeds to exceed the comfort

level, the building shall be designed to reduce the ambient wind speeds to meet the

requirements. An exception may be granted, in accordance with the provisions of

Section 309, allowing the building or addition to add to the amount of time that the

comfort level is exceeded by the least practical amount if (1) it can be shown that a

building or addition cannot be shaped and other wind-baffling measures cannot be

adopted to meet the foregoing requirements without creating an unattractive and

ungainly building form and without unduly restricting the development potential of

the building site in question, and (2) it is concluded that, because of the limited

amount by which the comfort level is exceeded, the limited location in which the
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comfort level is exceeded, or the limited time during which the comfort level is
exceeded, the addition is insubstantial.

Section 309(a)(2) permits exceptions from the Section 148 ground-level wind current
requirements. IVo exceprion shall be granted and no building or addition shall be
permitted that causes equivalent wind speeds to reach or exceed the hazard level of
26 miles per hour for a single hour of the yeaz.

Independent consultants analyzed ground-1eve1 wind currents in the vicinity of the .Project
Site. A urind tunnel analysis, the results of which are included in the EIR prepared for the
Previous Project, was conducted using a scale model of the Project Site and its immediate
vicinity. Measurements were taken at 70 test points. According to a memorandum prepared
by RWDI Consultants (dated March 19, 2013), the additional height proposed for the Project
would not substantially affect ground-level wind conditions, compared to height analyzed for
the Previous Project.

Comfort Criterion

Without the Project, eight of the 70 test points currently exceed the pedestrian comfort 1eve1 of
11 mph, and ten of the test points in seating areas exceed the seven mph threshold. The
average wind speed was approximately 9 mph, and winds exceeded the comfort criterion
roughly six percent of the time. Wind speeds ranged from four to 18 mph.

With the Project, wind conditions would change only minimally. The average wind speed
would remain approximately nine mph, and winds would exceed the comfrrrt criterion
approximately six percent of the time. In total, nine test points would exceed the pedestrian
criterion, an increase of one above existing conditions, and ten test points would exceed the
criterion for seating areas. An exception under Section 148 (a) is therefore required.

An exception is justified under the circumstances, because the changes in wind speed and

frequency due to the Project are slight and unlikely to be noticeable. In the aggregate, the
average wind speed across all test points (nine mph) would not change, nor would the amount
of time (six percent) during which winds exceed the applicable criterion. Wind speeds would
range from four to 20 mph. The foregoing results indicate that the comfort- level criterion
would be exceeded by limited amounts with wind speeds up to 20 mph as opposed to 18 mph
under existing conditions. The areal extent of winds above the threshold would remain
Limited, with an increase of one location over existing conditions. Winds would remain under
the threshold roughly 94 percent of the time.

The Project cannot be shaped or incorporate urind-baf~`ling measures that would reduce the

wind speeds to comply with Section 148(a) without creating an unattractive building or
unduly restricting the development potential of the Project Site. Construction of the Project
would have a negligible effect on wind conditions, which would remain virtually unchanged.
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The locations where wind speeds would exceed the comfort criterion are not immediately

adjacent to the Project Site, making it infeasible to incorparate wind baffles or other design

features to reduce wind are not available.

For these reasons, an exception from the comfort criterion rs appropriate and hereby granted.

Hazard Criterion

The Project would comply with the wind hazard criterion. The wind tunnel test indicated that

all test points currently meet the wind hazard criterion, i.e. wind speeds in these locations do

not exceed 26 mph for more than one hour per year. The wind tunnel test predicted that x1170

locations would remain in compliance with construction of the Project.

Since the Project would not cause equivalent wind speeds to reach or exceed the hazard level

of 26 miles qer hour for a single hour of the year, the Project would comply with the hazard

criterion of Section 148.

C. Section 152.1: Freight Loading. Section 152.1 establishes minimum requirements for
off-sheet loading. In C-3 Districts, the loading requirement is based on the total gross
floor area of the structure or use. Table 152.1 requires off-street freight loading spaces
to be provided at a ratio of 0.1 spaces per 10,000 square feet of gross office floor area.
Section 153(x)(6) allows two service vehicle spaces to be substituted for one freight
loading space provided that at least 50% of the total required number of spaces. are
provided.

With approximately 420,000 square feet of office uses (with asix-story addition), the Project

requires four loading spaces. The Project would provide two full-size off-street loading spaces

and two service vehicle spaces, providing the equivalent of three loading spaces.

In recognition of the fait that site constraints in C-3 Districts may make provision of

required height loading and service vehicle spaces impractical or undesirable, a

reduction in or waiver of the provision of freight loading and service vehicle spaces

for uses in C-3 Districts may be permitted, in accordance with the provisions of

Section 309 of this Code. In considering any such reduction or waiver, the following

criteria shall be considered:

(1) Provision of freight loading and service vehicle spaces cannot be accomplished

underground because site constraints will not permit ramps, elevators, turntables

and maneuvering areas with reasonable safety;

(2) Provision of the required number of freight loading and service vehicle spaces

on-site would result in the use of an unreasonable percentage of ground-floor area,

and thereby preclude more desirable use of the ground floor for retail, pedestrian

circulation or open space uses;
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(3) A jointly used underground facility with access to a number of separate
buildings and meeting the collective needs for freight loading and service vehicles
for all uses in the buildings involved, cannot be provided; and

(4) Spaces for delivery functions can be provided at the adjacent curb without
adverse effect on pedestrian circulation, transit operations or general traffic
circulation, and off-street space permanently reserved for service vehicles is provided
either on-site or in the immediate vicinity of the building.

The Project Site is relatively small for a development site within a C-3 District, leaving a
compact ground floor that must accommodate multiple operational functions to serve the
needs of an intense office development. The Project utilizes a truck turntable to maximize the
space efficiency of the freight-loading functions at the ground floor, freeing up space for retail,
open space, public art, and other street-activating uses along the Mission and Fremont Street
frontages. Providing an additional freight loading space would sacrifice additional ground-
floor area that would otherwise be used for such desirable ficnctions. The building would 6e
constructed and operated independently from adjacent existing buildings, precluding the
possibility of a jointly-used freight loading facility. The mitigation measures for fhe Project
include numerous measures to ensure safe and efficient delivery of goods, including
limitations on loading dock hours, limitations on maximum truck length, and requiring a
loading dock attendant to coordinate deliveries and direct truck turning movements.

D. Section 270: Bulk Limits. Section 270 establishes bulk controls by district. For

buildings lower than 650 feet in the "S-2" Bulk District, the following bulk controls
apply to the lower tower: a maximum length of 160 feet, a maximum diagonal
dimension of 190 feet, a maximum floor size of 20,000 sq. ft., and a maximum average
floor size of 17,000 sq. ft. The upper tower bulk controls are as follows: a maximum
length of 130 feet, a maximum diagonal dimension of 160 feet, a maximum floor size
of 17,000 sq. ft., and a maximum average floor size of 12,000 sq. ft. The lower tower
controls apply above the base height (1.25 times the widest abutting street or 50 feet
whichever is greater). The upper tower controls apply above a point that varies with
the height of the building, as defined in Chart B of Section 270. A volume reduction
requirement also applies to the upper tower where the floor size of the lower tower
exceeds 5,000 sq. Et. Exceptions to the Section 270 bulk limits aze permitted by Section

309(a)(12).

The property fronts on Mission and Fremont Streets, which measure 82.5 feet in width.
Therefore, the lower tower controls apply above 103 feet, or starting at the eighth floor. Based
on the Project's roof height of approximately 424 feet, the upper tower conhols apply above
260 feet, or starting at the 21u floor. Based on the 15,020 sq. ft. average floor plate size in the
lower tower, a 20 percent upper floor volume reduction requirement applies to the upper
tower.
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The lower tower complies with the bulk controls. The floors in the lower tower have a maximum

length of approximately 129 feet, and a maximum diagonal dimension of approximately 178 feet.

The ftoor plates in the tower tower measure approximately 15,020 sy. ft., which is substantially

less than the 17,000 average fl~r size, or 20,000 sq. f~. maximum floor size allowesi by the

Planning Code.

The floors in the upper tower match the dimensions of those in the lower tower•, with a length of

approximately 129 feet and a maximum floor plate size of approximately 15,020 sq. ft. These

aspects of the upper tower comply with the specified bulk controls. However, an exception is

required for the diagonal dimension of approximately 178 feet, and the average floor size of

15,020 sq. ft. An exception is also required for the upper tower volume reductiott requirement.

Per Section 272, exceptions to bulk limits in C-3 Districts may be granted provided at

least one of five listed criteria is met. The Project meets the following criteria:

(1) Achievement of a distinctly better design, in both a public and a private sense,

than would be possible with strict adherence to the bulk limits, avoiding an

unnecessary prescription of building form while carrying out the intent of the bulk

limits and the principles and policies of the Master Plan;

The Project would be consistent with the intent of the bulk limits and policies of the Generrtl

Plan. The lower tower floor plates are 25 percent smaller than permitted by Section 270.

Therefore, the lower tower would have substantially less bulk than is allowed by the Code. The

requested exceptions for the upper tower are minor in nature and would be compatible with the

prevailing scale of development in the vicinity. The Project's silhouette would harmonize well

with surrounding buildings. It would not, however, significantly c~ect light and air to adjacent

structures.

The proposed design adheres to the intent of the Downtown Plan to foster sculpting of building

form, less overpowering buildings and more interesting building taps. The overall design of the

exterior fenestration, materials, and surfaces would include variations that ameliorate the

apparent mass of the tower.

The lower and upper towers have been designed to emphasize the Project's verticality, and their

massing would be reflective of and rompatible with other surrounding development. Decreasing

the floor size of the upper tower to conform to the buAc limitations, while increasing the building

height by several floors to maintain the equivalent square footage, would result in att awkward

structure with an unbalanced relationship between the upper and lower Horns. Linder these

circumstances, sfrict application of the bulk controls would unnecessarily prescribe the building

form and undermine the viability of the deoelopment, without producing any corresponding

public benefit.

(3) The added bulk does not significantly affect light and air to adjacent buildings;
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The added bulk would not significantly affect light and air to the adjacent buildings. The

Millennium Tower, located south of the Project across Mission Sbeef, is the only residential

building in the immediate area. As a tall development spanning two corners and towering

over many nearby buildings, the Millennium has ample exposure to light and air.

The added bulk would not significantly light or air to the adjacent commercial buildings at 50

Beale Street and 45 Fremont Street, neither of which utilize operable windows for ventilation.

50 Beale Street is located at the corner of Mission and Beale Streets, and a large mid-block

plaza (Bechtel Plaza) adjoins it to the north. After construction of the Project, these three

frontages would remain open, providing large amounts of natural light to the building. 45

Fremont Street will continue to receive light from its primary frt~rde on Fremont Street, from

its rear facade on Bechtel Plaza, and from a wide courtyard located between it and the Project.

The small amount of added bulk above the Project's 21~ floor would not significantly affect the

substantial amounts of light both adjacent buildings will receive from surrounding streets and

open spaces.

(4) If appropriate to the massing of the building, the appearance of bulk in the

building, structure or development is reduced to the extent feasible by means of at

least one and preferably a combination of the following factors, so as to produce the

impression of an aggregate of parts rather than a single building mass:

(A) Major variations in the planes of wall surfaces, in either depth or direction, that

significantly alter the mass,

(B) Significant differences in the heights of vazious portions of the building,

structure or development that divide the mass into distinct elements,

(C) Differences in materials, colors or scales of the facades that produce separate

major elements,.

(D) Compensation for those portions of the building, structure or development that

may exceed the bulk limits by corresponding reduction of other portions below the

maximum bulk permitted, and

(E) In cases where two or more buildings, structures or towers aze contained within

a single development, a wide separation between such buildings, structures or

towers;

The overall design of the exterior fenestration, materials, and surfaces would include aariations

which ameliorate the apparent mass of the tower. The 50 foot-tall base of the building would be

set of~ from the tower by the use of clear glass and expansive connections to the street that

emyhasize the public nature of the Project's ground floor. Although the Project would slightly

exceed the upper tower bulk limit, it would be approximately 276 feet shorter than allowed by
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the height limit. Thus, substantial volumes permitted to be developed under the bulk limit

would be left open.

(5) The building, structure or development is made compatible with the character

and development of the surrounding area by means of all of the following Factors:

(A) A silhouette harmonious with natural land-forms and building patterns,

including the patterns produced by height limits,

The immediate vicinity is primarily built out with high-rise structures, ranging generally

from 300 to 600 feet in height. The Project Site is ringed with such buildings, including the

330 foot tall-building at 50 Beale Street and the 476 foot-tall building at 45 Fremont Street.

In addition, numerous taller buildings of up to 1,000 feet in height are envisioned in the

vicinity by the TCDP. The Project's rectilinear form would create a silhouette that is

harmonious with the building pattern in the area. Because the Project Site is flat and

surrounded by dense urban development, the Project would have no discernible effect on the

relationship between the downtown skyline and natural landforms, nor will it obscure scenic

views thereof.

(B) Either maintenance of an overall height similar to that of surrounding

development or a sensitive transition, where appropriate, to development of a

dissimilar character,

The Project reaches a height of approximately 455 feet to the top of the mechanical screen,

which is similar to, or shorter than, that of surrounding development, including 45 Fremont

Street (476 feet), the Millennium Tower (645 feet), 50 Beale Street (330 feet), and 50 Fremont

Street (600 feet). The TCDP envisions a number of taller buildings in the vicinity, including

the approved Transbay Tower, which reaches a height of 1,070 feet to the top of its decorative

crown.

(C) Use of materials, colors and scales either similar to or harmonizing with those of

nearby development, and

The Project's glass facade would be compatible in color and material with that of other

buildings nearby, including the Millennium Tower and the Transbay Tower. The scale of the

building would be similar to others in the vicinity, albeit somewhat smaller due to the size of

the Project Site. A metal clad cornice line would visually separate the Lobby from the tower

above, defining astreet-leael pedestrian scale consistent with adjacent high rise buildings on

Mission and Fremont Streets.

(D) Preservation or enhancement of the pedestrian environment by maintenance of

pleasant scale and visual interest.

The Project would enhance the pedestrian environment. The Project's 50 foot-tall base would

be visually distinguished from the tower above, creating acomfortably-scaled environment far
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pedestrians while inviting the public into the Project's interior open space. Large panel doors

at the ground floor would be open to the street, allowing for unobstructed flow between the

sidewalk and interior open space, where seating, restrooms and other amenities would be

provided for public use. The design of the interior open space, including works of art, as well

as activities within it, would create visual interest for passersby.

8. General Plan Conformity. The Project would affirmatively promote the following objectives

and policies of the General Plan:

COMMERCE ELEMENT

Objectives and Policies

The Commerce Element of the General Plan contains the following relevant objectives and

policies:

OBJECTIVE 1:

MANAGE ECONOMIC GROWTH AND CHANGE TO ENSURE ENHANCEMENT OF THE

TOTAL CITY LIVING AND WORKING ENVIRONMENT.

Policy 1.1:

Encourage development which provides substantial net benefits and minimizes undesirable

consequences. Discourage development which has substantial undesirable consequences that

cannot be mitigated.

The Project would provide significant benefits by increasing the supply of office space in the Downtown

area, and thus would create new jobs in a location that is easily accessible by a multitude of transit services.

It would result in an increase in tax revenue for the City and an increase in retail/personal services activity

in the immediate neighborhood. The Project Sponsor would cotttribute funds for nem park spaces, affordable

housing, transportation improvements, and other public services. The Project would also create a large

interior open space which would be accessible to the general public.

Policy 1.3:

Locate commercial and industrial activities according to a generalized commercial and industrial

land use plan.

13te Project Site is in the C-3-O(SD) (Downtown Office-Special Development) District, which principally

permits ofj~ce and retaillpersonal services uses. The City's General Plan, including the Downtoum Plan

and the Transit Center District Plnn, encourages the concentration of commercial ofJ`zce development near

transit in the doumtown core.

OBJECTIVE 2:

MAINTAIN AND ENHANCE A SOUND AND DNERSE ECONOMIC BASE AND FISCAL

STRUCTURE FOR THE CITY.
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Policy 2.1:

Seek to retain existing commercial and industrial activity and to attract new such activity to the

City.

The Project supports this Policy. Due to its location in the Transit Center District Plan area, the Project

Site is in a suitable location to attract and retain commercial entities. It is centrally located and is close to

many jobs, services, and transit lines. The Aroject would enhance the existing business climate by offering

neiu off i"ce space in a structure that is designed to achieve LEED Platinum Certification.

URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT

Objectives and Policies

The Urban Design Element of the General Plan contains the following relevant objectives and

policies:

OBJECTIVE 3:

MODERATION OF MAJOR NEW DEVELOPMENT TO COMPLEMENT THE CITY PATTERN,

THE RESOURCES TO BE CONSERVED, AND THE NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENT.

Policy 3.1:

Promote harmony in the visual relationships and transitions between new and older buildings.

Policy 3.6:

Relate the bulk of buildings to the prevailing scale of development to avoid an overwhelming or

dominating appeazance in new construction.

Most buildings in the immediate area are high-rises. The Project would nat dominate or othe►zvise overwhelm
the area, as many existing and proposed buildings are substantially taller than the proposed Project. The
F~aject's contemporary design would complement existing and planned deaelopment in the area.

DOWNTOWN PLAN ELEMENT
Objectives and Policies

The Downtown Plan Element of the General Plan contains the following relevant objectives and
policies:

osJECTTVE 2:
MAINTAIN AND IMPROVE SAN FRANCISCO'S POSITION AS A PRIME LOCATION FOR
FINANCIAL, ADMINLSTRATNE, CORPORATE, AND PROFESSIONAL ACTNTTY.

Policy 2.1:
Encourage prime downtown office activities to grow as long as undesirable consequences of such
growth can be controlled.

SAN FpANCI5C0 2'~
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Policy 2.2:

Guide location of office development to maintain a compact downtown core and minimize

displacement of other uses.

The Project would add of j'ice space to a Iocativn that is well-served by transit, and is within walking distance of

substantial retail goods and seraiees. Employees of the building would be able to walk, b~7ce, yr utilize transit to

commute and access services in the vicinity. The Project replaces the four-story oj~"ice structure which

preciously occupied the site with a structure of up to 30 stories, thereby supporting a compact downtown core.

OBJECTIVE 5:

RETAIN A DNERSE BASE OF SUPPORT COMMERCIAL ACTIVITY IN AND NEAR

DOWNTOWN.

Policy 5.1:

Provide space for support commercial activities within the downtown and in adjacent areas.

With a significant addition of new commercial space, the Project supports this Policy.

TRANSIT CENTER DISTRICT PLAN

'The Transit Center District Plan of the General Plan contains the following relevant objectives

and policies:

Objectives and Policies

osJEc~rivE ~.~:
MAINTAIN DOWNTOWN SAN FRANCISCO AS THE REGION'S PREMIER LOCATION FOR

TRANSIT-ORIENTED JOB GROWTH WITHIN THE BAY AREA.

OBJECTIVE 1.2

REINFORCE THE ROLE OF DOWNTOWN WITHIN THE CITY. AS ITS MAJOR JOB CENTER

BY PROTECTING AND ENHANCING THE CENTRAL DiSTRiCT'S REMAINING CAPACITY,

PRINCIPALLY FOR EMPLOYMENT GROWTH.

OBJECTNE 1.3:

CONTINUE TO FOSTER A MIX OF LAND USES TO REINFORCE THE 24-HOUR CHARACTER

OF THE AREA.

Policy 1.1:

Increase the overall capacity of the Transit Center District for additional growth.

Policy 1.3:

Reserve the bulk of remaining space in the core Transit Center District for job growth, by limiting

the amount of non-commercial uses on major opportunity sites.

In general, the downtown core of San Francisco offers relatively few remaining opportunity sites for

employment growth. The TCDP seeks to maximize development intensity at these remaining opportunity
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sites, and to preserve such sites primarily for employment uses. The Plan seeks to address issues of regional

sustainability and traffc congestion by focusing job growth within an intense, urban context in an area

supported by abundant existing and planned transit services, as well as retail and service amenities. The

Project implements this vision through the development of approximately 420,000 square feet of office

space, located immediately adjacent to the future Transit Center, and within one block of the Market Street

transit spine.

OBJECTIVE 4.1:

THE DISTRICT'S TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM WILL PRIORITIZE AND INCENTIVIZE THE

USE OF TRANSIT. PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION WILL BE THE MAIN, NON-PEDESTRIAN

MODE FOR MOVING INTO A1VD BETWEEN DESTINATIONS IN THE TRANSIT CENTER

DISTRICT.

Policy 4.5:

Support funding and construction of the Transit Center project to further goals of the District

Plan, including completion of the Downtown Extension for Caltrain and High Speed Rail.

One of the goals of the Plan is to leverage increased development intensity to generate revenue that will

enable the construction of neu~ transportation facilities, including suppart for the new Transit Center,

including the Downtown Rai! Extension. These revenues will also be directed toward improvements to

sidewalks and other important pedestrian infrastructure to create a public realm that is conducive to, and

supportive of pedestrian travel. For the increment of additional floor area that exceeds the square footage of

the Previous Project, the Project will contribute financial resources toward these improvements, and will

also serve to leverage these investments by focusing intense employment growth within the core of planned

transportation services. .

TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

Objectives and Policies

The Transportation Element of the General Plan contains the following relevant objectives and

policies:

OBJECTIVE 2:

USE THE 'IRAIVSPORTATION SYSTEM AS A MEANS FOR GUIDING DEVELOPMENT AND

IMPROVING THE ENVIRONMENT.

Policy 2.L•

Use rapid transit and other transportation improvements in the city and region as the catalyst for

desirable development, and coordinate new facilities with public and private development.

The Project is located within an existing high-density urban context. The Downtown Core has a multitude

of transportation options, and the Project Site is within walking distance of the Market Street transit spine,

the Transbay Terminal, and the Ferry Building, and thus would make good use of the existing transit

services available in this area and would assist in maintaining the desirable urban characteristics and
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seroices of the area. The Project proposes li#le off-street parking, encouraging users of the building to seek
transportation options other than private automobile use.

9. Priority Policy Findings. Section 101.1(b) establishes eight priority planning policies and
requires the review of permits for consistency with said policies. The Project complies with
these policies, on balance, as follows:

A. That existing neighborhood-serving retail/personal services uses be preserved and
enhanced and future opportunities for resident employment in and ownership of

such businesses enhanced.

The Project would include crnproximateiy 5,400 sq. ft. of retail/personal services uses at the
ground floor and mezzanine level. These uses would provide goods and seroices to downtown

workers, residents, and visitors, while creating ownership and employment opportunities for

San Francisco residents. The addition of office uses would bring new emyloyees and visitors to
area, strengthening the customer base of other businesses.

B. That existing housing and neighborhood character be conserved and protected in

order to preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods.

The Project Site was previously occupied by a four-story office building with ground floor

formula-retail/personal uses, therefore, no housing is being removed by the Project. The Project

Site is Iocated in an area where high-rise office development predominates and is explicitly

encouraged by the Doumtown Plan and the Transit Center District Plan. The Project would be

compatible with the character of the area.

C. That the City's supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced.

The Project would enhance the City's supply of affordable housing by participating in the Jobs-

Housing Linkage Progrmn pursuant to Planning Code Section 4T3.

D. That commuter traffic not impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or
neighborhood parking.

The Project Site is situated in the downtown core and is well serued by public transit. The

Aroject Site is located one block from Market Street, a major transit corridor that provides

access to various Muni and BART lines. In addition, the Project Site is within one block from

the future Transit Center, providing convenient access to other transportation seraices. The

Project includes minimal off-street parking to discourage commuting via private automobile.

The EIR prepared for the Previous Project concludes that commuter traffic associated with the

Project would not result in significant congestion on surrounding streets. The Project would

incorporate measures related to the operation of the garage to ensure that entering and exiting

vehicles do not impede transit service. Neighborhood parking would not be overburdened.
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E. That a diverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service
sectors from displacement due to commercial office development, and that future
opportunities for resident employment and ownership in these sectors be enhanced.

The Project Site does not contain any industrial or seroice sector uses, and thus none would
be displaced by the Project. The Project Site was preciously occupied by a four-story ofj"ice and
retaiUpersonal seroices building. The Project would continue fhe same types of uses, albeit at an
increased intensity suitable for its location within the Transit Center District Plan area.

F. That the City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and
loss of life in an eazthquake.

The Aroject would help ty+e City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against
injury and loss of life in an earthquake by replacing an older building with one that will meet or
exceed all current structural and seismic requirements under the San Francisco Building Code.

G. That landmarks and historic buildings be preserved.

The project would not affect any landmark or historic building. The EIR prepared for the
Precious Project concludes that the building which formerly occupied the site had been
heavily altered and was ineligible for listing in the Cal~rnia Register. That building has
since been demolished to allow for new construction to proceed.

H. That our parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected
from development.

The EIR prepared for the Previous Project evaluated potential impacts of the building on
parks and other open spaces, and determined that it would not significantly increase shadows
on them or imgede views from them. Because the Project Site is level and is largely
surrounded by high-rise deaelopment, the Project would not impede views from parks and
open spaces. A shadow study confirmed that no public parks protected by Section 295 would
be shaded by the Project, and additional shadow cast on nearby private open spaces would be
minor and limited in duration. The additional height proposed for the Project would not
substantially affect shadow conditions in the vicinity, compared with the Arevious Project.

10. The Project is consistent with and would promote the general and specific purposes of the
Code provided under Section 101.1(b) in that, as designed, the Project would contribute to
the character and stability of the neighborhood and would constitute a beneficial
development.

11. The Commission hereby finds that approval of the Section 309 Determination of Compliance
and Request for Exceprions would promote the health, safety, and welfare of the City.
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Based upon the whole record, the submissions by the Project Sponsor, the staff of the Department, and

other interested pazties, the oral testimony presented to the Commission at the public hearing, and all

other written materials submitted by all parties, in accordance with the standards specified in the Code,

the Commission hereby APPROVES Application No. 2013.0276X, and grants exceptions to Sections

132.1, 148, 152.1, 270, and 272 pursuant to Section 309, subject to the following conditions attached hereto

as "EXHIBIT A", in general conformance with the plans stamped Exhibit B and on file in Case Docket IVo.

2013.0276X.

APPEAL AND EFFECTIVE DATE OF MOTION: Any aggrieved person may appeal this Section 309

Determination of Compliance and Request for Exceptions to the Board of Appeals within fifteen (15)

days after the date of this Motion. The effective date of this Motion shall be the date of this Motion if

not appealed OR the date of the decision of the Board of Appeals if appealed to the Board of Appeals.

For further information, please contacE the Board of Appeals in person at 1650 Mission Street, Room

304 or call (415) 575-6880.

I hereby certify that the foregoing Motion was ADOPTED by the Planning Commission at its regular

meeting on August 15, 2013.

1
Jonas P.Ionin

Acting Commission Secretary

AYES: Fong, Antonini, Borden, Hillis, Sugaya, Wu

NOES:

ABSENT: Moore (recused)

ADOPTED: August 15, 2013
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EXHIBIT A
AUTHORIZATION

CASE NO.2013.Q276BJC
350 MISSION STREET

This authorization is to grant a Downtown Project Authorization and Request for Exceptions pursuant to
Planning Code Section 309, in connection with a proposal to amend apreviously-approved project (Case
No. 2006.1524X, Motion No. 18268) to add up to six additional floors containing up to approximately
80,000 square feet of office uses. The project, as amended, would construct a new building of up to 30
stories, at a roof height of up to approximately 424 feet, with a mechanical pazapet height of up to
approximately 455 feet, containing up to approximately 420,000 squaze feet of office uses, approximately
5,400 squaze feet of retail space, approximately 23,500 squaze feet of subterranean pazking azea, and
approximately 9,650 square feet of publicly-accessible interior open space, located at 350 Mission Street
(Assessor's Block 3710, Lot Old, within the C-3-0 (SD) (Downtown Office-Special Development) District,
the Transit Center C-3-0 (SD) Commercial Special Use District, and the 700-5-2 Height and Bulk District.
The Project shall be constructed in general conformance with plans dated August 15, 2013 and stamped
"EXHIBIT B" included in the docket for Case No. 2013.0276X, and subject to conditions of approval
reviewed and approved by the Commission on August 15, 2013 under Motion No. 18957. This
authorization and the conditions contained herein run with the property and not with a particulaz Project
Sponsor, business, or operator.

RECORDATION OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

Prior to the issuance of the building permit or commencement of use for the Project the Zoning
Administrator shall approve and order the recordation of a Notice in the Official Records of the Recorder
of the City and County of San Francesco for the subject property. This Notice shall state that the project is
subject to the conditions of approval contained herein and reviewed and approved by the Planning
Commission on August 15, 2013 under Motion No 18957.

PRINTING OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL ON PLANS

The conditions of approval under the 'Exhibit A' of this Planning Commission Motion No. 18957 shall be
reproduced on the Index Sheet of construction plans submitted with the site or building permit
application for the Project. The Index Sheet of the construction plans shall reference to the Conditional
Use authorization and any subsequent amendments or modifications.

SEVERABILITY

The Project shall comply with all applicable City codes and requirements. If any clause, sentence, section
or any part of these conditions of approval is for any reason held to be invalid, such invalidity shall not
affect or impair other remaining clauses, sentences, or sections of these conditions. This decision conveys
no right to construct, or to receive a building permit. "Project Sponsor" shall include any subsequent
responsible party.

CHANGES AND MODIFICATIONS

Changes to the approved plans may be approved administratively by the Zoning Administrator.
Significant changes and modifications of conditions shall require Planning Commission approval of a
new Conditional Use authorization.
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Conditions of Approval, Compliance, Monitoring, and Reporting

PERFORMANCE

1. Validity. The authorization and right vested by virtue of this action is valid for three (3) years from the

effective date of the Motion. The Department of Building Inspection shall have issued a Building Permit

or Site Permit to construct the project and/or commence the approved use within this three-year period.
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, z~rruzu.s -

planning.o~rQ

2. Expiration and Renewal. Should a Building or Site Permit be sought after the three (3) year period has
lapsed, the project sponsor must seek a renewal of this Authorization by filing an application for an

amendment to the original Authorization or a new application for Authorization. Should the project
sponsor decline to so file, and decline to withdraw the pernut application, the Commission shall conduct

a public hearing in order to consider the revocation of the Authorization. Should the Commission not

revoke the Authorization following the closure of the public hearing, the Commission shall determine the

extension of time for the continued validity of the Authorization.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, wunv.s -

nlanning.org

3. Diligent pursuit. Once a site or Building Permit has been issued, construction must commence within

the timeframe required by the Department of Building Inspecrion and be continued diligently to

completion. Failure to do so shall be grounds for the Commission to consider revoking the approval if

more than three (3) years have passed since this Authorization was approved.

For information about compliance, contact. Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, ~.sf-

nlanning.org

4: Extension. All time limits in the preceding three paragraphs may be extended at the discretion of the

Zoning Administrator where implementation of the project is delayed by a public agency, an appeal or a

legal challenge and only by the length of time for which such public agency,. appeal or challenge has

caused delay.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, zuwzv.s -

vlanning.orQ

5. Conformity with Current Law. No application for Building Permit, Site Permit, or other entitlement

shall be approved unless it complies with all applicable provisions of City Codes in e#feet at the time of

such approval.

For information about compliance, contacE Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, ww.s -

vlam:ing.o~rQ

6. Additional Project Authorization. The Project Sponsor must obtain a Project authorization under

Sections 321 and 322 to allocate office square footage and satisfy all the conditions thereof. The

conditions set forth below are additional conditions required in connection with the Project. If these
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conditions overlap with any other requirement imposed on the Project, the more restrictive or protective

condition or requirement, as determined by the Zoning Administrator, shall apply.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, unvw.sf-

nlanning.org

7. Mitigation Measures. Mitigation measures described in the MMRP attached as Exhibit C aze necessary

to avoid potential significant effects of the proposed project and have been agreed to by the project

sponsor. Their implementation is a condition of project approval.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, ~.sf-

nlanning.org

DESIGN - COMPLIANCE AT PLAN STAGE

8. Final Materials. T'he Project Sponsor shall continue to work with Planning Department on the building

design. Final materials, glazing, rnlor, texture, landscaping, and detailing shall be subject to Depaztrnent

staff review and approval, The architectural addenda shall be reviewed and approved by the Planning

Department prior to issuance.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.sf-

nlanning.org

9. Garbage, composting and recycling storage. Space for the collection and storage of garbage,

composting, and recycling shall be provided within enclosed areas on the property and clearly labeled

and illustrated on the building permit plans. Space for the collection and storage of recyclable and

compostable materials that meets the size, location, accessibility and other standards specified by the San

Francisco Recycling Program shall be provided at the ground level of the buildings.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.sf-

nlanning.org

10. Rooftop Mechanical Equipment. Pursuant to Planning Code 141, the Project Sponsor shall submit a

roof plan to the Planning Department prior to Planning approval of the building permit application.

Rooftop mechanical equipment, if any is proposed as part of the Project, is required to be screened so as

not to be visible from any point at or below the roof level of the subject building.

For infvrmatfon about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, wt~.sf-

n[anning.o~rQ

11. Lighting Plan. The Project Sponsor shall submit an exterior lighting plan to the Planning Department

prior to Planning Department approval of the building /site permit application.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, urww.s -

planning.org

12. Streetscape Plan. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 138.1, the Project Sponsor shall continue to

work with Planning Department staff, in consultation with other City agencies, to refine the design and

programming of the Streetscape Plan so that the plan generally meets the standards of the Better Streets

Plan and all applicable City standards. The Project Sponsor shall complete final design of all required

street improvements, including procurement of relevant City permits, prior to issuance of first
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architectural addenda, and shall complete construction of all required street improvements prior to

issuance of first temporary certificate of occupancy. The Streetscape Plan shall include widening of the

sidewalks along the Mission and Fremont Street frontages, in accordance with the Transit Center District

Plan.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, ~zu.sf-

planning.org

13. Open Space Provision - C-3 Districts. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 138, the Project Sponsor

shall continue to work with Planning Department staff to refine the design and programming of the

public open space so that the open space generally meets the standards of the Downtown Open Space

Guidelines in the Downtown Plan of the General Plan.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.s -

a nin .

14. Food Service in Open Spaces - C-3 Districts. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 138, the Project

Sponsor shall make food service available during the hours that the open space is accessible to the public.

In the event that the Project Sponsor is unable to lease a retail space to a food service, food service shalt be

provided by a kiosk, or a cart or similar portable device within the open space.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, ur~.sf-

nlanning.org

15.Open Space Plaques - C-3 Districts. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 138, the Project Sponsor shall

install the required public open space plaques at each building entrance including the standard City logo

identifying it; the hours open to the public and contact information for building management. The

plaques shall be plainly visible from the public sidewalks on Mission and Fremont Streets and shall

indicate that the open space is accessible to the public via the elevators in the lobby. Design of the plaques

shall utilize the standard templates provided by the Planning Department, as available, and shall be

approved by the Department staff prior to installation.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, w w.s -

nlanning.org

16. Signage. T'he Project Sponsor shall develop a signage program for the Project which shall be subject

to review and approval by Planning Department staff before submitting any building permits for

construction of the Project. All subsequent sign permits shall conform to the approved signage program.

Once approved by the Department, the signage program plan information shall be submitted and

approved as pazt of the site permit for the Project. All exterior signage shall be designed to compliment,

not compete with, the existing azchitectural character and architectural features of the building.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.s -

planning.org

17. Transformer Vault. The location of individual project PG&E Transformer Vault installations has

significant effects to San Francisco streetsc~pes when. improperly located. However, they may not have

any impact if they are installed in preferred locations. Therefore, the Planning Department recommends

the following preference schedule in locating new transformer vaults, in order of most to least desirable:
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1. On-site, in a basement azea accessed via a garage or other access point without use of separate doors

on a ground floor facade facing a public right-of-way;

2. On-site, in a driveway, underground;

3. On-site, above ground, screened from view, other than a ground floor facade facing a public right-of-

way;

4. Public right-of-way, underground, under sidewalks with a minimum width of 12 feet, avoiding

effects on streetscape elements, such as street trees; and based on Better Streets Plan guidelines;

5. Public right-of-way, underground; and based on Better Streets Plan guidelines;

6. Public right-of-way, above ground, screened from view; and based on Better Streets Plan guidelines;
7. On-site, in a ground floor facade (the least desirable location).

Unless otherwise specified by the Planning Department, Department of Public Work's Bureau of Street

Use and Mapping (DPW BSM) should use this preference schedule for all new transformer vault

installation requests.

For information about compliance, contact Bureau of Street Use and Mapping, Department of Public Works at 415-

554-5810, http:lls~pw.org

18. Overhead Wiring. The Property owner will allow MUM to install eyebolts in the building adjacent

to its electric streetcar line to support its overhead wire system if requested by MUNI or MTA.

For information about compliance, contact San Francisco Municipal Railway (Muni), San Francisco Municipal

Transit Agency (SFMTA), at 415-701-4500, unvw.sfmta.org

19. Street Trees. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 138.1 (formerly 143), the Project Sponsor shall

submit a site plan to the Planning Department prior to Planning approval of the building permit

application indicating that street trees, at a ratio of one street tree of an approved species for every 20 feet

of street frontage along public or private streets bounding the Project, with any remaining fraction of 10

feet or more of frontage requiring an extra tree, shall be provided. The street trees shall be evenly spaced

along the street frontage except where proposed driveways or other street obstructions do not permit.

The exact location, size and species of tree shall be as approved by the Department of Public Works

(DPW). In any case in which DPW cannot grant approval for installation of a tree in the public right-of-

way, on the basis of inadequate sidewalk width, interference with utilities or other reasons regarding the

public welfare, and where installation of such tree on the lot itself is also impractical, the requirements of

this Section 428 may be modified or waived by the Zoning Administrator to the extent necessary.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, ~zv.sf-

nlanning.org

PARKING AND TRAFFIC

20. Car Share. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 166, no fewer than one car share space shall be made

available, at no cost, to a certified car share organization for the purposes of providing car share services

for its service subscribers.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, ~.sf-

nlamling.org

21. Bicycle Parking. Pursuant to Planning Code Sections 155.1 and 155.4., the Project shall provide no

fewer than 28 Class 1 bicycle parking spaces and one Class 2 bicycle parking space.
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For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.s -

nlanning.org

22. Showers and Clothes Lockers. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 155.3, the Project shall provide no

fewer than four showers and eight clothes lockers.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, PIanning Department at 415-575-6863, wzuw.s -

nlanning.org .

23. Parking Maximum. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 151.1, the Project shall provide no more than

23,428 square feet ofoff-street pazking area.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, _Planning Department at 415-575-6863, wzv~.sf-

plmining~Q

24.Off-street Loading. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 152, the Project will provide two full size off-

street loading spaces and two service vehicle spaces.

Frn information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.s -

nlanning.org .

25. Managing Traffic During Construction. The Project Sponsor and construction contractors) shall

coordinate with the Traffic Engineering and Transit Divisions of the San Francisco Municipal

Transportation Agency (SFMTA), the Police Department, the Fire Department, the Planning Depaztment,

and other construction contractors) for any concurrent nearby Projects to manage traffic congestion and

pedestrian circulation effects during construction of the Project.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Deparhnent at 415-575-6863, unvw.s -

planning.org

PROVISIONS

26. First Source Hiring. The Project shall adhere to the requirements of the First Source Hiring

Construction and End-Use Employment Program approved by the First Source Hiring Administrator,

pursuant to Section 83.4(m) of the Administrative Code. The Project Sponsor shall comply with the

requirements of this Program regarding construction work and on-going employment required for the

Project.

For information about compliance, contact the First Source Hiring Manager at 415-581-2335, www.onesta~SF.or4

27. Transportation Bxokezage Services - C-3, EN, and SOMA. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 163,

the Project Sponsor shall provide on-site transportation brokerage services for the actual lifetime of the

project. Prior to the issuance of any certificate of occupancy, the Project Sponsor shall execute an

agreement with the Planning Department documenting the projects transportation management

program, subject to ttie approval of the Planning Director.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Depart►nent at 415-558-6378, ~w.sf-
nlanning.or4
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28. Employment Brokerage Services - C-3 District. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 164, the Project

Sponsor shall provide employment brokerage services for the actual lifetime of the project. Prior to the

issuance of any certificate of occupancy, the Project Sponsor shall execute an agreement with the Planning

Department documenting the project's local employment program, subject to the approval of the

Planning Director.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.s -

pinnning.org

29. Child Care Brokerage Services - C-3 District. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 165, the Project

Sponsor shall provide on-site child-care brokerage services for the actual lifetime of the project. Prior to

the issuance of any certificate of occupancy, the Project Sponsor shall execute an agreement with the

Planning Department documenting the project's child-care program, subject to the approval of the

Planning Director.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Panning Department at 415-558-6378, wwzv.s -

nlanning.org

30. Transit Impact Development Fee. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 411 (formerly Chapter 38 of the

Administrative Code), the Project Sponsor shall pay the Transit Impact Development Fee (TIDF) as

required by and based on drawings submitted with the Building Permit Application. Prior to the

issuance of a temporary certificate of occupancy, the Project Sponsor shall provide the Planning Director

with certification that the fee has been paid.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, ururu~.s

vlanningtgr~Q

31. Downtown Pazk Fee - C-3 District. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 412 (formerly 139), the Project

Sponsor shall pay the Downtown Park Fee. The fee shall be based on drawings of the net addition of

gross floor area of office to be constructed as set forth in the building permit and shall be paid prior to the

issuance of a temporary certificate of occupancy.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.sf-

planning.org

32. Jobs Housing Linkage. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 413 (formerly 313), the Project Sponsor

shall contribute to the Jobs-Housing Linkage Program (JHLP). The calculation shall be based on the net

addition of gross square feet of each type of space to be constructed as set forth in the permit plans. The

Project Sponsor shall provide evidence that this requirement has been satisfied to the Planning

Department ,prior to the issuance of the first site or building permit by the Department of Building

Inspection.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www. -

planning.arg

33. Childcare Requirements for Office and Hotel Development Projects. Pursuant to Section 414

(formerly 314), the Project Sponsor shall pay the in-lieu fee as required. The net addition of gross floor

area subject to the fee shall be determined based on drawings submitted with the Building Permit

Application.
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For infor»tation about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.s -

planning.orQ

34. Transit Center District Open Space Fee. Pursuant to Section 424.6, the Project Sponsor shall pay a fee

of to be deposited in the Transit Center District Open Space Fund. The purpose of this Fund is to provide
the City with the financial resources to develop public park and recreation facilities for the enjoyment of
employees, residents, and visitors in downtown San Francisco. The net addition of gross floor area

subject to the fee shall be the increment of additional gross floor azea beyond the gross floor area

approved for the Previous Project (Case No. 2006.1524X, Motion No. 18268), as determined based on

drawings submitted with the Building Permit Application.

For information about compliance, contact the Planning Department at 415-558-6378, urunv.sf-planning.org

35. Transit Center District Transportation and Street Improvement Fee. Pursuant to Section 424.7, the

Project Sponsor shall pay a fee which will be deposited in the Transit Center District Transportation and

Street Improvement Fund. The purpose of this Fund is to provide the City with the financial resources to

design and implement transportation improvements in downtown San Francisco. The net addition of

gross floor area subject to the fee shall be the increment of additional gross floor area beyond the gross
floor area approved for the Previous Project project (Case No. 2006.1524X, Motion No. 18268), as

determined based on drawings submitted with the Building Permit Application.

For information about compliance, contact the Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.sf-planning.org

36. Transit Center District Mello Roos Coaununity Facilities District Program. Pursuant to Section

424.8, the Project Sponsor is required to participate in a Transit Center District Mello Roos Community

Facilities District (CFD) and to include the area of the increment of additional gross floor area beyond the

gross floor area approved for the Previous Project in the CFD prior to issuance of the First Temporary

Certificate of Occupancy for the Project. The Project Sponsor must demonstrate compliance with this

requirement prior to approval of the site permit by the Planning Department.

For information about compliance, contact the Planning Department at 415-558-6378, wwzv.s,~plamzing.or~

37. Art - C-3 District. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 429 (formerly 149), the Project shall include

works) of art valued at an amount equal to one percent of the hard construction costs for the Project as

determined by the Director of the Department of Building Inspection. The Project Sponsor shall provide

to the Director necessary information to make the determination of construction cost hereunder.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, wzvcu.sf-

planning_o~Q

38. Art Plaques - C-3 District. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 429{b) (formerly 149(b)) the Project

Sponsor shall provide a plaque or cornerstone identifying the architect, the artwork creator and the

Project completion date in a publicly conspicuous location on the Project Site. The design and content of

the plaque shall be approved by Department staff prior to its installation.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6375, wurw.sf-

planning.org

39. Art - C-3 District. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 429 (formerly 149), the Project Sponsor and the

Project artist shall consult with the Planning Department during design development regazding the

height, size, and final type of the art. The final art concept shall be submitted for review for consistency

SAN FNANCISCO
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with this Motion by, and shall be satisfactory to, the Director of the Planning Department in consultation

with the Commission. The Project Sponsor and the Director shall report to the Commission on the

progress of the development and design of the art concept prior to the submittal of the first building or

site permit application

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.sf-

nlanning.nrg

40. Art - C-3 District. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 429 (formerly 149), prior to issuance of any

certificate of occupancy, the Project Sponsor shall install the public art generally as described in this

Motion and make it available to the public. If the Zoning Administrator concludes that it is not feasible to

install the works) of art within the time herein specified and the Project Sponsor provides adequate

assurances that such works will be installed in a timely manner, the Zoning Administrator may extend

the time for installation for a period of not more than twelve (12) months.

For information about compliance, confact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, ~•sf-

plannin~..orQ

MONITORING -AFTER ENTITLEMENT

41. Enforcement. Violation of any of the Planning Department conditions of approval conEained in this

Motion or of any other provisions of Planning Code applicable to this Project shall be subject to the

enforcement procedures and administrative penalties set forth under Planning Code Section 176 or

Section 176.1. The Planning Department may also refer the violation complaints to other city

departments and agencies for appropriate enforcement action under their jurisdiction.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.s -

nlanning. arg

42. Revocation due to Violation of Conditions. Should implementation of this Project result in

complaints from interested property owners, residents, or commercial lessees which are not resolved by

the Project Sponsor and found to be in violation of the Planning Code and/or the specific conditions of

approval for the Project as set forth in Exhibit A of this Motion, the Zoning Administrator shall refer such

complaints to the Commission, after which it may hold a public hearing on the matter to consider

revocation of this authorization.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.s -

planning,or~

43. Priority Processing. The Project Sponsor shall, within six months of a first Certificate of Occupancy,

provide the Zoning Administrator verification that the project has achieved a Gold Rating plus fifteen

percent using the LEER Building Rating Systems adopted under the Leadership in Energy and

Environmental Design program of the U.S. Green Building Council (or that achieve equivalent high

sustainability standards under other "green building" rating systems approved by the Director), as

approved by the Director of the Department of Building Inspection. Failure to achieve sustainability

standards will result in a hearing before the Planning Commission to assess offsets that will ameliorate

the sustainability shortfalls caused by noncompliance with this condition.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, wzvw•sf-

planning.org
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44. Garbage, Recycling, and Composting Receptacles. Garbage, recycling, and compost containers shall

be kept within the premises and hidden from public view, and placed outside only when being serviced

by the disposal company. Trash shall be contained and disposed of pursuant to garbage and recycling

receptacles guidelines set forth by the Department of Public Works.

For information about compliance, contact Bureau of Street Use and Mapping, Department of Public Works at 415-

554-.5810, http:lls~' .or4

45. Sidewalk Maintenance. The Project Sponsor shall maintain the main entrance to the building and all

sidewalks abutting the subject property in a clean and sanitary condition in compliance with the

Department of Public Works Streets and Sidewalk Maintenance Standards.

For information about compliance, contact Bureau of Street Llse and Mapping, Department of Public Works, 415-

695-2017, h#t~flsfdnw.arg

46. Community Liaison. Prior to issuance of a building permit to construct the project and implement

the approved use, the Project Sponsor shall appoint a community liaison officer to deal with the issues of

concern to owners and occupants of nearby properties. The Project Sponsor shall provide the Zoning

Administrator with written notice of the name, business address, and telephone number of the

community liaison. Should the contact information change, the Zoning Administrator shall be made

aware of such change. The community liaison shall report to the Zoning Administrator what issues, if

any, are of concern to the community and what issues have not been resolved by the Project Sponsor.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, uruna.s -

nlanni~tg.org
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m 

wi
ll
 b
e
 t
o 
de

te
rm

in
e 
to
 t
he

 e
xt

en
t 
po

ss
ib

le
 t
he
 p
re
se
nc
e 
or
 a
bs
en
ce

of
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 r
es

ou
rc

es
 a
n
d
 t
o 
id
en
ti
fy
 a
nd
 t
o 
ev

al
ua

te
 w
he

th
er

 a
n
y

a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 r
es
ou
rc
e 
en
co
un
te
re
d 
o
n
 t
he
 s
it

e 
co
ns
ti
tu
te
s 
a
n
 h
is
to
ri
ca
l

re
so
ur
ce
 u
nd
er
 C
E
Q
A
.

A
t t

he
 c
om

pl
et

io
n 
of

 th
e 
ar

ch
eo

lo
gi

ca
l 
te
st
in
g 
pr
og
ra
m,
 t
he

 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
co

ns
ul

ta
nt

 s
ha

ll
 s
ub

mi
t 
a
 w
ri

tt
en

 r
ep
or
t 
of

 t
he

 fi
nd
in
gs
 t
o 
th

e 
E
R
O
.
 If

 b
as

ed
o
n 
th
e 
ar
ch
eo
lo
gi
ca
l 
te
st
in
g 
pr
og
ra
m 
th
e 
ar
ch
eo
lo
gi
ca
l 
co

ns
ul

ta
nt

 fi
nd

s 
th
at

si
gn

if
ic

an
t 
ar
ch
eo
lo
gi
ca
l 
re

so
ur

ce
s 
m
a
y
 b
e 
pr

es
en

t,
 t
he
 E
R
O
 i
n 
co

ns
ul

ta
ti

on
w
it
h 
th

e 
ar
ch
eo
lo
gi
ca
l 
co
ns
ul
ta
nt
 s
ha
ll
 d
et

er
mi

ne
 if

 a
dd

it
io

na
l 
me
as
ur
es
 a
re

w
ar
ra
nt
ed
. 
Ad
di
ti
on
al
 m
ea

su
re

s 
th

at
 m
a
y
 b
e 
un

de
rt

ak
en

 i
nc
lu
de
 a
dd

it
io

na
l

a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 t
es
ti
ng
, 
ar

ch
eo

lo
gi

ca
l 
mo

ni
to

ri
ng

, 
an

d/
or

 a
n
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 d
at

a
re
co

ve
ry

 p
ro
gr
am
. 

If
 t
he

 E
R
O
 d
et
er
mi
ne
s 
th

at
 a
 s
ig

ni
fi

ca
nt

 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
re
so

ur
ce

 i
s 
pr
es
en
t 
an
d 
th

at
 t
he
 r
es
ou
rc
e 
co
ul
d 
be
 a
dv
er
se
ly
 a
ff
ec
te
d 
by
 t
he

pr
op
os
ed
 p
ro

je
ct

, a
t 
th

e 
di
sc
re
ti
on
 o
f 
th
e 
pr

oj
ec

t 
sp
on
so
r 
ei
th
er
:

R)
 T
h e
 p
ro
po
se
d 
pr
oj
ec
t 
sh

al
l 
b
e
 r
e-
de

si
gn

ed
 s
o
 a
s
 t
o 
av

oi
d 
a
n
y
 a
dv
er
se

ef
fe
ct

 o
n
 t
he
 s
ig

ni
fi

ca
nt

 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 r
es

ou
rc

e;
 o
r

B)
 A
 d
at

a 
re
co
ve
ry
 p
ro

gr
am

 s
ha
ll
 b
e 
im
pl
em
en
te
d,
 u
nl
es
s 
th

e 
E
R
O

de
te

rm
in

es
 t
ha

t 
th

e 
ar

ch
eo

lo
gi

ca
l 
re
so

ur
ce

 i
s 
of

 g
re
at
er
 i
nt
er
pr
et
iv
e 
th
an

re
se

ar
ch

 s
ig
ni
fi
ca
nc
e 
an
d 
th

at
 in

te
rp
re
ti
ve
 u
se

 o
f 
th
e 
re
so
ur
ce
 i
s

fe
as
ib
le
.
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l
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S
c
h
e
d
u
l
e
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ni
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ng
lR
ep
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t

R
es
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ns
ib
il
it
y

St
at

us
/D

at
e 
C
o
m
p
l
e
t
e
d
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gC

ul
tu

ra
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Re
~e
ro
~r
ae
~-
Ri
ct
~o
la
9Y
, (

ca
~i
it
in
ue
~ 
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..

~.

~
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r ~
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A
rc
he
ol
og
ic
al
 M
on

it
or

in
g 
Pr
~g
re
m.
 If

 t
he
 E
R
O
 i
n 
co

ns
ul

ta
ti

on
 w
it
h 
th
e

E
R
O
 a
n
d

On
go
in
g 
du

ri
ng

E
R
O
 a
n
d
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
Co
ns
id
er
ed
 c
om

pl
et

e

a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 c
on
su
lt
an
t 
de

te
rm

in
es

 t
ha
t 
a
n
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 m
on
it
or
in
g

ar
ch

eo
lo

gi
ca

l
al
l s

oi
l-
di

st
ur

bi
ng

co
ns

ul
ta

nt
.

u
p
o
n
 e
n
d
 o
f 
ex
ca
va
ti
on

pr
og
ra
m 
sh

al
l 
b
e
 i
mp
le
me
nt
ed
 t
he
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 m
on

it
or

in
g 
pr

og
ra

m 
(
A
M
P
)

co
ns
ul
ta
nt
.

ac
ti
vi
ti
es
:

ac
ti

vi
ti

es
.

s
ha

ll
 m
in

im
al

ly
 i
nc
lu
de
 t
he
 f
ol

lo
wi

ng
 p
ro

vi
si

on
s:

tr
ai
ni
ng
 f
or

C
on
st
ru
ct
io
n

T
h
e
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 c
on

su
lt

an
t,

 p
ro
je
ct
 s
po

ns
or

, 
a
n
d
 E
R
O
 s
ha
ll
 m
e
e
t
 a
n
d

M
a
n
a
g
e
r
 t
o 
b
e

co
ns

ul
t 
o
n
 t
he

 s
c
o
p
e
 o
f 
th
e 
A
M
P
 r
ea

so
na

bl
y 
pr

io
r t

o 
a
n
y
 p
ro

je
ct
-r
el
at
ed

co
mp
le
te
d 

pr
io

r
so

il
s 
di

st
ur

bi
ng

 a
ct
iv
it
ie
s 
c
o
m
m
e
n
c
i
n
g
.
 T
h
e
 E
R
O
 i
n 
co

ns
ul

ta
ti

on
 w
it
h 
th
e

to
 s
ta
rt
 o
f 
so

il
-

ar
ch

eo
lo

gi
ca

l 
co

ns
ul

ta
nt

 s
ha
ll
 d
et

er
mi

ne
 w
h
a
t
 p
ro

je
ct

 a
ct
iv
it
ie
s 
sh
al
l 
b
e

di
st

ur
bi

ng

a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
ly

 m
on
it
or
ed
. 
In
 m
o
s
t
 c
as
es
, 
a
n
y
 s
oi

ls
- 
di

st
ur

bi
ng

 a
ct

iv
it

ie
s,

ac
ti

vi
ty

.

s
uc
h 
a
s
 d
em
ol
it
io
n,
 fo

un
da
ti
on
 r
em

ov
al

, 
ex
ca
va
ti
on
, 
gr
ad
in
g,
 ut

il
it
ie
s

in
st
al
la
ti
on
, f
ou
nd
at
io
n 
wo
rk
, 
dr

iv
in

g 
of
 p
il
es
 (f

ou
nd

at
io

n,
 s
ho

ri
ng

, 
et
c.
),

s
it
e 
re
me

di
at

io
n,

 et
c.

, 
sh
al
l 
re

qu
ir

e 
ar

ch
eo

lo
gi

ca
l 
mo

ni
to

ri
ng

 b
ec
au
se
 o
f

th
e
 r
is
k 
th
es
e 
ac
ti
vi
ti
es
 p
o
s
e
 t
o 
po

te
nt

ia
l 
ar

ch
ae

ol
og

ic
al

 r
es

ou
rc

es
 a
n
d
 t
o

th
ei

r 
de

po
si

ti
on

al
 c
on

te
xt

;

•
 

T
h
e
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 c
on

su
lt

an
t 
sh
al
l 
ad

vi
se

 a
ll
 p
ro
je
ct
 c
on

tr
ac

to
rs

 t
o 
b
e
 o
n

th
e
 a
le
rt
 fo

r 
ev
id
en
ce
 o
f 
th

e 
pr

es
en

ce
 o
f 
th
e 
ex

pe
ct

ed
 r
es

ou
rc

e(
s)

, 
of

ho
w
 t
o 
id
en
ti
ty
 t
he
 e
vi

de
nc

e 
of
 t
he
 e
xp

ec
te

d 
re

so
ur

ce
(s

),
 a
n
d
 o
f 
th
e

a
pp

ro
pr

ia
te

 p
ro
to
co
l 
in

 t
he

 e
ve
nt
 o
f 
ap

pa
re

nt
 d
is
co
ve
ry
 o
f 
a
n

a
rc
he
ol
og
ic
al
 r
es
ou
rc
e;

T
h
e
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 m
on
it
or
s)
 sh

al
l 
b
e
 p
re

se
nt

 o
n
 t
he
 p
ro

je
ct

 s
it

e
a
cc

or
di

ng
 t
o 
a
 s
ch
ed
ul
e 
ag
re
ed
 u
po
n 
by
 t
he
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 c
on

su
lt

an
t

a
nd
 t
he
 E
R
O
 u
nt
il
 t
he

 E
R
O
 h
as

, 
in

 c
on

su
lt

at
io

n 
wi
th
 p
ro

je
ct

a
rc
he
ol
og
ic
al
 c
on

su
lt

an
t,

 d
et

er
mi

ne
d 
th

at
 p
ro

je
ct

 c
on

st
ru

ct
io

n 
ac
ti
vi
ti
es

co
ul
d 
ha
ve
 n
o
 e
ff
ec
ts
 o
n
 s
ig
ni
fi
ca
nt
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 d
ep
os
it
s;

•
 

T
h
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he
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 m
on
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 s
ha
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a
n
d
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e
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ho
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ol
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n
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 w
ar
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a
n
 i
nt
ac
t 
ar

ch
eo

lo
gi

ca
l 
de

po
si

t 
is

 e
nc

ou
nt

er
ed

, 
al

l s
oi
ls
-d
is
tu
rb
in
g

Co
ns
tr
uc
ti
on

Du
ri

ng
Ar
ch
eo
lo
gi
ca
l 
mo

n+
to

r
U
p
o
n
 d
is

co
ve

ry
.

a
ct
iv
it
ie
s 
in

 t
he
 v
ic
in
it
y 
of

 th
e 
de

po
si

t 
sh

al
l 
c
ea

se
. 
T
h
e
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
m
a
n
a
g
e
r
 a
n
d

ex
ca

va
ti

on
 a
nd

to
 e
va

lu
at

e 
an

y 
bu

ri
ed

m
on

ft
or

 s
ha

ll
 b
e
 e
m
p
o
w
e
r
e
d
 t
o 
te

mp
or

ar
il

y 
re
di
re
ct

ar
ch

eo
lo

gi
ca

l
ot
he
r 
so
il
-

cu
lt
ur
al
 m
at
er
ia
l

de
mo
li
ti
oN
ex
ca
va
ti
on
/p
il
e 
dr

iv
in

g/
in

st
ru

ct
io

n 
ac
ti
vi
ti
es
 a
nd
 e
qu
ip
me
nt

co
ns
ul
ta
nt
 a
n
d

di
st

ur
bi

ng
en
co
un
te
re
d 
du
ri
ng

un
ti
l t

he
 d
ep
os
it
 is

 e
va
lu
at
ed
. 

If
 in

 t
he

 c
as

e 
of

 p
il
e 
dr
iv
in
g 
ac
ti
vi
ty

mo
ni
to
r(
s)
.

ac
ti
vi
ti
es
,

co
ns
tr
uc
ti
on
 t
o

(
fo

un
da

ti
on

, 
sh

or
in

g,
 et

c.
),

 t
he

 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 m
on
it
or
 h
as
 c
au

se
 t
o

de
te

rm
in

e 
si

gn
if

ic
an

ce
,

be
li

ev
e 
th

at
 t
he

 p
il
e 
dr
iv
in
g 
ac
ti
vi
ty
 m
a
y
 a
ff

ec
t 
an
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 r
es

ou
rc

e,
a
n
d
 s
ha

ll
 r
ep
or
t 

fi n
di
ng
s

th
e
 p
il

e 
dr

iv
in

g 
ac
ti
vi
ty
 s
ha

ll
 b
e
 t
er

mi
na

te
d 

un
ti
l a
n
 a
pp

ro
pr

ia
te

to
 E
R
O
.

e
va

lu
at

io
n 
of

 t
he

 r
es
ou
rc
e 
ha
s 
be

en
 m
a
d
e
 i
n 
co

ns
ul

ta
ti

on
 w
it
h 
th
e 
E
R
O
.

T
he
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 c
on
su
lt
an
t 
sh

al
l 
im

me
di

at
el

y 
no

ti
fy

 t
he
 E
R
O
 o
f 
th

e
e
nc
ou
nt
er
ed
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 d
ep

os
it

. 
T
h
e
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 c
on
su
lt
an
t 
sh
al
l

m
ak
e 
a
 r
ea

so
na

bl
e 
ef

fo
rt

 t
o 
as
se
ss
 t
he

 i
de

nt
it

y,
 in

te
gr

it
y,

 a
nd

si
gn
if
ic
an
ce
 o
f 
th

e 
en
co
un
te
re
d 
ar

ch
eo

lo
gi

ca
l 
de
po
si
t,
 a
nd
 p
re

se
nt

 t
he

fi
nd
in
gs
 o
f 
th

is
 a
ss

es
sm

en
t 
to
 t
he
 E
R
O
.
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he
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 o
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no
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si

gn
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an
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ch
eo

lo
gi

ca
l 
re

so
ur

ce
s 
ar
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 th

e
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 s
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 s
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 w
ri
tt
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 t
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in

di
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 t
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m
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or
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og
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m 
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 E
R
O
.
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EXHIBIT B



August 30, 2016

Application for Sidewalk Legislation

Property Address: 350 Mission Street San Francisco 94105

Assessor's Block: 3710 Lot Number: 017

City and County Surveyor
Department of Public Works
Bureau of Street-Use &Mapping
1155 Market Street, 3rd Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Sir:

I, hereby submit to you for your review and processing a proposed official sidewalk change, together with
the Sidewalk Legislation Application, the checklist and all applicable items, fees, documents and data
checked thereon.

The proposed sidewalk changes includes the widening the sidewalks along the Mission and Fremont
Street frontages at 350 Mission in accordance with the Transit Center District Plan and Better Streets
Plan. The sidewalk along Fremont Street will be widened to a width of twenty feet and a bulb out created
at the north east corner of the intersection of Mission and Fremont. Due the recently installed Auxiliary
Water Supply System off the face of existing Mission Street Sidewalk in accordance with the transit
center district plan the sidewalk along Mission Street cannot be widened.

Respectful) ,

Nicole Slromsness
Project Manager
Kilroy Realty Corporation

Attachment: Application Packet



City and County of San Francisco Department of Public Works

D. APPLICATION FOR SIDEWALK LEGISLATION

Property Address: 350 Mission Street, San Francesco 94105

Assessor's Block:.3710 Lot Number~s):.0~7

Cjwmer information.

Name: KR 350 Mission LLC (owner representative: Nicole Stromsness)
Address: 100 First Street Suite 250, San Francisco CA 94105
Phone: 415-77&5674 E-mail: nstromsness@kilroyreafty.com
Person to be contacted concerning tfiis project tff di~erent rrom owner):

Name:

Address:

Phone: E-mail:

.Firm or agent preparing the plans:

Name: BKF Engineers (Brian Scott)
Address: 255 Shoreline Drive, Suite 200, Redwood City CA 94065
Phone: 650-482-6335 E-mail: bscott(a~bkf.com

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

(We) Nicole Stromsness
(Print Applicants Full Name)

declare, under penalty of perjury, that I am (we are) the owners) [authorized agent of the owner(s)] of the
property that is the subject of this application, that the statements herein and in the attached exhibits present
the information required for this application, and the information presented is true and correct to the best of my
(our) knowledg d elief.

Signed: Date: -I ~~ ~ .2.0~ ~p

Signed: Date:

Sidewalk Legislation Appligtion (July 1,2014) Page 9 of 18



City and County of San Francisco

E. SIDEWALK LEGISLATION APPLICATION CHECKLIST

Property Address' .350 Mission Street, San Francisco Ca 94105

Assessor's Block: 3710 Lot Number(s):.o~~

Check the following items enclosed where applicable:

Sut~mitted
per

gutdelinea
and in this No. Item Q~acription and Qrder Total of Attachment No.

Wnere a ~~ebie( PW
order?

copies

Yes No

~ ~ ~ 1. Cover Letter ~

2. Four (4) copies of Plans
❑ ❑ Note: You may submit your drawings on a CD with your 4

a lication in either PDF or 2010, 2012 DWG format.

~ ❑ ❑ 3. DPW Fee $2,500.00 ~

4. General Plan Referral Fee
~(please check Planning Department's website for current fees)

~ ~ ~ 5. Project Information ~ Attachment
No. 1

~ ~ ~ 6. General Plan RefeRal application 2 Attachment
(include required photos) No. 2

Sidewalk Legislation Application (July 1, 2014) Page 11 of 18



City and County of San Francisco Department of Public Works

G. ATTACHMENTS

Attachment No. 1
Project Information

Property Address:. 350 Mission Street, San Francisco CA 94105

Assessor's Block:.3~~o Lot Number(s):.o~~

Department of Citv Planning (DCP)

1. Has the Department of City Planning reviewed your project?
No ❑ Yes ~ (Please provide information below.)

Date of Review: August 15, 2013

City Planning Case No. 20~3.o276BX

City Planning reviewer's name: Kevin Guy

(if available)

2. Does the sidewalk change have General Plan Referral Approval?
No ~ (You must submit a General Plan Referral application as part of this package.)

Yes ❑ (Submit a copy of the General Plan Referral Approval and provide the information below.)

Date of Approval:

City Planning Case No.

3. Has the sidewalk change been environmentally cleared under the California Environmental Quality Act?
No ❑

Yes ~ (Submit a copy of the Approval and provide the information below.)

Date of Approval: August 75, 2013

City Planning Case No. 20~3.o276ax

BSM —Street Imarovement Permits)

1. Have you submitted an application for aStreet-Improvement Permit? In order to construct the newly
legislated sidewalk, a Street Improvement Permit from the BSM Permits Section will be required.

No ❑ Yes ~ (Please provide information below.)

Name of erson who reviewed the ro'ect Permit No

~ Berhane Gaime 151E-0169
2

3
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City and County of San Francisco Department of Public Works

DPW —Hydraulic Enaineerinq

1. Has your project been reviewed by the Hydraulic Engineering Section
No ❑ Yes ~ (Please provide information below.)

Name of erson who reviewed the ro'ect Date Reviewed
1

2

3

2. Was it determined that your proposal will meet the 100 year storm requirements?
No ❑ Yes ❑ (Please provide a copy of the approved hydraulic analysis.)

Fire Department

1. Has the Fire Department reviewed your plans?
No ❑ Yes ~ (Please provide information below.)

Name of person who reviewed the project Section Date

~ Sagive Weiss-Ishai sureau of Fire Prevention and Pubic safety AUQUSt O4 2O~ 4
2

3

2. Are there fire hydrants in the area of your proposed work?
No ❑ Yes ~ (Please provide information below.)

T e Low ressure or Hi h Pressure Location intersection corner or frontin address

~ Low Pressure Fremont and Mission
2

3

4

3. What will be the minimum clear street width within the areas of the proposed changes? Do not include
parking lane widths. The width of bicycle lanes shall be included for this calculation. If your sidewalk
change will take place at a corner, provide the new clear width for each street.

Location intersection corner or frontin address Width in feet

~ Fremont and Mission 30'
2

3

4
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City and County of San Francisco Department of Public Works

4. What will be the maximum height of the buildings) fronting the sidewalk change and immediately across
the street?

Location intersection corner or frontin address Hei ht in feet

~ Fremont and Mission 415' and 600'
2

3

4

Municipal Transportation Aaencv (MTAI

1. Has MTA reviewed your plans?
No ~ Yes ❑ (Please provide information below.)

Name of erson who reviewed the ro'ect MTA Section
1

2

3

2. Has your project been reviewed by the Transportation Advisory Staff Committee (TASC)?
No ~ Yes ❑ (Please provide information below.)

Date Heard by TASC:

Date Approved by TASC:

3. Will your proposed work change street parking?
No ❑ Yes" ~ (Please provide information below.)

How many parking spots will be removed? 4

List proposed curb color (red, blue, green, yellow, etc.)'`'' White

NOTE:
*Changes to on-street parking may require public hearing and MTA Board legislation which will
extend review time.
** Requests for new color curb require MTA Board legislation. Refer to www.sfmta.com for further
info on submitting an application under the color curb program.
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Planning Commission Motion 18957 Planning

Section 309 Formation:
415.558.6377

HEARING DATE: AUGUST 15, 2013

Date: August 1, 2013

Case No.: 2013.0276BX

Project Address: 350 MISSION STREET

Zoning: C-3-O(SD) (Downtown Office Special Development)

Transit Center C-3-O (SD) Commercial Special Use District

700-S-2 Height and Bulk District

Block/Lot: 3710/017

Project Sponsor: KR 350 Mission, LLC

c/o Daniel Frattin of Reuben, Junius &Rose LLP

One Bush Street, Suite 600

San Francisco, CA 94104

Staff Contact: Kevin Guy — (415) 558-6163

Kevin.Guu@sfgov.org

ADOPTING FINDINGS RELATED TO THE APPROVAL OF A SECTION 309 DETERMINATION OF COMPLIANCE
AND REQUEST FOR EXCEPTIONS FOR SEPARATION OF TOWERS UNDER PLANNING CODE SECTION
132.1, GROUND•LEVEL WIND CURRENTS UNDER PLANNING CODE SECTION 148, FREIGHT LOADING
UNDER PLANNING CODE SECTION 152.1, AND BULK REQUIREMENTS UNDER PLANNING CODE SECTIONS
270 AND 272 TO CONSTRUCT UP TO SIX ADDITIONAL STORIES ATOP A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED, 24-
STORY TOWER, RESULTING IN A NEW BUILDING OF UP TO 30 STORIES, AT A ROOF HEIGHT OF UP TO
APPROXIMATELY 424 FEET, WITH A MECHANICAL PARAPET REACHING A HEIGHT OF UP TO
APPROXIMATELY 455 FEET, CONTAINING UP TO APPROXIMATELY 420,000 SQUARE FEET OF OFFICE
USES, APPROXIMATELY 5,400 SQUARE FEET OF RETAIL SPACE, APPROXIMATELY 23,500 SQUARE FEET
OF SUBTERRANEAN PARKING AREA, AND APPROXIMATELY 9,650 SQUARE FEET OF PUBLICLY-
ACCESSIBLE INTERIOR OPEN SPACE, LOCATED AT 350 MISSION STREET (ASSESSOR'S BLOCK 3710,
LOT 017), WITHIN THE C•3-0 (SD) (DOWNTOWN OFFICE-SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT) DISTRICT, THE TRANSIT
CENTER C-3-0 (SD) COMMERCIAL SPECIAL USE DISTRICT, AND THE 700-S-2 HEIGHT AND BULK
DISTRICT, AND ADOPTING FINDINGS UNDER THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT.

www.sfplanning.arg
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PREAMBLE

On February 10, 2011, the Planning Commission ("Commission) conducted a duly noticed public hearing
at a regularly scheduled meeting and approved a Downtown Project Authorization and Requests for
Exceptions pursuant to Planning Code Section ("Section") 309 (Motion No. 18268), and an allocation of
office space pursuant to Sections 320 through 325 (Annual Office Development Limitation Program,
Motion No. 18267), in connection with a proposal to demolish an existing four-story building containing
office and retail uses and construct a 24-story, 350-foot tall building containing approximately 340,000
gross square feet of office space, approximately 1,000 square feet of retail space, approximately 23,500
square feet of subterranean parking area, and approximately 12,700 square feet of publicly-accessible
interior open space, on a property located at 350 Mission Street, Lot 017 of Assessor's Block 3710 ("Project
Site"). At the same hearing on February 10, 2011, the Zoning Administrator indicated an intent to grant a
requested Variance from Section 155(s)(5)(A), to allow a garage entry width measuring approximately 33
fee, where the Plaiuiulg Code limits the maximum permitted width of a shared parking and loading
garage opening to 27 feet. On April 14, 2011, the Zoning Administrator issued a Variance Decision Letter
formally granting the requested Variance (collectively, "Previous Project", Case No. 2006.1524EBKXV).
The Planning Commission approvals and related building permits for the Previous Project are vested,
and the building is currently under construction.

On March 14, 2013, Daniel Frattin, acting on behalf of KR 350 Mission, LLC ("Project Sponsor") applied
for an allocation of up to 80,000 square feet of office space in order to amend the Previous Project to add
up to six additional floors of office space, pursuant to Sections 321 and 322 (Annual Office Development
Limitation Program) (Case No 2013.0276B). On April 25, 2013, the Project Sponsor applied for a
Downtown Project Authorization and Requests for Exceptions, pursuant to Section 309, in order to
amend the Previous Project to add up to six additional floors of office space, make minor changes to khe
configuration of ground-floor retail space, and create a 4,300 gross square foot restaurant at the second
floor. The project, as amended, would construct a new building of up to 30 stories, at a roof height of up
to approximately 424 feet, with a mechanical pazapet height of up to approximately 455 feet, containing
up to approximately 420,000 square feet of office uses, approximately 5,400 square feet of retail space,
approximately 23,500 square feet of subterranean parking area, and approximately 9,650 square feet of
publicly-accessible interior open space, located at 350 Mission Street (Assessor's Block 3710, Lot 017),
within the C-3-0 (SD) (Downtown Office-Special Development) District, the Transit Center C-3-0 (SD)

Commercial Special Use District, and the 700-S-2 Height and Bulk District (collectively, "Project", Case
No. 2013.0276BX).

On May 24, 2012, the Planning Commission held a duly advertised public hearing and recommended
approval of the Transit Center District Plan ("TCDP" or "Plan")and related implementing Ordinances to
the Board of Supervisors. The result of a multi-year public and cooperative interagency planning process
that began in 2007, the Plan is a comprehensive vision for shaping growth on the southern side of
Downtown to respond to and support the construction of the new Transbay Transit Center project,
including the Downtown Rail Extension. Implementation of the Plan would result in generation of up to
$590 million for public infrastructure, including over $400 million for the Downtown Rail Extension.
Adoption of the Plan included height reclassification of numerous parcels in the area to increase height

saN f~arocisco
PLANNING DEP,gTMENT
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limits, including a landmark tower site in front of the Transit Center with a height limit of 1,000 feet and
several other nearby sites with height limits ranging from 600 to 850 feet.

On July 24, 2012, the Board of Supervisors held a duly noticed public hearing, affirmed the Final EIR and

approved the Plan, as well as the associated ordinances to implement the Plan on first reading.

On July 31, 2012, the Board of Supervisors held a duly noticed public hearing, and approved the Plan, as

well as the associated ordinances to implement the Plan on final reading.

On August 8, 2012, Mayor Edwin Lee signed into law the ordinances approving and implementing the

Plan, which subsequently became effective on September 7, 2012.

The environmental effects of the Project were determined by the Department to have been fully reviewed

under the Transit Center District Plan Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter "EIR"). The EIR was

prepared, circulated for public review and comment, and, at a public hearing on May 24, 2012, by Motion

No. 18628, certified by the Commission as complying with the California Environmental Quality Act (Cal.

Pub. Res. Code Section 21000 et seq., (hereinafter "CEQA"). The Commission has reviewed the Final EIR,

which has been available for this Commissions review as well as public review.

The Transit Center District Plan EIR is a Program EIR. Pursuant to CEQA Guideline 15168(c)(2), if the

lead agency finds that no new effects could occur or no new mitigation measures would be required of a

proposed project, the agency may approve the project as being within the scope of the project covered by

the program EIR, and no additional or new environmental review is required. In approving the Transit

Center District Plan, the Commission adopted CEQA Findings in its Motion No. 18629 and hereby

incorporates such Findings by reference.

Additionally, State CEQA Guidelines Section 15183 provides a streamlined environmental review for

projects that are consistent with the development density established by existing zoning, community plan

or general plan policies for which an EIR was certified, except as might be necessary to examine whether

there are project-specific effects which are peculiar to the project or its site. Section 15183 specifies

that examination of environmental effects shall be limited to those effects that (a) are peculiar to the

project or parcel on which the project would be located, (b) were not analyzed as significant effects in a

prior EIR on the zoning action, general plan or community plan with which the project is consistent, (c)

are potentially significant off-site and cumulative impacts which were not discussed in the underlying

EIR, or(d) are previously identified in the EIR, but which are determined to have a more severe adverse

impact than that discussed in the underlying EIR. Section 15183(c) specifies that if an impact is not

peculiar to the parcel or to the proposed project, then an EIR need not be prepared for that project solely

on the basis of that impact.

On July 30, 2013, the Department determined that the proposed application did not require further

environmental review under Section 15183 of the CEQA Guidelines and Public Resources Code Section

21083.3. The Project is consistent with the adopted zoning controls in the Transit Center District Plan and

was encompassed within the analysis contained in the Transit Center District Plan Final EIR. Since the

Transit Center District Plan Final EIR was finalized, there have been no substantial changes to the Transit

Center District Plan and no substantial changes in circumstances that would require major revisions to

SAN FRANCISCO 3
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the Final EIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or an increase in the

severity of previously identified significant impacts, and there is no new information of substantial
importance that would change the conclusions set forth in the Final EIR. The file for this project,
including the Transit Center District Plan Final EIR and the Community Plan Exemption certificate, is
available for review at the San Francisco Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San
Francisco, California.

Planning Department staff prepared a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) setting

forth mitigation measures that were identified in the Transit Center District Plan EIR that are applicable
to the project. These mitigation measures are set farth in their entirety in the MMRP attached to the draft

Motion as Exhibit C.

On February 10, 2011, the Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled
meeting on Case No. 2013.0276BX. The Commission has heard and considered the testimony presented to
it at the public hearing and has further considered written materials and oral testimony presented on
behalf of the applicant, the Plannuig Department staff, and other interested parties.

MOVED, that the Commission hereby approves the Section 309 Determination of Compliance and
Request for Exceptions requested in Application No. 2013.0276X for the Project, subject to conditions
contained in Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated by reference, based on the following findings:

FINDINGS

Having reviewed the materials identified in the recitals above, and having heard all testimony and
arguments, this Commission finds, concludes, and determines as follows:

1. The above recitals are accurate and constitute findings of this Commission.

2. Site Description and Present Use. The Project Site is an 18,909 sq. ft., roughly square parcel
located at the northeast corner of Mission and Fremont Streets. The Project Site is within the
C-3-O(SD) District, the Transit Center C-3-O(SD) Commercial Special Use District, and the
700-5-2 Height and Bulk District. T'he Previous Project, as approved by the Commission and
the Zoning Admuustrator in 2011, is currently under construction.

3. Surrounding Properties and Neighborhood. The Project Site is located in an area
characterized by dense urban development. E~cisting height limits on the subject block range
from 450 to 550 feet. There are many high-rise structures containing dwellings, offices and
other commercial uses. The Project Site is surrounded by a number of high-rise buildings. 45
Fremont Street is a 34-story office building located directly to the north. 50 Beale Street is a
23-story office building located to the east. 50 Fremont Street is a 43-story office building
across Fremont Street to the west. The Millennium (301 Mission Street) is a residential
development consisting of a 60-story residential building and an 11-story tower, located
across Mission Street to the south. There are numerous smaller commercial buildings in the
area as well. The site of the future Transit Center (currently under construction), as well as
the approved Transbay Tower, is located opposite the Project Site at the southwest comer of
Mission and Fremont Streets. T'he future Transit Center is planned to accommodate local,
regional, and national bus service, as well as Caltrain and California High Speed Rail service.

SAN FRANCISCO 4
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The Project Site is located within the Transit Center District Plan (TCDP) area. The City
adopted the TCDP and related implementing ordinances in August 2012. Initiated by a multi-
year public and cooperative interagency planning process that began in 2007, the Plan is a
comprehensive vision for shaping growth on the southern side of Downtown. Broadly stated,
the goals of the TCDP are to focus regional growth (particularly employment growth) toward
downtown San Francisco in a sustainable, transit-oriented manner, sculpt the downtown

skyline, invest in substantial transportation infrastructure and improvements to streets and
open spaces, and expand protection of historic resources.

4. Proposed Project T'he Project proposes to amend the Previous Project to add up to six
additional floors of office space. T'he project, as amended, would construct a new building of
up to 30 stories, at a roof height of up to approximately 424 feet, with a mechanical parapet
height of up to approximately 455 feet, containing up to approximately 420,000 square feet of
office uses, approximately 5,400 square feet of retail space, and approximately 23,500 square
feet of subterranean parking area. The precise amount of additional floor area that would be
developed beyond the Previous Project would be based upon the anticipated needs of the
building's sole tenant ("Salesforce.com, Inc.").

Aside from the proposed height increase and additional square footage, the basic form and
design of the building would not change. However, the revisions to the Previous Project
trigger the requirement that the Commission reconsider the previously-granted exceptions
for "Sepazation of Towers", "Ground-level Wind Currents", and "Bulk Limitations". In
addition, the Project Sponsor is requesting that the Commission grant a new exception for the
number of freight loading spaces which was not required under the Previous Project.

5. Public Comment. To date, the Planning Department has received no communications
regarding the proposed Project.

6. Planning Code Compliance. The Commission finds that the Project is consistent with the
relevant provisions of the Planning Code in the following manner:

A. Floor Area Ratio (Section 124). Section 124 establishes basic floor area ratios (FAR)

for all zoning districts. As set forth in Section 124(a), the FAR for the C-3-O (SD)
District is 6.0 to 1. Under Sections 123 and 128, the FAR can be increased to 9.0 to 1

with the purchase of transferable development rights (TDR), and may exceed 9.0 to 1
without FAR limitations through participation in the Transit Center District Mello-
Roos Community Facilities District, pursuant to Section 424.8.

The Project Site has a lot area of approximately 18,909 square feet. The Approved Project is
under construction with an FAR of 18-to-1, which is vested under the pre- TCDP

entitlements. The pre-TCDP zoning established a base FAR of 9-to-1, allowing up to 170,181
square feet of Gross Floor Area ("GFA") without the purchase of TDR. With TDR, up to

340,362 square feet of GFA was permitted. The Sponsor purchased and recorded Notices of

Use for the amount of TDR required to build the Approved Project.

SAN FRANCISCO 5
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As shown in the conceptual plans for the Project, the building with the Addition would
include approximately 432,457 square feet of GFA (an FAR of approximately 22.9 to 1).
Conditions of approval are included to require the Sponsor to participate in the Transit Center
District Mello-Roos Community Facilities District to pursue development above an FAR of
9.0 to 1.

B. Section 132.1(c): Streetwall Base. In order to establish an appropriate street wall in
relation to the width of the street and to adjacent structures, and to avoid the
perception of overwhelming mass that would be created by a number of tall
buildings built close together with unrelieved vertical rise, new buildings taller than
150 feet within the C-3-O(SD) District must establish a streetwall height between 50
and 110 feet, through the use of a horizontal relief totaling at least 10 feet for a
minimum of 40 percent of the linear frontage.

The streetwall base requirements of Section 132.1(c) were included with the Planning Code
amendments associated with the TCDP that were adopted following the entitlement of the
Previous Project. These requirements apply to the portion of the building between 50 and 110
feet in height. The additional stories proposed as part of the Project would not affect the
applicable heights of the building between 50 and 100 feet. Therefore, the Project is not subject
to the streetwall base requirements of Section 132.1(c).

C. Open Space (Section 138). New buildings in the C-3-O Zoning District must provide
public open space at a ratio of one sq. ft. per 50 gross square feet of all uses, except
residential uses, institutional uses, and uses in a predominantly retail/personal
services building. This public open space must be located on the same site as the
building or within 900 feet of it within a C-3 district.

The building includes up to approximately 420,000 gross sq. ft. of new office space, and
shown in the conceptual plans for the Project. At a ratio of 1:50, 8,400 sq. ft. of open space is
required. The Project would comply with the requirement by including approximately 9,650
square feet of interior public open space on the ground and mezzanine levels. The proposed
open space is enclosed, and is designed in a manner that generally complies with the adopted
Guidelines for Downtown Open Space. The design of the open space will be further refined
throughout the building permit review process.

D. Streetscape Improvements (Section 138.1). Section 138.1(b) requires that when a
new building is constructed in the C-3 District, street trees and sidewalk paving must
be provided. Under Section 1381(c), the Commission may also require the Project
Sponsor to install additional sidewalk improvements such as lighting, special paving,
seating and landscaping in accordance with the guidelines of the Downtown
Streetscape Plan if it finds that these improvements are necessary to meet the goals
and objectives of the General Plan.

The Project would comply with this requirement by including appropriate streetscape
improvements. Subject to approval by other city bodies, these improvements would
incorporate the recommendations of the Transit Center District Plan by widening the

SAN FRRNCI5C0
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sidewalk along the Mission Street frontage to 19 feet, and along a portion of the Fremont

Street frontage to 24.5 feet.

E. Shadows on Public Sidewalks (Section 146). Section 146(a) establishes design

requirements for buildings on certain streets in order to maintain direct sunlight on

public sidewalks in certain downtown areas during critical use periods. Section

146(c) requires that other buildings, not located on the specific streets identified in

Section 146(a), shall be shaped to reduce substantial shadow impacts on public

sidewalks, if it can be done without unduly creating an unattractive design and

without unduly restricting development potential.

Section 146(a) does not apply to construction on Fremont Street or Mission Street, and

therefore does not apply to the Project. The Project is surrounded by a number of existing and

planned buildings at taller heights. These buildings would mask and subsume the shadows

cast by the Project onto surrounding sidewalks. In addition, the Project is proposed at a height

(with an addition of six stories) that is approximately 270 feet lower than the height permitted

by the 700-5-2 Height and Bulk District, thereby casting substantially less shadow than a

building constructed to the height limit for the property. The Project will not create

substantial shadow impacts to public sidewalks.

F. Shadows on Public Open Spaces (Section 147). Section 147 seeks to reduce

substantial shadow impacts on public plazas and other publicly accessible open

spaces other than those protected under Section 295. Consistent with the dictates of

good design and without unduly restricting development potential, buildings taller

than 50 feet should be shaped to reduce substantial shadow impacts on open spaces

subject to Section 147. In determining whether a shadow is substantial, the following

factors shall be taken into account: the area shaded, the shadow's duration, and the

importance of sunlight to the area in question.

The Project is subject to Section 147, because it would be approximately 455 feet tall to the

top of the mechanical screen. The Project would cast shadow on two privately owned, publicly

accessible open spaces (POPOS). However, the shadow would be insubstantial due to its

limited duration and the character of the spaces affected by it. The POPOS in question are

both relatively narrow and tucked away between existing buildings. Although both have

seating, they are used primarily as mid-block pedestrian walkways and are already heavily

shaded by existing high-rise development.

The first such space is located immediately to the north of the Project Site, between 350

Mission Street, 45 Fremont Street, and 50 Beale Street. Seating at the southern end of this

POPOS is located immediately adjacent to the existing 350 Mission Street building. With the

exception of about 90 minutes during mid-to-late afternoon around the summer solstice, when

the sun shines through a narrow gap between buildings to the west-northwest of the Project,

this seating is fully shaded under existing conditions. The northern portion is similarly

shaded but for aone-hour period around mid-day from late spring to early summer. During

this time, the sun shines through a gap between the Millennium Tower, 50 Beale Street and

350 Mission Street.

SAN FRgNCISCO 7
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The Project would obscure the mid-day sunlight available to the POPOS to the north, but

would not affect sunlight later in the afternoon. This additional shadow would be

insubstantial, because it would be limited to a brief time during late spring to early summer.
The POPOS is already heavily shaded and its primary use as mid-block pedestrian circulation

would not be adversely affected by the incremental additional shadow.

The second POPOS that would be affected by the Project is located across Fremont Street to

the west, between the loading dock for the 43-story 50 Fremont Street building to the south

and the 425 Market Street building to the north. This space is used primarily as a mid-block

pedestrian passage. It attracts a small number of lunchtime users, although it is shaded by

existing development at mid-day throughout the year. The space is generally shaded during
the morning, though it does receive some morning sun in late spring and early summer.

Project shadow would fall on this POPOS between about 9:30 a.m. and 10:30 a.m. in late
spring and early summer. This shadow would be insubstantial as it would be limited in

duration, would resemble conditions prevailing at other times of the year and would not

adversely affect the primary use of the POPOS as a mid-block pedestrian corridor.

Further, it is not feasible to redesign the Project to avoid these insubstantial effects without
unduly restricting the development potential of the Project Site. Virtually any high-rise

development would result in additional shadow on the POPOS to the north or west.

Significant reductions in floorplate size would unduly restrict development potential, and

would not substantially increase sunlight to the POPOS.

Although Section 147 does not apply to planned open spaces, the Project is not expected to

cast shadow on the planned City Park atop the new Transit Center. City Park would be

located due south of the Project, and the existing Millennium Tower would mask any shadow

generated by the Project that could potentially reach the park.

G. Parking (Section 151.1). Prior to the adoption of the Planning Code amendments

associated with the TCDP, Section 151.1 specified that non-residential uses in C-3-O
Districts are not required to provide off-street parking, but a parking area not to

exceed 7% of the gross floor area of the building is permitted as accessory. The

Planning Code amendments associated with the TCDP further restricted the parking

areas for non-residential uses to a maximum of 3.5% of the gross floor area of the

building.

The Previous Project was entitled with 340,362 gross square feet of office uses, and

approximately 23,428 square feet of gross parking area. At the time of entitlement, the
Previous Project complied with the seven percent maximum allowance for accessory parking.
The Project as proposed would not create any new parking area beyond that approved for the

Previous Project, and is not subject to the revised parking limitations associated with the

TCDP.

H. Shower and Locker Facilities (Section 155.3). New commercial buildings whose

primary use consists of offices require four showers and eight lockers when the gross

floor area exceeds 50,000 square feet.

SAN FRpNCISW
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The Project would provide the required shower and locker facilities on the lower garage level,
and therefore complies with this requirement.

I. Bicycle Parking (Section 155.4). Prior to the adoption of the Planning Code

amendments associated with the TCDP, Section 155.4 specified that new commercial
buildings whose primary use consists of offices require 12 Class 1 bicycle parking

spaces when the gross floor area exceeds 50,000 square feet. The Planning Code
amendments associated with the TCDP require that, for new commercial buildings
whose primary use consists of offices exceeding 75,000 gross square feet, 20 Class 1

bicycle parking spaces are required, plus one Class 1 space for each 5,000 square feet
in excess of 75,000 square feet. In addition, one Class 2 bicycle parking space is
required for each 50,000 gross square feet.

The Project includes 160 bicycle parking spaces, and therefore complies with this requirement.

J. Height (Section 260). Section 260 requires that the height of buildings not exceed the
limits specified in the Zoning Map and defines rules for the measurement of height.
The Project Site is within the 700-S-2 Height and Bulk District.

The Project would reach a height of up to approximately 424 feet to the roof (with a six story
addition), with rooftop mechanical structures and screening reaching a maximum height of
approximately 455 feet. The Project therefore complies with the 700 foot height limit.

K. Shadows on Parks (Section 295). Section 295 requires any project proposing a

structure exceeding a height of 40 feet to undergo a shadow analysis in order to
determine if the project will result in the net addition of shadow to properties under
the jurisdiction of the Recreation and Park Department.

The Department conducted a shadow analysis and determined that the Project would not
shade any properties under the jurisdiction of, or designated for acquisition by, the Recreation

and Park Department.

L. Downtown Park Fund (Section 412). A project in a C-3 District that proposes a net
addition of office space is required to pay a fee which will be deposited in the
Downtown Park Fund. The fee is jointly established by the Planning Commission

and the Recreation and Park Commission. The purpose of the Downtown Park Fund
is to provide the City with the financial resources to develop public park and

recreation facilities for the enjoyment of employees and visitors in downtown San
Francisco.

The Project Sponsor would comply with this requirement by contributing the required
amount. The Project Sponsor informed the Planning Commission at the hearing on August
15, 2013 that it would not seek to defer the fees applicable to the additional square footage
through the Department of Building Inspection Fee Deferral Program.

SAN FRANCISCO 9
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M. Jobs-Housing Linkage Program (Section 413). Large-scale development projects that
contain entertainment, hotel, office, research and development, or retail/personal
services uses create jobs as well as an increased demand for housing. Under Section
413, these large-scale development projects are required to pay a fee to a designated
housing developer or to the City in order to help offset the cost of building

additional housing. The Section 413 housing requirements apply to office projects
proposing at least 25,000 square feet of new use.

The Project is subject to Section 413, because it proposes up to apyroximatel~ 420,000 square
feet of office uses. The Project Sponsor would comply with Section 413 either by construction
of the units or by payment of an in-lieu fee. The Project Sponsor informed the Planning
Commission at the hearing on August 15, 2013 that it would not seek to defer the fees
applicable to the additional square footage through the Department of Building Inspection Fee
Deferral Program.

N. Childcare Requirement (Section 414). Large-scale office and hotel developments
create jobs as well as an increased demand for childcare services for the employees
who fill those jobs. Under Section 414, these large-scale development projects are
required to (1) provide on-site childcare, (2) provide off-site childcare, (3) pay an in-
lieu fee, or (4) combine the provision of on-site or off-site childcare with the payment
of an in-lieu fee. This requirement applies to office development projects proposing

the net addition of 50,000 or more gross square feet.

The Project proposes up to approximately 420,000 sq. ft. of office uses and is subject to
Section 414. The Project Sponsor would either provide the facility itself, make arrangements
with an appropriate organization to do so, or pay the in-lieu fee. The Project Sponsor informed
the Planning Commission at the hearing on August 15, 2013 that it would not seek to defer
the fees applicable to the additional square footage through the Department of Building
Inspection Fee Deferral Program.

O. Transit Center District Open Space Fee (Section 424.6). A project in the C-3-O(SD)

District that proposes a net addition of residential or non-residential use is required
to pay a fee which will be deposited in the Transit Center District Open Space Fund.
T'he purpose of this Fund is to provide the City with the financial resources to

develop public park and recreation facilities for the enjoyment of employees,
residents, and visitors in downtown San Francisco.

The requirements of Section 424.6 were included with the Planning Code amendments
associated with the TCDP that were adopted following the entitlement of the Previous Project.
Therefore, the Transit Center District Open Space Fee is only applicable to the additional floor
area that is proposed for the Project. The Project includes up to approximately 112,095 square

feet of additional floor area that will be subject to Section 424.6. The Project Sponsor informed
the Planning Commission at the hearing on August 15, 2013 that it would not seek to defer
the fees applicable to the additional square footage through the Department of Building
Inspection Fee Deferral Program.
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P. Transit Center District Transportation and Street Improvement Fee (Section 424.7).

A project in the C-3-O(SD) District that proposes a net addition of residential or non-

residential use is required to pay a fee which will be deposited in the Transit Center

District Transportation and Street Improvement Fund. The purpose of this Fund is to

provide the City with the financial resources to design and implement transportation

improvements in downtown San Francisco.

The requirements of Section 424.7 were included with the Planning Code amendments

associated with the TCDP that were adapted following the entitlement of the Previous Project.

Therefore, the Transit Center Transportation and Street Improvement Fee is only applicable

to the additional floor area that is proposed for the Project. The Project includes up to

approximately 112,095 square feet of additional floor area that will be subject to Section

424.7. The Project Sponsor informed the Planning Commission at the hearing on August 15,

2013 that it would not seek to defer the fees applicable to the additional square footage through

the Department of Building Inspection Fee Deferral Program.

Q. Transit Center District Mello Roos Community Facilities District Program (Section

424.8). A project in the C-3-O(SD) District that exceeds an FAR of 9.0 to 1 is required

to participate in a Mello Roos Community Facilities District in order to help fund

infrastructure, improvements, and services described in the Transit Center District

Implementation Document.

The Project Site has a lot area of approximately 18,909 square feet. Therefore, up to 113,454

square feet of Gross Floor Area ("GFA") is allowed under the basic FAR limit, and up to

170,181 square feet of GFA is permitted with the purchase of TDR. As shown in the

conceptual plans for the Project, the building would include approximately 432,457 square

feet of GFA (an FAR of approximately 22.9 to 1). Conditions of approval are included to

require the Project Sponsor to participate in the Transit Center District Mello-Roos

Community Facilities District to pursue development above an FAR of 9.0 to 1.

R. Public Art (Section 429). In the case of construction of a new building or addition of

floor area in excess of 25,000 square feet to an existing building in a C-3 District,

Section 429 requires a project to include works of art costing an amount equal to one

percent of the construction cost of the building.

The Project would comply by dedicating one percent of construction cost to works of art. The

conceptual plans for the Project show artwork located in the interior open space and lobby. It

would consist of a "digital canvas" on the building's core wall and ceiling, where it could be

viewed by persons inside the building, as well as those on the street. The digital canvas would

display alternating works of art on-screen by local artists. In addition, the digital canvas is

planned to incorporate a camera system to capture images from the exterior of the building,

which could then reflect and transpose passing foot traffic as a live or time-lapsed visual

graphic.

7. Exceptions Requested Pursuant to Section 309. The proposed Project is required to meet all

applicable Code requirements or request exceptions as permitted by Section 309. In

approving the previous Motion No. 18268, the Planning Commission granted specific
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exceptions regarding Setbacks and Separation of Towers (Section 132.1), Ground-Level Wind

Currents (Section 148), Parking and Loading Design to allow vehicular and loading access via

Fremont Street (Section 155(r)), and Bulk Limits (Section 270, 272). The additional floor area

proposed for the Project would not affect the previously-granted exception to allow vehicular

and loading access via Fremont Street. The Planning Commission has considered the

following exceptions to the Planning Code, makes the following findings, and grants

modifications to the previously-granted exception to Setbacks and Separation of Towers,

Ground-Level Wind Currents, and Bulk Limits. T'he Commission further grants a newly-

requested exception regarding Freight Loading (Section 152.1). These exceptions are further

described below:

A. Section 132.1: Setbacks and Separation of Towers in C-3 Districts. In order to

preserve the openness of the street to the sky and avoid the perception of

overwhelming mass, or to maintain the predominant street wall, an upper-level

setback may be required pursuant to Section 132.1. Section 132.1(c)(1) requires all

structures in the "S-2" Bulk District provide a muumum setback of 15 feet from the

interior property lines that do not abut public sidewalks and from the property lines

abutting a public street or alley. This setback increases along a sloping line for

building heights above 300 feet.

The tower separation requirement applies beginning at a height that is equal to 1.25 times the

width of the principal street on which the building faces. The Project fronts on Fremont and

Mission Streets, which each measure 82.5 feet in width. Therefore, the 15 foot setback

requirement begins at a height of approximately 103 feet. Above 300 feet in height, the setback

for those elevations fronting on a public street is measured from the centerline of the abutting

street, gradually increasing to a maximum of 70 feet at a building height of 1,000 feet. For the

Project, the required setback from the abutting streets at the top of the parapet (at a height of

approximately 455 feet) would be 27.4 feet. The Mission Street and Fremont Street elevations

comply with the tower separation requirement, with both elevations set back from the

centerline of the abutting streets by approximately 41 feet.

Above 300 feet in height, the setback for those elevations fronting an abutting interior

property line is measured from the abutting property line, gradually increasing to a

maximum of 35 feet above a building height of 550 feet. For the Project, the required setback

from the abutting property lines at the tap of the parapet (at a height of approximately 455

feet) would be 27.4 feet. Along the north elevation, the building will be set back approximately

6.5 feet from the property line. Along the east elevation, the building will be set back

approximately 14 feet from the property line. Because the Project would not provide a 15 foot

setback at the lower portion of the building, or the full 27.4 foot setback at the top of the

building, an exception is required.

Per Section 132.1(c)(2)(B), exceptions to the tower separation setback requirements

may be allowed to the extent that it is determined that restrictions on adjacent

properties make it unlikely that development will occur at a height or bulk which
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will, overall, impair access to light and air or the appearance of separation between

buildings, thereby making full setbacks unnecessary.

Overall, access to light and air or the appearance of tower separation would not be impaired by

the Project or by granting the exception. The Project Site occupies a corner lot fronting on two

wide streets, creating ample distance between it and the buildings to the south and west of the

Project Site. The Transbay Joint Power Authority ("TJPA") has proposed to develop the

southwest corner of Mission and Fremont Street as a public plaza with the low-rise Transit

Center beyond. These future TJPA developments will maintain openness, light, and air to nearby

blocks.

Adjacent and to the north of the Project Site is 45 Fremont Street, a 34-story building, that is set

back from the shared property line by approximately 39 feet. The setback area is used as a

courtyard. Combined with the setback proposed for the Project, there would be approximately 45

feet of separation between the two buildings, leaving sufficient distance to preserve the

appearance of tower separation and provide light and air.

Along the east facade, the building wall would encroach minimally into the required setback, by

approximately one foot at the lower portions of the building, and approximately 12 feet at the

uppermost portion of the building. However, the highest occupied floor of the adjacent building

at 50 Beale Street is approximately 300 feet tall, and this building is unlikely to be redeveloped at

a greater height. Thus, the setbacks provided would be sufficient to maintain light and air, as

well as separation between towers.

B. Section 148: Ground-Level Wind Currents. In C-3 Districts, buildings and additions

to e~cisting buildings shall be shaped, or other wind-baffling measures shall be

adopted, so that the developments will not cause ground-level wind currents to

exceed more than 10 percent of the time year round, between 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m.,

the comfort level of ll miles per hour equivalent wind speed in areas of substantial

pedestrian use and seven miles per hour equivalent wind speed in public seating

areas.

When preexisting ambient wind speeds exceed the comfort level, or when a

proposed building or addition may cause ambient wind speeds to exceed the comfort

level, the building shall be designed to reduce the ambient wind speeds to meet the

requirements. An exception may be granted, in accordance with the provisions of

Section 309, allowing the building or addition to add to the amount of time that the

comfort level is exceeded by the least practical amount if (1) it can be shown that a

building or addition cannot be shaped and other wind-baffling measures cannot be

adopted to meet the foregoing requirements without creating an unattractive and

ungainly building form and without unduly restricting the development potential of

the building site in question, and (2) it is concluded that, because of the limited

amount by which the comfort level is exceeded, the limited location in which the
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comfort level is exceeded, or the limited time during which the comfort level is

exceeded, the addition is insubstantial.

Section 309(a)(2) permits exceptions from the Section 148 ground-level wind current

requirements. No exception shall be granted and no building or addition shall be

permitted that causes equivalent wind speeds to reach or exceed the hazard level of

26 miles per hour for a single hour of the year.

Independent consultants analyzed ground-level wind currents in the vicinity of the Project

Site. A wind tunnel analysis, the results of which are included in the EIR prepared for the

Previous Project, was conducted using a scale model of the Project Site and its immediate

vicinity. Measurements were taken at 70 test points. According to a memorandum prepared

by R4VDI Consultants (dated March 19, 2013), the additional height proposed for the Project

would not substantially affect ground-level wind conditions, compared to height analyzed for

the Previous Project.

Comfort Criterion

Without the Project, eight of the 70 test points currently exceed the pedestrian comfort level of

11 mph, and ten of the test points in seating areas exceed the seven mph threshold. The

average wind speed was approximately 9 mph, and winds exceeded the comfort criterion

roughly six percent of the time. Wind speeds ranged from four to 18 mph.

With the Project, wind conditions would change only minimally. The average wind speed

would remain approximately nine mph, and winds would exceed the comfort criterion

approximately six percent of the time. In total, nine test points would exceed the pedestrian

criterion, an increase of one above existing conditions, and ten test points would exceed the

criterion for seating areas. An exception under Section 148 (a) is therefore required.

An exception is justified under the circumstances, because the changes in wind speed and

frequency due to the Project are slight and unlikely to be noticeable. In the aggregate, the

average wind speed across all test points (nine mph) would not change, nor would the amount

of time (six percent) during which winds exceed the applicable criterion. Wind speeds would

range from four to 20 mph. The foregoing results indicate that the comfort- level criterion

would be exceeded by limited amounts with wind speeds up to 20 mph as opposed to 18 mph

under existing conditions. The areal extent of winds above the threshold would remain

limited, with an increase of one location over existing conditions. Winds would remain under

the threshold roughly 94 percent of the time.

The Project cannot be shaped or incorporate wind-baffling measures that would reduce the

wind speeds to comply with Section 148(a) without creating an unattractive building or

unduly restricting the development potential of the Project Site. Construction of the Project

would have a negligible effect on wind conditions, which would remain virtually unchanged.
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The locations where wind speeds would exceed the comfort criterion are not immediately

adjacent to the Project Site, making it infeasible to incorporate wind baffles or other design

features to reduce wind are not available.

For these reasons, an exception from the comfort criterion is appropriate and hereby granted.

Hazard Criterion

The Project would comply with the wind hazard criterion. The wind tunnel test indicated that

all test points currently meet the wind hazard criterion, i.e. wind speeds in these locations do

not exceed 26 mph for more than one hour per year. The wind tunnel test predicted that all 70

locations would remain in compliance with construction of the Project.

Since the Project would not cause equivalent wind speeds to reach or exceed the hazard level

of 26 miles per hour for a single hour of the year, the Project would comply with the hazard

criterion of Section 148.

C. Section 152.1: Freight Loading. Section 152.1 establishes minimum requirements for
off-street loading. In C-3 Districts, the loading requirement is based on the total gross
floor area of the structure or use. Table 152.1 requires off-street freight loading spaces
to be provided at a ratio of 0.1 spaces per 10,000 square feet of gross office floor area.
Section 153(a)(6) allows two service vehicle spaces to be substituted for one freight
loading space provided that at least 50% of the total required number of spaces are
provided.

With approximately 420,000 square feet of office uses (with asix-story addition), the Project

requires four loading spaces. The Project would provide two full-size off-street loading spaces

and two service vehicle spaces, providing the equivalent of three loading spaces.

In reco~ition of the fact that site constraints in C-3 Districts may make provision of

required freight loading and service vehicle spaces impractical or undesirable, a

reduction in or waiver of the provision of freight loading and service vehicle spaces

for uses in C-3 Districts may be permitted, in accordance with the provisions of

Section 309 of this Code. In considering any such reduction or waiver, the following

criteria shall be considered:

(1) Provision of freight loading and service vehicle spaces cannot be accomplished

underground because site constraints will not permit ramps, elevators, turntables

and maneuvering areas with reasonable safety;

(2) Provision of the required number of freight loading and service vehicle spaces

on-site would result in the use of an unreasonable percentage of ground-floor area,

and thereby preclude more desirable use of the ground floor for retail, pedestrian

circulation or open space uses;
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(3) A jointly used underground facility with access to a number of separate
buildings and meeting the collective needs for freight loading and service vehicles
for all uses in the buildings involved, cannot be provided; and

(4) Spaces for delivery functions can be provided at the adjacent curb without
adverse effect on pedestrian circulation, transit operations or general traffic
circulation, and off-street space permanently reserved for service vehicles is provided
either on-site or in the immediate vicinity of the building.

The Project Site is relatively small for a development site within a C-3 District, leaving a
compact ground floor that must accommodate multiple operational functions to serve the
needs of an intense office development. The Project utilizes a truck turntable to maximize the
space efficiency of the freight-loading functions at the ground floor, freeing up space for retail,
open space, public art, and other street-activating uses along the Mission and Fremont Street
frontages. Providing an additional freight loading space would sacrifice additional ground-
floor area that would othenuise be used for such desirable functions. The building would be
constructed and operated independently from adjacent existing buildings, precluding the
possibility of a jointly-used freight loading facility. The mitigation measures for the Project
include numerous measures to ensure safe and efficient delivery of goods, including
limitations on loading dock hours, limitations on maximum truck length, and requiring a
loading dock attendant to coordinate deliveries and direct truck turning movements.

D. Section 270: Bulk Limits. Section 270 establishes bulk controls by district. For
buildings lower than 650 feet in the "S-2" Bulk District, the following bulk controls
apply to the lower tower: a maximum length of 160 feet, a maximum diagonal
dimension of 190 feet, a maximum floor size of 20,000 sq. ft., and a maximum average
floor size of 17,000 sq. ft. The upper tower bulk controls are as follows: a maximum
length of 130 feet, a maximum diagonal dimension of 160 feet, a ma~cimum floor size
of 17,000 sq. ft., and a maximum average floor size of 12,000 sq. ft. The lower tower
controls apply above the base height (1.25 times the widest abutting street or 50 feet
whichever is greater). The upper tower controls apply above a point that varies with
the height of the building, as defined in Chart B of Section 270. A volume reduction
requirement also applies to the upper tower where the floor size of the lower tower
exceeds 5,000 sq. ft. Exceptions to the Section 270 bulk limits are permitted by Section
309(a)(12).

The property fronts on Mission and Fremont Streets, which measure 82.5 feet in width.
Therefore, the lower tower controls apply above 103 feet, or starting at the eighth floor. Based
on the Project's roof height of approximately 424 feet, the upper tower controls apply above
260 feet, or starting at the 215 floor. Based on the 15,020 sq. ft. average floor plate size in the
lower tower, a 20 percent upper floor volume reduction requirement applies to the upper
tower.
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The lower tower complies with the bulk controls. The floors in the lower tower have a maximum

length of approximately 129 feet, and a maximum diagonal dimension of approximately 178 feet.

The floor plates in the lower tower measure approximately 15,020 sq. ft., which is substantially

less than the 17,000 average floor size, or 20,000 sq. ft. maximum floor size allowed by the
Planning Code.

The floors in the upper tower match the dimensions of those in the lower tower, with a length of
approximately 129 feet and a maximum floor plate size of approximately 15,020 sq. ft. These

aspects of the uyper tower comply with the specified bulk controls. However, an exception is

required for the diagonal dimension of approximately 178 feet, and the average floor size of

15,020 sq. ft. An exception is also required for the upper tower volume reduction requirement.

Per Section 272, exceptions to bulk limits in C-3 Districts may be granted provided at
least one of five listed criteria is met. The Project meets the following criteria:

(1) Achievement of a distinctly better design, in both a public and a private sense,

than would be possible with strict adherence to the bulk limits, avoiding an

unnecessazy prescription of building form while carrying out the intent of the bulk

limits and the principles and policies of the Master Plan;

The Project would be consistent with the intent of the bulk limits and policies of the General

Plan. The lower tower floor plates are 25 percent smaller than permitted by Section 270.
Therefore, the lower tower would have substantially less bulk than is allowed by the Code. The

requested exceptions for the upper tower are minor in nature and would be compatible with the

prevailing scale of development in the vicinity. The Project's silhouette would harmonize well

with surrounding buildings. It would not, however, significantly affect light and air to adjacent

structures.

The proposed design adheres to the intent of the Dozvntoum Plan to foster sculpting of building

form, less overpowering buildings and more interesting building tops. The overall design of the

exterior fenestration, materials, and surfaces would include variations that ameliorate the

apparent mass of the tower.

The lower and upper towers have been designed to emphasize the Project's verticality, and their

massing would be reflective of and compatible with other surrounding development. Decreasing

the floor size of the upper tower to conform to the bulk limitations, while increasing the building

height by several floors to maintain the equfvalent square footage, would result in an awkward

structure with an unbalanced relationship between the upper and lower floors. Under these

circumstances, strict application of the bulk controls would unnecessarily prescribe the building

form and undermine the viability of the development, without producing any corresponding

public benefit.

(3) The added bulk does not significantly affect light and air to adjacent buildings;
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The added bulk would not significantly affect light and air to the adjacent buildings. The
Millennium Tower, located south of the Project across Mission Street, is the only residential
building in the immediate area. As a tall development spanning tzvo corners and towering

over many nearby buildings, the Millennium has ample exposure to light and air.

The added bulk would not significantly light or air to the adjacent commercial buildings at 50
Beale Street and 45 Fremont Street, neither of which utilize operable windows for ventilation.
50 Beale Street is located at the corner of Mission and Beale Streets, and a large mid-block
plaza (Bechtel Plaza) adjoins it to the north. After construction of the Project, these three
frontages would remain open, providing large amounts of natural light to the building. 45
Fremont Street will continue to receive light from its primary facade on Fremont Street, from
its rear facade on Bechtel Plaza, and from a wide courtyard located between it and the Project.
The small amount of added bulk above the Project's 21St floor would not significantly affect the
substantial amounts of light both adjacent buildings will receive from surrounding streets and
open spaces.

(4) If appropriate to the massing of the building, the appearance of bulk in the
building, structure or development is reduced to the extent feasible by means of at
least one and preferably a combination of the following factors, so as to produce the
impression of an aggregate of parts rather than a single building mass:

(A) Major variations in the planes of wall surfaces, in either depth or direction, that
significantly alter the mass,

(B) Significant differences in the heights of various portions of the building,

structure or development that divide the mass into distinct elements,

(C) Differences in materials, colors or scales of the facades that produce separate
major elements,

(D) Compensation for those portions of the building, structure or development that
may exceed the bulk limits by corresponding reduction of other portions below the
maximum bulk permitted, and

(E) In cases where two or more buildings, structures or towers are contained within

a single development, a wide separation between such buildings, structures or

towers;

The overall design of the exterior fenestration, materials, and surfaces would include variations
which ameliorate the apparent mass of the tower. The 50 foot-tall base of the building would be

set off from the tower by the use of clear glass and expansive connections to the street that

emphasize the public nature of the Project's ground floor. Although the Project would slightly

exceed the upper tower bulk limit, it would be approximately 276 feet shorter than allowed by
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the height limit. Thus, substantial volumes permitted to be developed under the bulk limit

would be left open.

(5) T'he building, structure or development is made compatible with the character

and development of the surrounding area by means of all of the following factors:

(A) A silhouette harmonious with natural land-forms and building patterns,

including the patterns produced by height limits,

The immediate vicinity is primarily built out with high-rise structures, ranging generally

from 300 to 600 feet in height. The Project Site is ringed with such buildings, including the

330 foot tall-building at 50 Beale Street and the 476 foot-tall building at 45 Fremont Street.

In addition, numerous taller buildings of up to 1,000 feet in height are envisioned in the

vicinity by the TCDP. The Project's rectilinear form would create a silhouette that is

harmonious with the building pattern in the area. Because the Project Site is flat and

surrounded by dense urban development, the Project would have no discernible effect on the

relationship between the downtown skyline and natural landforms, nor will it obscure scenic

views thereof.

(B) Either maintenance of an overall height similar to that of surrounding

development or a sensitive transition, where appropriate, to development of a

dissimilar character,

The Project reaches a height of approximately 455 feet to the top of the mechanical screen,

which is similar to, or shorter than, that of surrounding development, including 45 Fremont

Street (476 feet), the Millennium Tower (645 feet), 50 Beale Street (330 feet), and 50 Fremont

Street (600 feet). The TCDP envisions a number of taller buildings in the vicinity, including

the approved Transbay.Tower, which reaches a height of 1,070 feet to the top of its decorative

crown.

(C) Use of materials, colors and scales either similar to or harmonizing with those of

nearby development, and

The Project's glass facade would be compatible in color and material with that of other

buildings nearby, including the Millennium Tower and the Transbay Tower. The scale of the

building would be similar to others in the vicinity, albeit somewhat smaller due to the size of

the Project Site. A metal clad cornice line would visually separate the lobby from the tower

above, defining astreet-level pedestrian scale consistent with adjacent high rise buildings on

Mission and Fremont Streets.

(D) Preservation or enhancement of the pedestrian environment by maintenance of

pleasant scale and visual interest.

The Project would enhance the pedestrian environment. The Project's 50 foot-tall base would

be visually distinguished from the tower above, creating acomfortably-scaled environment for
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pedestrians while inviting the public into the Project's interior open space. Large panel doors

at the ground floor would be open to the street, allowing for unobstructed flow between the

sidewalk and interior open space, where seating, restrooms and other amenities would be

provided for public use. The design of the interior open space, including works of art, as well

as activities within it, would create visual interest for passersby.

8. General Plan Conformity. The Project would affirmatively promote the following objectives

and policies of the General Plan:

COMMERCE ELEMENT

Objectives and Policies

'The Commerce Element of the General Plan contains the following relevant objectives and

policies:

OBJECTIVE 1:

MANAGE ECONOMIC GROWTH AND CHANGE TO ENSURE ENHANCEMENT OF THE

TOTAL CITY LIVING AND WORKING ENVIRONMENT.

Policy 1.1:

Encourage development which provides substantial net benefits and minimizes undesirable

consequences. Discourage development which has substantial undesirable consequences that

cannot be mitigated.

The Project would provide significant benefits by increasing the supply of office space in the Downtown

area, and thus would create new jobs in a location that is easily accessible by a multitude of transit services.

It would result in an increase in tax revenue for the City and an increase in retail/personal services activity

in the immediate neighborhood. The Project Sponsor would contribute funds for new park spaces, affordable

housing, transportation improvements, and other public services. The Project would also create a large

interior open space which would be accessible to the general public.

Policy 1.3:

Locate commercial and industrial activities according to a generalized commercial and industrial

land use plan.

The Project Site is in the C-3-O(SD) (Downtown Office-Special Development) District, which principally

permits office and retail/personal services uses. The City's General Plan, including the Downtown Plan

and the Transit Center District Plan, encourages the concentration of commercial office development near

transit in the downtown core.

OBJECTIVE 2:

MAINTAIN AND ENHANCE A SOUND AND DIVERSE ECONOMIC BASE AND FISCAL

STRUCTURE FOR THE CITY.
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Policy 2.1:

Seek to retain existing commercial and industrial activity and to attract new such activity to the

City.

The Project supports this Policy. Due to its location in the Transit Center District Plan area, the Project

Site is in a suitable location to attract and retain commercial entities. It is centrally located and is close to

many jobs, services, and transit lines. The Project would enhance the existing business climate by offering

new office space in a structure that is designed to achieve LEED Platinum Certification.

URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT

Objectives and Policies

The Urban Design Element of the General Plan contains the following relevant objectives and

policies:

OBJECTIVE 3:

MODERATION OF MAJOR NEW DEVELOPMENT TO COMPLEMENT THE CITY PATTERN,

THE RESOURCES TO BE CONSERVED, AND THE NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENT.

Policy 3.1:

Promote harmony in the visual relationships and transitions between new and older buildings.

Policy 3.6:

Relate the bulk of buildings to the prevailing scale of development to avoid an overwhelming or

dominating appearance in new construction.

Most buildings in the immediate area are high-rises. The Project would not dominate or othertuise ovenuhelm

the area, as many existing and proposed buildings are substantially taller than the proposed Project. The

Project's contemporary design would complement existing and planned development in the area.

DOWNTOWN PLAN ELEMENT

Objectives and Policies

The Downtown Plan Element of the General Plan contains the following relevant objectives and

policies:

OBJECTIVE 2:

MAINTAIN AND IMPROVE SAN FRANCISCO'S POSITION AS A PRIME LOCATION FOR

FINANCIAL, ADMINISTRATIVE, CORPORATE, AND PROFESSIONAL ACTIVITY.

Policy 2.1:

Encourage prime downtown office activities to grow as long as undesirable consequences of such

growth can be controlled.
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Policy 2.2:

Guide location of office development to maintain a compact downtown core and minimize

displacement of other uses.

The Project would add office space to a location that is well-served by transit, and is within walking distance of

substantial retail goods and services. Employees of the building would be able to walk, bike, or utilize transit to

commute and access services in the vicinity. The Project replaces the four-story office structure which

previously occupied the site with a structure of up to 30 stories, thereby supporting a compact downtoum core.

OBJECTIVE 5:

RETAIN A DIVERSE BASE OF SUPPORT COMMERCIAL ACTNITY IN AND NEAR

DOWNTOWN.

Policy 5.1:

Provide space for support commercial activities within the downtown and in adjacent areas.

With a significant addition of new commercial space, the Project supports this Policy.

TRANSIT CENTER DISTRICT PLAN

The Transit Center District Plan of the General Plan contains the following relevant objectives

and policies:

Objectives and Policies

OBJECTIVE 1.1:

MAINTAIN DOWNTOWN SAN FRANCISCO AS THE REGION'S PREMIER LOCATION FOR

TRANSIT-ORIENTED JOB GROWTH WTTHIN THE BAY AREA.

OBJECTIVE 1.2

REINFORCE THE ROLE OF DOWNTOWN WITHIN THE CTI'Y AS ITS MAJOR JOB CENTER

BY PROTECTIIVG AND ENHANCING THE CENTRAL DISTRICT'S REMAINING CAPACITY,

PRINCIPALLY FOR EMPLOYMENT GROWTH.

OBJECTIVE 1.3:

CONTINUE TO FOSTER A MIX OF LAND USES TO REINFORCE THE 24-HOUR CHARACTER

OF THE AREA.

Policy 1.1:

Increase the overall capacity of the Transit Center District for additional growth.

Policy 1.3:

Reserve the bulk of remaining space in the core Transit Center District for job growth, by limiting

the amount of non-commercial uses on major opportunity sites.

In general, the downtown core of San Francisco offers relatively few remaining opportunity sites for

employment growth. The TCDP seeks to maximize development intensity at these remaining opportunity
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sites, and to preserve such sites primarily for employment uses. The Plan seeks to address issues of regional

sustainability and traffic congestion by focusing job growth withfn an intense, urban context in an area

supported by abundant existing and planned transit services, as well as retail and service amenities. The

Project implements this vision through the development of approximately 420,000 square feet of office

space, located immediately adjacent to the future Transit Center, and withfn one block of the Market Street

transit spine.

OBJECTIVE 4.1:

THE DISTRICT'S TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM WILL PRIORITIZE AND INCENTIVIZE THE

USE OF TRANSTT. PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION WILL BE THE MAIN, NON-PEDESTRIAN

MODE FOR MOVING INTO AND BETWEEN DESTINATIONS IN THE TRANSIT CENTER

DISTRICT.

Policy 4.5:

Support funding and construction of the Transit Center project to further goals of the District

Plan, including completion of the Downtown Extension for Caltrain and High Speed Rail.

One of the goals of the Plan is to leverage increased development intensity to generate revenue that will

enable the construction of new transportation facilities, including support for the new Transit Center,

including the Downtown Rail Extension. These revenues will also be directed toward improvements to

sidewalks and other important pedestrian infrastructure to create a public realm that is conducive to, and

supportive of pedestrian travel. For the increment of additional floor area that exceeds the square footage of

the Previous Project, the Project will contribute financial resources toward these improvements, and will

also serve to leverage these investments by focusing intense employment growth within the core of planned

transportation services.

TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

Objectives and Policies

The Transportation Element of the General Plan contains the following relevant objectives and

policies:

OBJECTIVE 2:

USE THE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM AS A MEANS FOR GUIDING DEVELOPMENT AND

IMPROVING THE ENVIRONMENT.

Policy 2.1:

Use rapid transit and other transportation improvements in the city and region as the catalyst for

desirable development, and coordinate new facilities with public and private development.

The Project is located within an existing high-density urban context. The Downtown Core has a multitude

of transportation options, and the Project Site is within walking distance of the Market Street transit spine,

the Transbay Terminal, and the Ferry Building, and thus would make good use of the existing transit

services available in this area and would assist in maintaining the desirable urban characteristics and
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services of the area. The Project proposes little off-street parking, encouraging users of the building to seek

transportation options other than private automobile use.

9. Priority Policy Findings. Section 101.1 (b) establishes eight priority planning policies and
requires the review of permits for consistency with said policies. The Project complies with

these policies, on balance, as follows:

A. That existing neighborhood-serving retail/personal services uses be preserved and

enhanced and future opportunities for resident employment in and ownership of

such businesses enhanced.

The Project would include approximately 5,400 sq. ft. of retail/personal services uses at the

ground floor and mezzanine level. These uses would provide goods and services to downtown
workers, residents, and visitors, while creating ownership and employment opportunities for
San Francisco residents. The addition of office uses would bring new employees and visitors to

area, strengthening the customer base of other businesses.

B. That existing housing and neighborhood character be conserved and protected in

order to preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods.

The Project Site was previously occupied by a four-story office building with ground floor

formula-retail/personal uses, therefore, no housing is being removed by the Project. The Project

Site is located in an area where high-rise office development predominates and is explicitly

encouraged by the Doumtown Plan and the Transit Center District Plan. The Project would be

compatible urith the character of the area.

C. That the City's supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced.

The Project would enhance the City's supply of affordable housing by participating in the Jobs-

Housing Linkage Program pursuant to Planning Code Section 413.

D. That commuter traffic not impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or
neighborhood parking.

The Project Site fs situated in the downtown core and is well served by public transit. The
Project Site is located one block from Market Street, a major transit corridor that provides

access to various Muni and BART lines. In addition, the Project Site is within one block from

the future Transit Center, providing convenient access to other transportation services. The
Project includes minimal off-street parking to discourage commuting via private automobile.

The EIR prepared for the Previous Project concludes that commuter traffic associated with the
Project would not result in significant congestion on surrounding streets. The Project would

incorporate measures related to the operation of the garage to ensure that entering and exiting

vehicles do not impede transit service. Neighborhood parking would not be overburdened.
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E. That a diverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service
sectors from displacement due to commercial office development, and that future
opportunities for resident employment and ownership in these sectors be enhanced.

The Project Site does not contain any industrial or service sector uses, and thus none would
be displaced by the Project. The Project Site was previously occupied by a four-story office and
retail/personal services building. The Project would continue the same types of uses, albeit at an
increased intensity suitable for its location within the Transit Center District Plan area.

F. That the City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and
loss of life in an earthquake.

The Project would help the City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against
injury and loss of life in an earthquake by replacing an older building with one that will meet or
exceed all current structural and seismic requirements under the San Francisco Building Code.

G. That landmarks and historic buildings be preserved.

The project would not affect any landmark or historic building. The EIR prepared for the
Previous Project concludes that the building which formerly occupied the site had been
heavily altered and was ineligible for listing in the California Register. That building has
since been demolished to allow for new construction to proceed.

H. That our parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected
from development.

The EIR prepared for the Previous Project evaluated potential impacts of the building on
parks and other open spaces, and determined that it would not significantly increase shadows
on them or impede views from them. Because the Project Site is level and is largely
surrounded by high-rise development, the Project would not impede views from parks and
open spaces. A shadow study confirmed that no public parks protected by Section 295 would
be shaded by the Project, and additional shadow cast on nearby private open spaces would be
minor and limited in duration: The additional height proposed for the Project would not
substantially affect shadow conditions in the vicinity, compared with the Previous Project.

10. The Project is consistent with and would promote the general and specific purposes of the
Code provided under Section 101.1(b) in that, as designed, the Project would contribute to
the character and stability of the neighborhood and would constitute a beneficial
development.

11. The Commission hereby finds that approval of the Section 309 Determination of Compliance
and Request for Exceptions would promote the health, safety, and welfare of the City.
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Based upon the whole record, the submissions by the Project Sponsor, the staff of the Department, and
other interested parties, the oral testimony presented to the Commission at the public hearing, and all
other written materials submitted by all parties, in accordance with the standards specified in the Code,
the Commission hereby APPROVES Application IVo. 2013.0276X, and grants exceptions to Sections
132.1, 148, 152.1, 270, and 272 pursuant to Section 309, subject to the following conditions attached hereto
as "EXHIBIT A", in general conformance with the plans stamped Exhibit B and on file in Case Docket No.
2013.0276X.

APPEAL AND EFFECTIVE DATE OF MOTION: Any aggrieved person may appeal this Section 309
Determination of Compliance and Request for Exceptions to the Board of Appeals within fifteen (15)
days after the date of this Motion. The effective date of this Motion shall be the date of this Motion if
not appealed OR the date of the decision of the Board of Appeals if appealed to the Board of Appeals.
For further information, please contact the Board of Appeals in person at 1650 Mission Street, Room
304 or call (415) 575-6880.

I hereby certify that the foregoing Motion was ADOPTED by the Planning Commission at its regular
meeting on August 15, 2013.

Jonas P. Ionin
Acting Commission Secretary

AYES: Fong, Antonini, Borden, Hillis, Sugaya, Wu

NOES:

ABSENT: Moore (recused)

ADOPTED: August 15, 2013
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This authorization is to grant a Downtown Project Authorization and Request for Exceptions pursuant to
Plaruung Code Section 309, in connection with a proposal to amend apreviously-approved project (Case
No. 2006.1524X, Motion No. 18268) to add up to six additional floors containing up to approximately
80,000 square feet of office uses. The project, as amended, would construct a new building of up to 30
stories, at a roof height of up to approximately 424 feet, with a mechanical parapet height of up to
approximately 455 feet, containing up to approximately 420,000 square feet of office uses, approximately
5,400 square feet of retail space, approximately 23,500 square feet of subterranean parking area, and
approximately 9,650 square feet of publicly-accessible interior open space, located at 350 Mission Street
(Assessor's Block 3710, Lot 017), within the C-3-0 (SD) (Downtown Office-Special Development) District,
the Transit Center C-3-0 (SD) Commercial Special Use District, and the 700-S-2 Height and Bulk District.
The Project shall be constructed in general conformance with plans dated August 15, 2013 and stamped
"EXHIBTT B" included in the docket for Case No. 2013.0276X, and subject to conditions of approval
reviewed and approved by the Commission on August 15, 2013 under Motion No. 18957. This
authorization and the conditions contained herein run with the property and not with a particular Project
Sponsor, business, or operator.

RECORDATION OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

Prior to the issuance of the building permit or commencement of use for the Project the Zoning

Administrator shall approve and order the recordation of a Notice in the Official Records of the Recorder

of the City and County of San Francisco for the subject property. This Notice shall state that the project is

subject to the conditions of approval contained herein and reviewed and approved by the Planning

Commission on August 15, 2013 under Motion No 18957.

PRINTING OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL ON PLANS

The conditions of approval under the 'Exhibit A' of this Planning Commission Motion No. 18957 shall be

reproduced on the Index Sheet of construction plans submitted with the site or building permit

application for the Project. The Index Sheet of the construction plans shall reference to the Conditional

Use authorization and any subsequent amendments or modifications.

SEVERABILITY

T'he Project shall comply with all applicable City codes and requirements. If any clause, sentence, section

or any part of these conditions of approval is for any reason held to be invalid, such invalidity shall not

affect or impair other remaining clauses, sentences, or sections of these conditions. This decision conveys

no right to construct, or to receive a building permit. "Project Sponsor" shall include any subsequent

responsible party.

Changes to the approved plans may be approved administratively by the Zoning Administrator.

Significant changes and modifications of conditions shall require Plaiuvng Commission approval of a

new Conditional Use authorization.
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Conditions of Approval, Compliance, Monitoring, and Reporting

PERFORMANCE

1. Validity. The authorization and right vested by virtue of this action is valid for three (3) years from the
effective date of the Motion. The Department of Building Inspection shall have issued a Building Permit
or Site Permit to construct the project and/or commence the approved use within this three-year period.
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.s -
planning.org

2. Expiration and Renewal. Should a Building or Site Permit be sought after the three (3) year period has
lapsed, the project sponsor must seek a renewal of this Authorization by filing an application for an
amendment to the original Authorization or a new application for Authorization. Should the project
sponsor decline to so file, and decline to withdraw the permit application, the Commission shall conduct

a public hearing in order to consider the revocation of the Authorization. Should the Commission not
revoke the Authorization following the closure of the public hearing, the Commission shall determine the
extension of time for the continued validity of the Authorization.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, wurw.s -
tilanning.org

3. Diligent pursuit. Once a site or Building Permit has been issued, construction must commence within

the timeframe required by the Department of Building Inspection and be continued diligently to
completion. Failure to do so shall be grounds for the Commission to consider revoking the approval if

more than three (3) years have passed since this Authorization was approved.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.s -

tilanning.org

4. Extension. All time limits in the preceding three paragraphs may be extended at the discretion of the
Zoning Administrator where implementation of the project is delayed by a public agency, an appeal or a

legal challenge and only by the length of time for which such public agency, appeal or challenge has
caused delay.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, wzuzu.s -

planning.org

5. Conformity with Current Law. No application for Building Permit, Site Permit, or other entitlement

shall be approved unless it complies with all applicable provisions of City Codes in effect at the time of

such approval.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.s -

planning.org

6. Additional Project Authorization. The Project Sponsor must obtain a Project authorization under

Sections 321 and 322 to allocate office square footage and satisfy all the conditions thereof. The

conditions set forth below are additional conditions required in connection with the Project. If these
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conditions overlap with any other requirement imposed on the Project, the more restrictive or protective

condition or requirement, as determined by the Zoning Administrator, shall apply.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, wurw.s -

planning.org

7. Mitigation Measures. Mitigation measures described in the MMRP attached as Exhibit C are necessary

to avoid potential si~ificant effects of the proposed project and have been agreed to by the project

sponsor. Their implementation is a condition of project approval.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, wzuzu.s -

planning.org

DESIGN - COMPLIANCE AT PLAN STAGE

8. Final Materials. The Project Sponsor shall continue to work with Planning Department on the building

design. Final materials, glazing, color, texture, landscaping, and detailing shall be subject to Departrnent

staff review and approval. The architectural addenda shall be reviewed and approved by the Planning

Department prior to issuance.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.s -

planning.org

9. Garbage, composting and recycling storage. Space for the collection and storage of garbage,

composting, and recycling shall be provided within enclosed areas on the property and clearly labeled

and illustrated on the building permit plans. Space for the collection and storage of recyclable and

compostable materials that meets the size, location, accessibility and other standards specified by the San

Francisco Recycling Program shall be provided at the ground level of the buildings.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.s -

nlanning.org

10. Rooftop Mechanical Equipment. Pursuant to P1annulg Code 141, the Project Sponsor shall submit a

roof plan to the Planning Department prior to Planning approval of the building permit application.

Rooftop mechanical equipment, if any is proposed as part of the Project, is required to be screened so as

not to be visible from any point at or below the roof level of the subject building.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.s -

nlanning.org

11. Lighting Plan. The Project Sponsor shall submit an exterior lighting plan to the Plaruung Department

prior to Planning Department approval of the building /site permit application.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, wzvzu.s -

planning.org

12. Streetscape Plan. Pursuant to Plaruung Code Section 138.1, the Project Sponsor shall continue to

work with Planning Department staff, in consultation with other City agencies, to refine the design and

programming of the Streetscape Plan so that the plan generally meets the standards of the Better Streets
Plan and all applicable City standards. The Project Sponsor shall complete final design of all required

street improvements, including procurement of relevant City permits, prior to issuance of first
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architectural addenda, and shall complete construction of all required street improvements prior to

issuance of first temporary certificate of occupancy. The Streetscape Plan shall include widening of the

sidewalks along the Mission and Fremont Street frontages, in accordance with the Transit Center District

Plan.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.s -

planning.org

13. Open Space Provision - C-3 Districts. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 138, the Project Sponsor

shall continue to work with Planning Department staff to refine the design and programming of the

public open space so that the open space generally meets the standards of the Downtown Open Space

Guidelines in the Downtown Plan of the General Plan.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.s -

planning.org

14. Food Service in Open Spaces - C-3 Districts. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 138, the Project

Sponsor shall make food service available during the hours that the open space is accessible to the public.

In the event that the Project Sponsor is unable to lease a retail space to a food service, food service shall be

provided by a kiosk, or a cart or similar portable device within the open space.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.s -

planning.org

15.Open Space Plaques - C-3 Districts. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 138, the Project Sponsor shall

install the required public open space plaques at each building entrance including the standard City logo

identifying it; the hours open to the public and contact information for building management. The

plaques shall be plainly visible from the public sidewalks on Mission and Fremont Streets and shall

indicate that the open space is accessible to the public via the elevators in the lobby. Desi~ of the plaques

shall utilize the standard templates provided by the Planning Department, as available, and shall be

approved by the Department staff prior to installation.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.s -

nlanning.org

16. Signage. The Project Sponsor shall develop a signage program for the Project which shall be subject

to review and approval by Planning Department staff before submitting any building pernuts for

construction of the Project. All subsequent sign pernuts shall conform to the approved signage program.

Once approved by the Department, the signage program/plan information shall be submitted and

approved as part of the site permit for the Project. All exterior signage shall be designed to compliment,

not compete with, the existing architectural character and architectural features of the building.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.s -

planning.org

17. Transformer Vault. T'he location of individual project PG&E Transformer Vault installations has

significant effects to San Francisco streetscapes when improperly located. However, they may not have

any impact if they are installed in preferred locations. Therefore, the Planning Department recommends

the following preference schedule in locating new transformer vaults, in order of most to least desirable:
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1. On-site, in a basement area accessed via a garage or other access point without use of separate doors

on a ground floor facade facing a public right-of-way;

2. On-site, in a driveway, underground;

3. On-site, above ground, screened from view, other than a ground floor facade facing a public right-of-

way;

4. Public right-of-way, underground, under sidewalks with a minimum width of 12 feet, avoiding

effects on streetscape elements, such as street trees; and based on Better Streets Plan guidelines;

5. Public right-of-way, underground; and based on Better Streets Plan guidelines;

6. Public right-of-way, above ground, screened from view; and based on Better Streets Plan guidelines;
7. On-site, in a ground floor facade (the least desirable location).

Unless otherwise specified by the Planning Department, Department of Public Work's Bureau of Street
Use and Mapping (DPW BSM) should use this preference schedule for all new transformer vault
installation requests.

For information about compliance, contact Bureau of Street Use and Mapping, Department of Public Works at 415-

554-5810, http:lls~pw.org

18. Overhead Wiring. The Property owner will allow MUNI to install eyebolts in the building adjacent

to its electric streetcar line to support its overhead wire system if requested by MUNI or MTA.

For information about compliance, contact San Francisco Municipal Railway (Muni), San Francisco Municipal

Transit Agency (SFMTA), at 415-701-4500, www.sfmta.org

19. Street Trees. Pursuant to Plaiuzing Code Section 138.1 (formerly 143), the Project Sponsor shall

submit a site plan to the Planning Department prior to Planning approval of the building permit

application indicating that street trees, at a ratio of one street tree of an approved species for every 20 feet

of street frontage along public or private streets bounding the Project, with any remaining fraction of 10

feet or more of frontage requiring an extra tree, shall be provided. The street trees shall be evenly spaced

along the street frontage except where proposed driveways or other street obstructions do not pernut.

The exact location, size and species of tree shall be as approved by the Department of Public Works

(DPW). In any case in which DPW cannot grant approval for installation of a tree in the public right-of-

way, on the basis of inadequate sidewalk width, interference with utilities or other reasons regarding the

public welfare, and where installation of such tree on the lot itself is also impractical, the requirements of

this Section 428 may be modified or waived by the Zoning Administrator to the extent necessary.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.s -

planning.org

PARKING AND TRAFFIC

20. Car Share. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 166, no fewer than one car share space shall be made

available, at no cost, to a certified car share organization for the purposes of providing car share services

for its service subscribers.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.s -

planning.org

21. Bicycle Parking. Pursuant to Planning Code Sections 155.1 and 155.4., the Project shall provide no

fewer than 28 Class 1 bicycle parking spaces and one Class 2 bicycle parking space.
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For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.s -

planning.org

22. Showers and Clothes Lockers. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 155.3, the Project shall provide no

fewer than four showers and eight clothes lockers.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.s -

planning.org .

23. Parking Maximum. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 151.1, the Project shall provide no more than

23,428 square feet of off-street parking area.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.s -

planning.org

24. Off-street Loading. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 152, the Project will provide two full size off-

street loading spaces and two service vehicle spaces.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.s -

planning.org .

25. Managing Traffic During Construction. The Project Sponsor and construction contractors) shall

coordinate with the Traffic Engineering and Transit Divisions of the San Francisco Municipal

Transportation Agency (SFMTA), the Police Department, the Fire Department, the Planning Department,

and other construction contractors) for any concurrent nearby Projects to manage traffic congestion and

pedestrian circulation effects during construction of the Project.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.s -

planning.orQ

PROVISIONS

26. First Source Hiring. The Project shall adhere to the requirements of the First Source Hiring

Construction and End-Use Employment Program approved by the First Source Hiring Administrator,

pursuant to Section 83.4(m) of the Administrative Code. The Project Sponsor shall comply with the

requirements of this Program regarding construction work and on-going employment required for the

Project.

For information about compliance, contact the First Source Hiring Manager at 415-581-2335, www.onestopSF.org

27. Transportation Brokerage Services - C-3, EN, and SOMA. Pursuant to P1annulg Code Section 163,

the Project Sponsor shall provide on-site transportation brokerage services for the actual lifetime of the

project. Prior to the issuance of any certificate of occupancy, the Project Sponsor shall execute an

agreement with the Planning Department documenting the project's transportation management

program, subject to the approval of the Planning Director.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, wzuzv.s -

planning.org
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28. Employment Brokerage Services - C-3 District. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 164, the Project

Sponsor shall provide employment brokerage services for the actual lifetime of the project. Priar to the

issuance of any certificate of occupancy, the Project Sponsor shall execute an agreement with the Planning

Department documenting the projects local employment program, subject to the approval of the

Planning Director.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.s -

planning.org

29. Child Care Brokerage Services - C-3 District. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 165, the Project

Sponsor shall provide on-site child-care brokerage services for the actual lifetime of the project. Prior to

the issuance of any certificate of occupancy, the Project Sponsor shall execute an agreement with the

Planning Department documenting the projects child-care program, subject to the approval of the

Planning Director.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, wzuzv.s -

planning.org

30. Transit Impact Development Fee. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 411 (formerly Chapter 38 of the

Administrative Code), the Project Sponsor shall pay the Transit Impact Development Fee (TIDF) as

required by and based on drawings submitted with the Building Permit Application. Prior to the

issuance of a temporary certificate of occupancy, the Project Sponsor shall provide the Planning Director

with certification that the fee has been paid.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.s -

planning.org

31. Downtown Park Fee - C-3 District. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 412 (formerly 139), the Project

Sponsor shall pay the Downtown Park Fee. T'he fee shall be based on drawings of the net addition of

gross floor azea of office to be constructed as set forth in the building permit and shall be paid prior to the

issuance of a temporary certificate of occupancy.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.s -

planning.org

32. Jobs Housing Linkage. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 413 (formerly 313), the Project Sponsor

shall contribute to the Jobs-Housing Linkage Program (JHLP). The calculation shall be based on the net

addition of gross square feet of each type of space to be constructed as set forth in the permit plans. The

Project Sponsor shall provide evidence that this requirement has been satisfied to the Planning

Department prior to the issuance of the first site or building permit by the Department of Building

Inspection.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.s -

nlanning.org

33. Childcare Requirements for Office and Hotel Development Projects. Pursuant to Section 414

(formerly 314), the Project Sponsor shall pay the in-lieu fee as required. The net addition of gross floor

area subject to the fee shall be determined based on drawings submitted with the Building Permit

Application.
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For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.s -

planning.org

34. Transit Center District Open Space Fee. Pursuant to Section 424.6, the Project Sponsor shall pay a fee

of to be deposited in the Transit Center District Open Space Fund. The purpose of this Fund is to provide

the City with the financial resources to develop public park and recreation facilities for the enjoyment of

employees, residents, and visitors in downtown San Francisco. The net addition of gross floor area
subject to the fee shall be the increment of additional gross floor area beyond the gross floor area

approved for the Previous Project (Case No. 2006.1524X, Motion No. 18268), as determined based on
drawings submitted with the Building Permit Application.

For information about compliance, contact the Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.sf-planning.org

35. Transit Center District Transportation and Street Improvement Fee. Pursuant to Section 424.7, the

Project Sponsor shall pay a fee which will be deposited in the Transit Center District Transportation and

Street Improvement Fund. The purpose of this Fund is to provide the City with the financial resources to
design and implement transportation improvements in downtown San Francisco. The net addition of

gross floor area subject to the fee shall be the increment of additional gross floor area beyond the gross
floor area approved for the Previous Project project (Case No. 2006.1524X, Motion No. 18268), as
determined based on drawings submitted with the Building Permit Application.

For information about compliance, contact the Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.sf-planning.org

36. Transit Center District Mello Roos Community Facilities District Program. Pursuant to Section

424.8, the Project Sponsor is required to participate in a Transit Center District Mello Roos Community

Facilities District (CFD) and to include the area of the increment of additional gross floor area beyond the

gross floor area approved for the Previous Project in the CFD prior to issuance of the First Temporary

Certificate of Occupancy for the Project. The Project Sponsor must demonstrate compliance with this

requirement prior to approval of the site permit by the Planning Department.

For information about compliance, contact the Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.s~planning.org

37. Art - C-3 District. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 429 (formerly 149), the Project shall include

works) of art valued at an amount equal to one percent of the hard construction costs for the Project as

determined by the Director of the Departrnent of Building Inspection. The Project Sponsor shall provide

to the Director necessary information to make the determination of construction cost hereunder.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, wzvzu.s -

nlanning.org

38. Art Plaques - C-3 District. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 429(b) (formerly 149(b)) the Project

Sponsor shall provide a plaque or cornerstone identifying the architect, the artwork creator and the

Project completion date in a publicly conspicuous location on the Project Site. The design and content of

the plaque shall be approved by Department staff prior to its installation.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.s -

planning.org

39. Art - C-3 District. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 429 (formerly 149), the Project Sponsor and the

Project artist shall consult with the Planning Department during design development regarding the

height, size, and final type of the art. The final art concept shall be submitted for review for consistency
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with this Motion by, and shall be satisfactory to, the Director of the P1aiuling Department in consultation

with the Commission. The Project Sponsor and the Director shall report to the Commission on the
progress of the development and design of the art concept prior to the submittal of the first building or

site permit application

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.s -
planning.org

40. Art - C-3 District. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 429 (formerly 149), prior to issuance of any
certificate of occupancy, the Project Sponsor shall install the public art generally as described in this
Motion and make it available to the public. If the Zoning Administrator concludes that it is not feasible to
install the wark(s) of art within the time herein specified and the Project Sponsor provides adequate
assurances that such works will be installed in a timely manner, the Zoning Administrator may extend
the time for installation for a period of not more than twelve (12) months.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, wzuzu.s -
nlanning.org

MONITORING -AFTER ENTITLEMENT

41. Enforcement. Violation of any of the Planning Department conditions of approval contained in this
Motion or of any other provisions of Plaiuung Code applicable to this Project shall be subject to the

enforcement procedures and administrative penalties set forth under Planning Code Section 176 or

Section 176.1. The Planning Department may also refer the violation complaints to other city

departrnents and agencies for appropriate enforcement action under their jurisdiction.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.s -

planning.org

42. Revocation due to Violation of Conditions. Should implementation of this Project result in

complaints from interested property owners, residents, or commercial lessees which are not resolved by

the Project Sponsor and found to be in violation of the Planning Code and/or the specific conditions of

approval for the Project as set forth in Exhibit A of this Motion, the Zoning Administrator shall refer such

complaints to the Commission, after which it may hold a public hearing on the matter to consider

revocation of this authorization.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, wzuzu.s

planning.org

43. Priority Processing. The Project Sponsor shall, within six months of a first Certificate of Occupancy,

provide the Zoning Administrator verification that the project has achieved a Gold Rating plus fifteen

percent using the LEED Building Rating System0 adopted under the Leadership in Energy and
Environmental Design program of the U.S. Green Building Council (or that achieve equivalent high

sustainability standards under other "green building' rating systems approved by the Director), as

approved by the Director of the Department of Building Inspection. Failure to achieve sustainability

standards will result in a hearing before the Planning Commission to assess offsets that will ameliorate

the sustainability shortfalls caused by noncompliance with this condition.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.s -

planning.or4
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44. Garbage, Recycling, and Composting Receptacles. Garbage, recycling, and compost containers shall
be kept within the premises and hidden from public view, and placed outside only when being serviced
by the disposal company. Trash shall be contained and disposed of pursuant to garbage and recycling
receptacles guidelines set forth by the Department of Public Works.
For information about compliance, contact Bureau of Street Use and Mapping, Department of Public Works at 415-
554-.5810, htty:llsfdpw.org

45. Sidewalk Maintenance. The Project Sponsor shall maintain the main entrance to the building and all
sidewalks abutting the subject property in a clean and sanitary condition in compliance with the
Department of Public Works Streets and Sidewalk Maintenance Standards.
For information about compliance, contact Bureau of Street Llse and Mapping, Department of Public Works, 415-
695-2017, http:lls~w.org

46. Community Liaison. Prior to issuance of a building pernut to construct the project and implement
the approved use, the Project Sponsor shall appoint a community liaison officer to deal with the issues of
concern to owners and occupants of nearby properties. The Project Sponsor shall provide the Zoning
Administrator with written notice of the name, business address, and telephone number of the
community liaison. Should the contact information change, the Zoning Administrator shall be made
aware of such change. The community liaison shall report to the Zoning Administrator what issues, if
any, are of concern to the community and what issues have not been resolved by the Project Sponsor.
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.s -
planning.org
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ta
ti
on

w
it

h 
th
e 
ar
ch
eo
lo
gi
ca
l 
co

ns
ul

ta
nt

 s
ha
ll
 d
et

er
mi

ne
 if

 a
dd
it
io
na
l 
m
e
a
s
u
r
e
s
 a
re

w
ar
ra
nt
ed
. 
Ad
di
ti
on
al
 m
e
a
s
u
r
e
s
 t
ha

t 
m
a
y
 b
e
 u
nd
er
ta
ke
n 
in

cl
ud

e 
ad
di
ti
on
al

a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 t
es

ti
ng

, 
ar

ch
eo

lo
gi

ca
l 
mo

ni
to

ri
ng

, 
an
d/
or
 a
n
 a
rc
he
ol
og
ic
al
 d
at
a

r e
co
ve
ry
 p
ro
gr
am
. 

If
 t
he
 E
R
O
 d
et

er
mi

ne
s 
th

at
 a
 s
ig
ni
fi
ca
nt
 a
rc
he
ol
og
ic
al

r e
so

ur
ce

 i
s 
pr

es
en

t 
a
n
d
 t
ha

t 
th
e 
re
so
ur
ce
 c
ou
ld
 b
e
 a
dv
er
se
ly
 a
ff
ec
te
d 
b
y
 t
he

pr
op

os
ed

 p
ro
je
ct
, 
at

 t
he
 d
is

cr
et

io
n 
of
 t
he

 p
ro
je
ct
 s
po
ns
or
 e
it
he
r:

A)
 
T
h
e
 p
ro
po
se
d 

pr
oj
ec
t 
sh
al
l 
b
e
 r
e-
de

si
gn

ed
 s
o
 a
s
 t
o 
av
oi
d 
a
n
y
 a
dv

er
se

ef
f e
ct
 o
n
 t
he
 s
ig
ni
fi
ca
nt
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 r
es

ou
rc

e;
 o
r

B)
 A
 d
at
a 
re
co
ve
ry
 p
ro
gr
am
 s
ha
ll
 b
e
 i
mp
le
me
nt
ed
, 
un
le
ss
 t
he
 E
R
O

d
et
er
mi
ne
s 
th

at
 t
he
 a
rc
he
ol
og
ic
al
 r
es
ou
rc
e 
is
 o
f 
gr

ea
te

r 
in

te
rp

re
ti

ve
 t
ha
n

re
se
ar
ch
 s
ig
ni
fi
ca
nc
e 
a
n
d
 t
ha

t 
in
te
rp
re
ti
ve
 u
s
e
 o
f 
th
e 
re

so
ur

ce
 i
s

f e
as

ib
le

.
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si
on
 S
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M
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m
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:
 

M
I
T
I
G
A
T
I
O
N
 M
O
N
I
T
O
R
I
N
G
 A
N
D
 R
E
P
O
R
T
I
N
G
 P
R
O
G
R
A
M

M
it
ig
at
io
n 
M
e
a
s
u
r
e
s
 A
d
o
p
t
e
d
 A
s
 C
on

di
ti

on
s 
of

 A
pp

ro
va

l
Re

sp
on

si
bi

li
ty

 f
or

~ m
pi
em
en
ta
ti
on

Mi
ti
ga
ti
on

S
c
h
e
d
u
l
e

Mo
ni

to
ri

ng
/R

ep
or

t
R
es

po
ns

ib
il

it
y

St
at

us
/D

at
e 
C
o
m
p
l
e
t
e
d

1
-C

ul
tu

ra
l 
R
e
s
o
u
r
c
e
s—
A
r
c
h
e
o
l
o
g
y
 (c

on
ti

nu
ed

)

A
rc
he
ol
og
ic
al
 M
on

it
or

in
g 
Pr
og
ra
m.
 If

 t
he
 E
R
O
 i
n 
co

ns
ul

ta
ti

on
 w
it
h 
th
e

E
R
O
 a
n
d

On
go

in
g 
du

ri
ng

E
R
O
 a
n
d
 a
rc
he
ol
og
ic
al

Co
ns

id
er

ed
 c
om
pl
et
e

a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 c
on

su
lt

an
t 
de

te
rm

in
es

 t
ha

t 
an

 a
rc
he
ol
og
ic
al
 m
on
it
or
in
g

ar
ch
eo
lo
gi
ca
l

al
l 
so
il
-d

is
tu

rb
in

g
co

ns
ul

ta
nt

.
up
on
 e
n
d
 o
f 
ex
ca
va
ti
on

pr
og
ra
m 
sh

al
l 
b
e
 i
mp

le
me

nt
ed

 t
he

 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 m
on
it
or
in
g 
pr

og
ra

m (
A
M
P
)

co
ns

ul
ta

nt
.

ac
ti

vi
ti

es
:

ac
ti
vi
ti
es
.

s
ha

ll
 m
in

im
al

ly
 i
nc
lu
de
 t
he

 f
ol

lo
wi

ng
 p
ro
vi
si
on
s:

tr
ai

ni
ng

 f
or

C
on

st
ru

ct
io

n
T
h
e
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 c
on
su
lt
an
t,
 p
ro

je
ct

 s
po

ns
or

, 
a
n
d
 E
R
O
 s
ha

ll
 m
e
e
t
 a
nd

M
a
n
a
g
e
r
 t
o 
b
e

co
ns

ul
t 
o
n
 t
he

 s
c
o
p
e
 o
f 
th
e 
A
M
P
 r
ea

so
na

bl
y 
pr
io
r 
to

 a
n
y
 p
ro

je
ct
-r
el
at
ed

co
mp
le
te
d 

pr
io
r

s
oi

ls
 d
is
tu
rb
in
g 
ac

ti
vi

ti
es

 c
o
m
m
e
n
c
i
n
g
.
 T
h
e
 E
R
O
 i
n 
co

ns
ul

ta
ti

on
 w
it
h 
th

e
to

 s
ta

rt
 o
f 
so
il
-

ar
ch

eo
lo

gi
ca

l 
co

ns
ul

ta
nt

 s
ha
ll
 d
et

er
mi

ne
 w
h
a
t
 p
ro

je
ct

 a
ct

iv
it

ie
s 
sh

al
l 
b
e

di
st

ur
bi

ng
a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
ly

 m
on
it
or
ed
. 
In
 m
o
s
t
 c
as

es
, 
a
n
y
 s
oi

ls
- 
di

st
ur

bi
ng

 a
ct

iv
it

ie
s,

ac
ti

vi
ty

.
s
uc

h 
a
s
 d
em
ol
it
io
n,
 fo

un
da
ti
on
 r
em

ov
al

, 
ex
ca
va
ti
on
, 
gr

ad
in

g,
 ut

il
it

ie
s

in
st
al
la
ti
on
, f

ou
nd

at
io

n 
wo

rk
, 
dr
iv
in
g 
of
 p
il

es
 (f

ou
nd

at
io

n,
 s
ho

ri
ng

, 
et
c.
),

s
it
e 
re
me
di
at
io
n,
 e
tc

.,
 s
ha
ll
 r
eq
ui
re
 a
rc
he
ol
og
ic
al
 m
on
it
or
in
g 
be
ca
us
e 
of

th
e
 r
is
k 
th
es
e 
ac

ti
vi

ti
es

 p
os

e 
to

 p
ot

en
ti

al
 a
rc
ha
eo
lo
gi
ca
l 
re

so
ur

ce
s 
a
n
d
 t
o

th
ei

r 
de

po
si

ti
on

al
 c
on

te
xt

;

•
 

T
h
e
 a
rc
he
ol
og
ic
al
 c
on

su
lt

an
t 
sh
al
l 
ad

vi
se

 a
ll
 p
ro

je
ct

 c
on
tr
ac
to
rs
 t
o 
b
e
 o
n

th
e
 a
le
rt
 f
or

 e
vi
de
nc
e 
of
 t
he

 p
re

se
nc

e 
of
 t
he

 e
xp
ec
te
d 
re

so
ur

ce
(s

),
 o
f

ho
w
 t
o 
id
en
ti
fy
 t
he
 e
vi
de
nc
e 
of
 t
he

 e
xp
ec
te
d 
re

so
ur

ce
(s

),
 a
nd
 o
f 
th

e
a
pp

ro
pr

ia
te

 p
ro
to
co
l 

in
 t
he

 e
ve
nt
 o
f 
ap

pa
re

nt
 d
is
co
ve
ry
 o
f 
a
n

a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 r
es
ou
rc
e;

•
 

T
h
e
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 m
on

it
or

s)
 sh

al
l 
b
e
 p
re
se
nt
 o
n
 t
he

 p
ro

je
ct

 s
it
e

a
cc

or
di

ng
 t
o 
a
 s
ch

ed
ul

e 
ag
re
ed
 u
po
n 
by

 t
he
 a
rc
he
ol
og
ic
al
 c
on

su
lt

an
t

a
nd
 t
he

 E
R
O
 u
nt
il
 t
he

 E
R
O
 h
as

, 
in

 c
on

su
lt

at
io

n 
wi
th
 p
ro

je
ct

a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 c
on

su
lt

an
t,

 d
et

er
mi

ne
d 
th

at
 p
ro

je
ct

 c
on

st
ru

ct
io

n 
ac

ti
vi

ti
es

co
ul

d 
ha
ve
 n
o
 e
ff

ec
ts

 o
n
 s
ig

ni
fi

ca
nt

 a
rc
he
ol
og
ic
al
 d
ep

os
it

s;

•
 

T
h
e
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 m
on
it
or
 s
ha

ll
 r
ec

or
d 
a
n
d
 b
e
 a
ut

ho
ri

ze
d 
to

 c
ol
le
ct
 s
oi

l
s
a
m
p
l
e
s
 a
n
d
 a
rt

if
ac

tu
al

/e
co

fa
ct

ua
l 
ma
te
ri
al
 a
s
 w
ar
ra
nt
ed
 f
or

 a
na
ly
si
s;
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M
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O
N
 M
O
N
I
T
O
R
I
N
G
 A
N
D
 R
E
P
O
R
T
I
N
G
 P
R
O
G
R
A
M

M
it
ig
at
io
n 
M
e
a
s
u
r
e
s
 A
d
o
p
t
e
d
 A
s
 C
on
di
ti
on
s 
of
 A
pp
ro
va
l

Re
sp

on
si

bi
li

ty
 f
or

Im
pl
em
en
ta
ti
on

Mi
ti
ga
ti
on

S
c
h
e
d
u
l
e

Mo
ni

to
ri

ng
/R

ep
or

t
R
es

po
ns

ib
il

it
y

St
at
us
/D
at
e 
C
o
m
p
l
e
t
e
d

1.
 Cu

lt
ur

al
 R
e
s
o
u
r
c
e
s—
A
r
c
h
e
o
l
o
g
y
 (c

on
ti

nu
ed

)

•
 

If
 a
n
 i
nt
ac
t 
ar

ch
eo

lo
gi

ca
l 
de
po
si
t 
is
 e
nc
ou
nt
er
ed
, 
al
l 
so

il
s-
di

st
ur

bi
ng

Co
ns

tr
uc

ti
on

Du
ri

ng
Ar
ch
eo
lo
gi
ca
l 
mo
ni
to
r

U
p
o
n
 d
is
co
ve
ry
.

a
ct
iv
it
ie
s 
in

 t
he

 v
ic

in
it

y 
of
 t
he

 d
ep
os
it
 s
ha
ll
 c
ea
se
. 
T
h
e
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
m
a
n
a
g
e
r
 a
n
d

ex
ca

va
ti

on
 a
n
d

to
 e
va
lu
at
e 
a
n
y
 b
ur
ie
d

m
on

it
or

 s
ha
ll
 b
e
 e
m
p
o
w
e
r
e
d
 t
o 
te

mp
or

ar
il

y 
re
di
re
ct

ar
ch

eo
lo

gi
ca

l
ot
he
r 
so
il
-

cu
lt
ur
al
 m
at

er
ia

l

de
mo

li
ti

on
/e

xc
av

at
io

n/
pi

le
 d
ri

vi
ng

/c
on

st
ru

ct
io

n 
ac

ti
vi

ti
es

 a
n
d
 e
qu

ip
me

nt
co

ns
ul

ta
nt

 a
n
d

di
st

ur
bi

ng
en

co
un

te
re

d 
du
ri
ng

u
nt
il
 t
he

 d
ep
os
it
 i
s 
ev

al
ua

te
d.

 If
 i
n 
th

e 
ca
se
 o
f 
pi

le
 d
ri

vi
ng

 a
ct

iv
it

y
mo
ni
to
r(
s)
.

ac
ti
vi
ti
es
.

co
ns

tr
uc

ti
on

 t
o

(
fo

un
da

ti
on

, 
sh

or
in

g,
 et

c.
),
 t
he
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 m
on
it
or
 h
as
 c
a
u
s
e
 t
o

de
te

rm
in

e 
si

gn
if

ic
an

ce
,

be
li

ev
e 
th
at
 t
he
 p
il

e 
dr
iv
in
g 
ac
ti
vi
ty
 m
a
y
 a
ff
ec
t 
a
n
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 r
es

ou
rc

e,
a
n
d
 s
ha
ll
 r
ep

or
t 
fi

nd
in

gs

th
e
 p
il

e 
dr

iv
in

g 
ac

ti
vi

ty
 s
ha

ll
 b
e
 t
er
mi
na
te
d 

un
ti
l 
a
n
 a
pp
ro
pr
ia
te

to
 E
R
O
.

e
va

lu
at

io
n 
of
 t
he
 r
es

ou
rc

e 
ha
s 
be
en
 m
a
d
e
 i
n 
co

ns
ul

ta
ti

on
 w
it
h 
th

e 
E
R
O
.

T
h
e
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 c
on

su
lt

an
t 
sh
al
l 
im
me
di
at
el
y 
no

ti
fy

 t
he

 E
R
O
 o
f 
th

e
e
nc

ou
nt

er
ed

 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 d
ep
os
it
. 
T
h
e
 a
rc
he
ol
og
ic
al
 c
on

su
lt

an
t 
sh
al
l

m
a
k
e
 a
 r
ea

so
na

bl
e 
ef
fo
rt
 t
o 
as
se
ss
 t
he

 i
de

nt
it

y,
 i
nt

eg
ri

ty
, 
a
n
d

s
ig
ni
fi
ca
nc
e 
of
 t
he

 e
nc
ou
nt
er
ed
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 d
ep

os
it

, 
a
n
d
 p
re
se
nt
 t
he

fi
nd
in
gs
 o
f 
th
is
 a
ss

es
sm

en
t 
to

 t
he

 E
R
O
.

W
he
th
er
 o
r 
no

t 
si
gn
if
ic
an
t 
ar

ch
eo

lo
gi

ca
l 
re

so
ur

ce
s 
ar

e 
en
co
un
te
re
d,
 t
he

a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 c
on

su
lt

an
t 
sh
al
l 
su

bm
it

 a
 w
ri

tt
en

 r
ep

or
t 
of
 t
he

 f
in
di
ng
s 
of
 t
he

m
on
it
or
in
g 
pr

og
ra

m 
to

 t
he
 E
R
O
.
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M
I
T
I
G
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T
I
O
N
 M
O
N
I
T
O
R
I
N
G
 A
N
D
 R
E
P
O
R
T
I
N
G
 P
R
O
G
R
A
M

M
it
ig
at
io
n 
M
e
a
s
u
r
e
s
 A
d
o
p
t
e
d
 A
s
 C
on

di
ti

on
s 
of

 A
pp
ro
va
l

Re
sp

on
si

bi
li

ty
 f
or

i m
pl
em
en
ta
ti
on

Mi
ti
ga
ti
on

S
c
h
e
d
u
l
e

Mo
ni
to
ri
ng
/R
ep
or
t

R
es

po
ns

ib
il

it
y

St
at
us
/D
at
e 
C
o
m
p
l
e
t
e
d

1.
 C
ul

tu
ra

l 
R
e
s
o
u
r
c
e
s
—
~
4
r
c
h
e
o
l
o
g
y
 (c

on
ti

nu
ed

)

A
rc
he
ol
og
ic
al
 D
at
a 
Re

co
ve

ry
 P
ro
gr
am
. 
T
h
e
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 d
at
a 
re

co
ve

ry
Pr

oj
ec

t 
sp
on
so
r 
an
d

U
p
o
n
 d
is
co
ve
ry

Da
ta

 r
ec

ov
er

y 
pr

og
ra

m
Co

ns
id

er
ed

 c
om
pl
et
e

pr
og
ra
m 
sh
al
l 
b
e
 c
on
du
ct
ed
 i
n 
ac
co
rd
 w
it
h 
a
n
 a
rc
he
ol
og
ic
al
 d
at
a 
re

co
ve

ry
ar

ch
eo

lo
gi

ca
l

of
 s
ig

ni
fi

ca
nt

to
 b
e
 d
es

cr
ib

ed
 i
n 
Fi

na
l

up
on
 E
R
O
 a
pp
ro
va
l 
of

pl
an

 (
A
D
R
P
)
.
 T
h
e
 a
rc
he
ol
og
ic
al
 c
on

su
lt

an
t,

 p
ro

je
ct

 s
po

ns
or

, 
a
n
d
 E
R
O
 s
ha
ll

co
ns

ul
ta

nt
, 
in

ar
ch

eo
lo

gi
ca

l
Ar
ch
eo
lo
gi
ca
l

Dr
af

t 
F
A
R
R
 (
se

e 
be

lo
w)

.

m
ee

t 
a
n
d
 c
on

su
lt

 o
n
 t
he
 s
c
o
p
e
 o
f 
th
e 
A
D
R
P
 p
ri
or
 t
o 
pr
ep
ar
at
io
n 
of
 a
 d
ra

ft
co

ns
ul

ta
ti

on
 w
it
h

re
so

ur
ce

s.
Re

so
ur

ce
s 
Re
po
rt
 (s
ee

A
D
R
P
.
 T
h
e
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 c
on

su
lt

an
t 
sh

al
l 
su

bm
it

 a
 d
ra

ft
 A
D
R
P
 t
o 
th
e 
E
R
O
.

E
R
O
.

be
lo
w)
.

T
h
e
 A
D
R
P
 s
ha
ll
 i
de

nt
if

y 
h
o
w
 t
he
 p
ro
po
se
d 
da
ta
 r
ec

ov
er

y 
pr

og
ra

m 
wi

ll
p r

es
er

ve
 t
he
 s
ig
ni
fi
ca
nt
 i
nf

or
ma

ti
on

 t
he

 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 r
es

ou
rc

e 
is
 e
xp

ec
te

d 
to

c
on
ta
in
. 
Th

at
 is

, t
he

 A
D
R
P
 w
il

l 
id
en
ti
fy
 w
ha

t 
sc

ie
nt

if
ic

/h
is

to
ri

ca
l 
re
se
ar
ch

q
ue
st
io
ns
 a
re

 a
pp

li
ca

bl
e 
to

 t
he
 e
xp
ec
te
d 
re

so
ur

ce
, 
w
h
a
t
 d
at
a 
cl

as
se

s 
th

e
re
so
ur

ce
 i
s 
ex

pe
ct

ed
 t
o 
po

ss
es

s,
 a
n
d
 h
o
w
 t
he
 e
xp

ec
te

d 
da
ta
 c
la

ss
es

 w
ou

ld
a
dd
re
ss
 t
he

 a
pp

li
ca

bl
e 
re

se
ar

ch
 q
ue
st
io
ns
. 
Da

ta
 r
ec
ov
er
y,
 in

 g
en

er
al

, 
sh
ou
ld

be
 l
im
it
ed
 t
o 
th
e 
po

rt
io

ns
 o
f 
th

e 
hi
st
or
ic
al
 p
ro
pe
rt
y 
th

at
 c
ou
ld
 b
e
 a
dv
er
se
ly

af
fe
ct
ed
 b
y 
th

e 
pr
op
os
ed
 p
ro

je
ct

. 
De
st
ru
ct
iv
e 
da
ta
 r
ec

ov
er

y 
m
e
t
h
o
d
s
 s
ha
ll

n o
t 
b
e
 a
pp

li
ed

 t
o 
po

rt
io

ns
 o
f 
th

e 
ar

ch
eo

lo
gi

ca
l 
re

so
ur

ce
s 

if
 n
on
de
st
ru
ct
iv
e

m
et
ho
ds
 a
re

 p
ra
ct
ic
al
.

T
h
e
 s
w
p
e
 o
f 
th
e 
A
D
R
P
 s
ha
ll
 i
nc
lu
de
 t
he

 f
ol

lo
wi

ng
 e
le

me
nt

s:

■ 
Fi

el
d 
M
e
t
h
o
d
s
 a
n
d
 P
ro
ce
du
re
s.
 D
es
cr
ip
ti
on
s 
of
 p
ro

po
se

d 
fi
el
d 
st
ra
te
gi
es
,

pr
oc
ed
ur
es
, 
a
n
d
 o
pe
ra
ti
on
s.

■ 
Ca
ta
lo
gu
in
g 
a
n
d
 L
ab
or
at
or
y 
An
al
ys
is
. 
De

sc
ri

pt
io

n 
of
 s
el
ec
te
d 
ca
ta
lo
gu
in
g

s
ys

te
m 
a
n
d
 a
rt
if
ac
t 
an
al
ys
is
 p
ro

ce
du

re
s.

■ 
Di
sc
ar
d 
a
n
d
 D
ea
cc
es
si
on
 P
ol

ic
y.

 D
es

cr
ip

ti
on

 o
f 
a
n
d
 r
at
io
na
le
 f
or

 fi
el

d 
a
n
d

po
st

-f
ie
ld
 d
is

ca
rd

 a
n
d
 d
ea
cc
es
si
on
 p
ol

ic
ie

s.

■ 
In
te
rp
re
ti
ve
 P
ro

gr
am

. 
Co
ns
id
er
at
io
n 
of
 a
n 

on
-s
it
e/
of
f-
si
te
 p
ub
li
c 
in

te
rp

re
ti

ve
pr
og
ra
m 
du

ri
ng

 t
he
 c
ou

rs
e 
of
 t
he
 a
rc
he
ol
og
ic
al
 d
at
a 
re

co
ve

ry
 p
ro
gr
am
.

■ 
Se
cu
ri
ty
 M
ea
su
re
s.

 R
e
c
o
m
m
e
n
d
e
d
 s
ec
ur
it
y 
me
as
ur
es
 t
o 
pr
ot
ec
t 
th

e
a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 r
es
ou
rc
e 
fr
om
 v
an

da
li

sm
, 
lo

ot
in

g,
 a
n
d
 n
on

-i
nt
en
ti
on
al
ly

da
m
a
g
i
n
g
 a
ct

iv
it

ie
s.

■ 
Fi
na
l 
Re

po
rt

. 
De

sc
ri

pt
io

n 
of
 p
ro
po
se
d 
re

po
rt

 f
or

ma
t 
a
n
d
 d
is
tr
ib
ut
io
n 
of

re
su
lt
s.

3
5
0
 M
is

si
on

 S
tr

ee
t 
Pr
oj
ec
t

M
it
ig
at
io
n 
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ni
to
ri
ng
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n
d
 R
ep

or
ti

ng
 P
r
o
g
r
a
m

C
a
s
e
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o
.
 2
01
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A
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g
u
s
t
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2
0
1
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Fi
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o
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3
5
0
 M
is
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 S
tr

ee
t

M
ot
io
n 
N
o
.
 1
8
9
5
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A
u
g
u
s
t
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, 
2
0
1
3

P
a
g
e
 6
 o
f 
1
9

E
X
H
I
B
I
T
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:
 

M
I
T
I
G
A
T
I
O
N
 M
O
N
I
T
O
R
I
N
G
 A
N
D
 R
E
P
O
R
T
I
N
G
 P
R
O
G
R
A
M

M
it
ig
at
io
n 
M
e
a
s
u
r
e
s
 A
d
o
p
t
e
d
 A
s
 C
on

di
ti

on
s 
of

 A
pp

ro
va

l
Re

sp
on

si
bi

li
ty

 f
or

Im
pl
em
en
ta
ti
on

Mi
ti
ga
ti
on

S
c
h
e
d
u
l
e

Mo
ni
to
ri
ng
/R
ep
or
t

R
es

po
ns

ib
il

it
y

St
at

us
/D

at
e 
C
o
m
p
l
e
t
e
d

1.
 Cu

lt
ur
al
 R
e
s
o
u
r
c
e
s-
-
A
r
c
h
e
o
l
o
g
y
 (
co
nt
in
ue
d)

C
ur
at
io
n.
 D
es
cr
ip
ti
on
 o
f 
th

e 
pr
oc
ed
ur
es
 a
n
d
 r
ec
om
me
nd
at
io
ns
 f
or

 t
he

c
ur

at
io

n 
of
 a
n
y
 r
ec
ov
er
ed
 d
at
a 
ha
vi
ng
 p
ot

en
ti

al
 r
es
ea
rc
h 
va

lu
e,

 id
en
ti
fi
ca
ti
on

of
 ap

pr
op

ri
at

e 
cu

ra
ti

on
 f
ac

il
it

ie
s,

 a
n
d
 a
 s
u
m
m
a
r
y
 o
f 
th

e 
ac
ce
ss
io
n 
po

li
ci

es
 o
f

th
e
 c
ur

at
io

n 
fa
ci
li
ti
es
.

H
u
m
a
n
 R
e
m
a
i
n
s
 a
n
d
 A
ss
oc
ia
te
d 
or

 U
na

ss
oc

ia
te

d 
Fu
ne
ra
ry
 O
bj
ec
ts
. 
T
h
e

Pr
oj

ec
t 
sp
on
so
r 
a
n
d

Du
ri

ng
Ar
ch
eo
lo
gi
ca
l 
mo
ni
to
r

Co
ns

id
er

ed
 c
om
pl
et
e

tr
ea

tm
en

t 
of
 h
u
m
a
n
 r
em

ai
ns

 a
n
d
 o
f 
as
so
ci
at
ed
 o
r 
un

as
so

ci
at

ed
 f
un

er
ar

y
ar
ch
eo
lo
gi
ca
l

ar
ch

eo
lo

gi
ca

l
to

 n
ot

if
y 
co

ro
ne

r 
an
d,
 if

up
on
 r
ec

ei
pt

 b
y 
E
R
O
 o
f

o
bj

ec
ts

 d
is
co
ve
re
d 
du
ri

ng
 a
n
y
 s
oi

ls
 d
is
tu
rb
in
g 
ac
ti
vi
ty
 s
ha

ll
 c
om
pl
y 
wi
th

co
ns
ul
ta
nt
; 
co
ro
ne
r,

fi
el

d 
pr
og
ra
m.

ap
pr
op
ri
at
e,
 N
A
H
C
,

a
n
y
 n
ot
if
ic
at
io
n,
 if

a
pp
li
ca
bl
e 
St

at
e 
a
n
d
 F
ed

er
al

 l
aw

s.
 T
hi

s 
sh
al
l 
in
cl
ud
e 
im
me
di
at
e 

no
ti

fi
ca

ti
on

a
n
d
 M
o
s
t
 L
ik
el
y

a
n
d
 s
ha

ll
 p
ro
vi
de

ap
pl

ic
ab

le
.

of
 t
he
 C
or
on
er
 o
f 
th

e 
Ci

ty
 a
n
d
 C
ou
nt
y 
of
 S
a
n
 F
ra

nc
is

co
 a
nd
 i
n 
th

e 
ev
en
t 
of

De
sc

en
da

nt
, 

if
wr

it
te

n 
re

po
rt

 o
f 
su
ch

th
e
 C
or
on
er
's
 d
et

er
mi

na
ti

on
 t
ha
t 
th
e 
h
u
m
a
n
 r
em
ai
ns
 a
re

 N
at
iv
e 
Am
er
ic
an

ap
pl
ic
ab
le
.

no
ti

fi
ca

ti
on

 t
o 
E
R
O
.

r e
ma
in
s,
 n
ot

if
ic

at
io

n 
of
 t
he

 C
al
if
or
ni
a 
St

at
e 
Na
ti
ve
 A
me

ri
ca

n 
He

ri
ta

ge
C
om

mi
ss

io
n 
(
N
A
H
C
)
 w
h
o
 s
ha
ll
 a
pp

oi
nt

 a
 M
os

t 
Li
ke
ly
 D
es

ce
nd

an
t (
M
L
D
)

(
P
u
b
.
 R
es

. 
C
o
d
e
 S
e
c
.
 5
09

7.
98

).
 T
h
e
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 c
on
su
lt
an
t,
 p
ro

je
ct

s
po
ns
or
, 
a
n
d
 M
L
D
 s
ha
ll
 m
a
k
e
 a
ll
 r
ea

so
na

bl
e 
ef

fo
rt

s 
to

 d
ev
el
op
 a
n
 a
gr
ee
me
nt

fo
r 
th

e 
tr

ea
tm

en
t 
of
, 
wi
th
 a
pp

ro
pr

ia
te

 d
ig

ni
ty

, 
h
u
m
a
n
 r
em

ai
ns

 a
n
d
 a
ss
oc
ia
te
d

o
r 
un

as
so

ci
at

ed
 f
un

er
ar

y 
ob

je
ct

s (
C
E
Q
A
 G
ui
de
li
ne
s.
 S
ec

. 
15

06
4.

5(
d)

).
 T
h
e

ag
re
em
en
t 
sh
ou
ld
 t
ak

e 
in
to
 c
on
si
de
ra
ti
on
 t
he

 a
pp

ro
pr

ia
te

 e
xc
av
at
io
n,

re
mo
va
l,
 r
ec
or
da
ti
on
, 
an
al
ys
is
, 
cu

st
od

ia
ns

hi
p,

 c
ur
at
io
n,
 a
n
d
 f
in
al
 d
is
po
si
ti
on

of
 t
he

 h
u
m
a
n
 r
em

ai
ns

 a
n
d
 a
ss
oc
ia
te
d 
or
 u
na

ss
oc

ia
te

d 
fu

ne
ra

ry
 o
bj

ec
ts

.

F
in
al
 A
rc
he
ol
og
ic
al
 R
es

ou
rc

es
 R
ep

or
t.

 T
h
e
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 c
on

su
lt

an
t 
sh

al
l

Pr
oj

ec
t 
sp

on
so

r 
a
n
d

Fo
ll
ow
in
g

E
R
O
 t
o 
re
vi
ew
 D
ra

ft
Co

ns
id

er
ed

 c
om
pl
et
e

s
ub

mi
t 
a
 D
ra

ft
 F
in

al
 A
rc
he
ol
og
ic
al
 R
es

ou
rc

es
 R
ep
or
t (
P
A
R
R
)
 to
 t
he
 E
R
O
 t
ha
t

ar
ch

eo
lo

gi
ca

l
co
mp
le
ti
on
 o
f

P
A
R
R
.

up
on
 E
R
O
 a
pp
ro
va
l 
of

e
va

lu
at

es
 t
he

 h
is

to
ri

ca
l 
si

gn
if

ic
an

ce
 o
f 
a
n
y
 d
is
co
ve
re
d 
ar

ch
eo

lo
gi

ca
l 
re
so
ur
ce

co
ns
ul
ta
nt
.

a
n
y

Dr
af

t 
P
A
R
R
.

a
nd
 d
es

cr
ib

es
 t
he

 a
rc
he
ol
og
ic
al
 a
n
d
 h
is

to
ri

ca
l 
re

se
ar

ch
 m
et
ho
ds
 e
mp

lo
ye

d
ar
ch
eo
lo
gi
ca
l

in
 t
he

 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 t
es
ti
ng
/m
on
it
or
in
g/
da
ta
 r
ec

ov
er

y 
p
r
o
g
r
a
m
s
)
 un

de
rt
ak
en
.

fi
el

d 
pr
og
ra
m.

In
fo

rm
at

io
n 
th

at
 m
a
y
 p
ut
 a
t 
ri
sk
 a
n
y
 a
rc

he
ol

og
ic

al
 r
es
ou
rc
e 
sh
al
l 
b
e
 p
ro
vi
de
d

in
 a
 s
ep
ar
at
e 
re

mo
va

bl
e 
in

se
rt

 w
it
hi
n 
th
e 
fi

na
l 
re

po
rt

.
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 S
tr

ee
t 
Pr
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M
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at
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M
I
T
I
G
A
T
I
O
N
 M
O
N
I
T
O
R
I
N
G
 A
N
D
 R
E
P
O
R
T
I
N
G
 P
R
O
G
R
A
M

M
it
ig
at
io
n 
M
e
a
s
u
r
e
s
 A
d
o
p
t
e
d
 A
s
 C
on
di
ti
on
s 
of
 A
pp

ro
va

l
Re

sp
on

si
bi

li
ty

 f
or

Im
pl
em
en
ta
ti
on

Mi
ti
ga
ti
on

S
c
h
e
d
u
l
e

Mo
ni
to
ri
ng
/R
ep
or
t

R
es
po
ns
ib
il
it
y

St
at
us
/D
at
e 
C
o
m
p
l
e
t
e
d

1.
 C
ul

tu
ra

l 
R
e
s
o
u
r
c
e
s—
A
r
c
h
e
o
l
o
g
y
 (c

on
ti
nu
ed
)

O
nc

e 
ap
pr
ov
ed
 b
y 
th
e 
E
R
O
,
 co

pi
es
 o
f 
th

e 
F
A
R
R
 s
ha

ll
 b
e
 d
is

tr
ib

ut
ed

 a
s

Pr
oj

ec
t 
sp

on
so

r.
U
p
o
n
 E
R
O

Pr
oj

ec
t 
sp
on
so
r 
to

Co
ns

id
er

ed
 c
om
pl
et
e

f o
ll
ow
s:
 C
al
if
or
ni
a 
Ar
ch
eo
lo
gi
ca
l 
Si
te
 S
ur
ve
y 
No

rt
hw

es
t 
In
fo
rm
at
io
n 
Ce

nt
er

ap
pr
ov
al
 o
f 
Dr

af
t

pr
ov
id
e 
E
R
O
 w
it
h

up
on
 r
ec

ei
pt

 b
y 
E
R
O
 o
f

(
N
W
 I
C)
 sh

al
l 
re
ce
iv
e 
o
n
e
 (
1
)
 co
py
 a
n
d
 t
he
 E
R
O
 s
ha

ll
 r
ec
ei
ve
 a
 c
op
y 
of
 t
he

F
A
R
R
.

co
pi
es
 o
f 
tr

an
sm

it
ta

ls
 o
f

ev
id
en
ce
 o
f 
di

st
ri

bu
ti

on
,

tr
an
sm
it
ta
l 
of
 t
he

 F
A
R
R
 t
o 
th

e 
N
W
I
C
.
 T
h
e
 M
aj
or
 E
nv

ir
on

me
nt

al
 A
na

ly
si

s
F
A
R
R
 d
is

tr
ib

ut
io

n.
a
n
d
 t
hr
ee
 c
op
ie
s 
of
 t
he

d
iv
is
io
n 
of
 t
he
 P
la

nn
in

g 
De
pa
rt
me
nt
 s
ha
ll
 r
ec
ei
ve
 t
hr
ee
 c
op
ie
s 
of
 t
he

 F
A
R
R

F
A
R
R
.

a
lo

ng
 w
it
h 
co
pi
es
 o
f 
a
n
y
 f
or

ma
l 
si

te
 r
ec
or
da
ti
on
 f
or

ms
 (
C
A
 D
P
R
 5
2
3
 s
er
ie
s)

a
nd
/o
r 
do
cu
me
nt
at
io
n 
fo

r 
no
mi
na
ti
on
 t
o 
th
e 
Na
ti
on
al
 R
eg
is
te
r 
of
 H
is
to
ri
c

P
la
ce
s/
Ca
li
fo
rn
ia
 R
eg

is
te

r 
of
 H
is

to
ri

ca
l 
Re

so
ur

ce
s.

 I
n 
in
st
an
ce
s 
of
 h
ig
h 
pu
bl
ic

in
te

re
st

 i
n 
or
 t
he
 h
ig
h 
in

te
rp

re
ti

ve
 v
al

ue
 o
f 
th
e 
re

so
ur

ce
, 
th

e 
E
R
O
 m
a
y
 r
eq
ui
re

a
 d
if

fe
re

nt
 fi

na
l 
re

po
rt

 c
on

te
nt

, f
or
ma
t,
 a
n
d
 d
is
tr
ib
ut
io
n 
th

an
 t
ha
t 
pr
es
en
te
d

a
bo
ve
.

2.
 T
ra
ns
po
rt
at
io
n

T
C
P
D
 F
E
I
R
 M
it
ig
at
io

n 
M
e
a
s
u
r
e
 M
-
T
R
-
3
c
 T
ra
ns
it
 I
m
p
r
o
v
e
m
e
n
t
s
 o
n
 P
la

n
S
F
M
T
A
,
 Su

st
ai
na
bl
e

Pr
io

r 
to

 i
ss
ua
nc
e

S
F
M
T
A
,
 S
us
ta
in
ab
le

Co
ns

id
er

ed
 c
om
pl
et
e

A
re
a 
St
re
et
s (
A
p
p
r
o
v
e
d
 P
ro
je
ct
 M
it

ig
at

io
n 
M
e
a
s
u
r
e
 M
-T
R-
4a
):
 T
h
e

St
re
et
s 
Di
vi
si
on
;

of
 fi

na
l

St
re
et
s 
Di
vi
si
on
.

up
on
 r
el

oc
at

io
n 
of
 b
us

pr
oj

ec
t 
sp

on
so

r 
wo

ul
d 
wo
rk
 w
it
h 
th
e 
Go
ld
en
 G
a
t
e
 B
ri

dg
e,

 H
ig

hw
ay

, 
a
n
d

Go
ld
en
 G
a
t
e
 B
ri

dg
e,

Ce
rt
if
ic
at
e 
of

st
op

s.
T
ra

ns
po

rt
at

io
n 

Di
st

ri
ct

 a
n
d
 t
he
 S
a
n
 F
ra

nc
is

co
 M
un

ic
ip

al
 T
ra
ns
po
rt
at
io
n

Hi
gh

wa
y,

 a
n
d

Oc
cu
pa
nc
y,
 o
r

A
ut
ho
ri
ty
 S
us

ta
in

ab
le

 S
tr

ee
ts

 D
iv

is
io

n 
to

 r
el

oc
at

e 
th

e 
bu

s 
st
op
 f
or

 G
ol
de
n
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d
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 b
ui

ld
in

g 
pe

rm
it

, 
al

on
g 
wi

th
 t
he
 s
ub
mi
ss
io
n

of
 c
on

st
ru

ct
io

n 
d
o
c
u
m
e
n
t
s
,
 t
he
 p
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 D
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 l
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 c
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 m
e
a
s
u
r
e
s
 s
ha
ll
 i
nc

lu
de

 (
1
)
 a
 p
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b
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 f
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 D
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n
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re
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 c
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b
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c
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 c
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 f
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 p
ro
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 b
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 f
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 d
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ra
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p
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I
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A
Q
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 C
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e 
E
m
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t 
sp
on
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n
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 p
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at
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p
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r
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 D
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 c
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p
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 c
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 p
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ra
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at
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 b
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n
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 m
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c
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 b
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 o
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 p
ro
je
ct
 fi

le
.

in
 u
s
e
 o
r 
re
du
ci
ng
 t
he
 m
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 m
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 m
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p
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e
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n
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e
a
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p
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 b
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 l
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 p
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 p
er
ce
nt
 N
O
X
 r
ed

uc
ti

on
 a
n
d
 4
5
 p
er

ce
nt

P
M
 r
ed

uc
ti

on
 c
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 f
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 m
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l
Re

sp
on

si
bi

li
ty

 f
or

i m
pl
em
en
ta
ti
on

Mi
ti
ga
ti
on

S
ch
ed
ul
e

Mo
ni

to
ri

ng
/R

ep
or

t
R
es

po
ns

ib
il

it
y

St
at
us
/D
at
e 
C
o
m
p
l
e
t
e
d

5.
 H
a
z
a
r
d
s
 a
n
d
 H
a
z
a
r
d
o
u
s
 M
at

er
ia

ls

T
C
D
P
 F
E
I
R
 M
it

ig
at

io
n 
M
e
a
s
u
r
e
 M
-
H
Z-
2b
 S
it
e 
A
s
s
e
s
s
m
e
n
t
 a
n
d

Pr
oj

ec
t 
sp

on
so

r.
Fo
ll
ow
in
g

De
pa
rt
me
nt
 o
f 
Pu

bl
ic

Co
ns

id
er

ed
 c
om

pl
et

e
C
or

re
ct

iv
e 
Ac
ti
on
 f
or
 P
ro
je
ct
s 
L
a
n
d
w
a
r
d
 o
f 
th

e 
Hi

st
or

ic
 H
ig
h 
Ti
de
 L
in

e
de

mo
li

ti
on

 o
f

He
al

th
, 
En
vi
ro
nm
en
ta
l

up
on
 s
ub

mi
tt

al
 t
o 
D
P
H

(
A
p
p
r
o
v
e
d
 P
ro
je
ct
 M
it

ig
at

io
n 
M
e
a
s
u
r
e
 M
-
H
Z-

2a
):

 T
h
e
 p
ro

je
ct

 s
po
ns
or

ex
is

ti
ng

 b
ui
ld
in
g

He
al

th
 S
ec
ti
on
,

(w
it
h 
co

py
 t
o 
Pl

an
ni

ng
s
ha
ll
 c
a
u
s
e
 t
o 
ha
ve
 i
mp

le
me

nt
ed

 a
 W
o
r
k
 P
la

n 
fo

r 
th

e 
Ch

ar
ac

te
ri

za
ti

on
 o
f

a
n
d
 p
ri
or
 t
o

Ha
za
rd
ou
s 
W
a
s
t
e
 U
ni
t

De
pa
rt
me
nt
, 
Ma

jo
r

S
ub

su
rf

ac
e 
So

il
s 
a
n
d
 G
ro
un
dw
at
er
 f
or

 t
he
 p
ro

je
ct

 s
it

e.
 T
h
e
 W
o
r
k
 P
la

n 
a
s

gr
ou
nd
-

(
D
P
H
)
.

En
vi

ro
nm

en
ta

l 
An
al
ys
is

a
pp
ro
ve
d 
by

 t
he

 S
a
n
 F
ra

nc
is

co
 D
ep
ar
tm
en
t 
of
 P
ub
li
c 
He
al

th
, 
En

vi
ro

nm
en

ta
l

di
st
ur
bi
ng

di
vi

si
on

) o
f 
re

po
rt

H
ea

lt
h 
Se
ct
io
n,
 H
az
ar
do
us
 W
a
s
t
e
 U
ni

t (
D
P
H
)
 in
cl
ud
es
 t
he
 f
ol

lo
wi

ng
.

ac
ti
vi
ti
es
 (o

th
er

do
cu
me
nt
in
g 
fi
nd
in
gs
.

O
nc
e 
th
e 
ex

is
ti

ng
 b
ui
ld
in
g 
ha
s 
be
en
 d
em

ol
is

he
d 
a
n
d
 d
eb
ri
s 
r
e
m
o
v
e
d
 f
ro
m

th
an

 s
uc

h
a
ct
iv
it
ie
s

th
e
 s
it

e,
 s
ub

su
rf

ac
e 
in

ve
st

ig
at

io
n 
of
 t
he

 s
it
e 
wi

ll
 b
e
 u
nd
er
ta
ke
n.
 T
h
e

re
qu

ir
ed

 t
o

pr
op

os
ed

 s
ub

su
rf

ac
e 
in

ve
st

ig
at

io
n 

wi
ll

 c
on
si
st
 o
f 
th
e 
fo
ll
ow
in
g:

im
pl
em
en
t 
W
o
r
k

•
 

Ob
ta

in
 a
 s
oi
l 
bo
ri
ng
 p
er
mi
t 
fr
om
 D
P
H
;

Pl
an

).

•
 

No
ti
fy
 U
nd
er
gr
ou
nd
 S
er
vi
ce
 A
le
rt
 a
n
d
 a
 p
ri
va
te
 u
ti
li
ty
 l
oc
at
in
g 
se
rv
ic
e 
a

m
in

im
um

 o
f 
4
8
 h
ou

rs
 p
ri
or
 t
o 
co
nd
uc
ti
ng
 t
he

 fi
el

d 
in
ve
st
ig
at
io
n;

•
 

Co
mp
le
te
 a
 m
i
n
i
m
u
m
 o
f 
th
re
e 
so

il
 b
or
in
gs
 (
tw

o 
to

 a
 d
ep
th
 o
f 
1
0
 fe

et
be
lo

w 
th

e 
ex

is
ti

ng
 b
a
s
e
m
e
n
t
 s
la

b 
a
n
d
 o
n
e
 t
o 
th
e 
pr
op
os
ed
 d
ep

th
 o
f

e
xc

av
at

io
n,

 a
pp

ro
xi

ma
te

ly
 5
0
 f
ee
t 
be
lo
w 
gr
ad
e)
 in

 t
he

 a
re
a 
pr
op
os
ed
 t
o

be
 e
xc
av
at
ed
 a
nd
 t
o 
th

e 
de
pt
h 
of
 p
ro
po
se
d 
ex
ca
va
ti
on
, 
at
 l
oc
at
io
ns
 t
o

be
 r
ev

ie
we

d 
a
n
d
 a
cc
ep
te
d 
by

 D
P
H
;

•
 

Co
ll

ec
t 
so
il
 s
am
pl
es
 i
n 
th

e 
tw

o 
sh

al
lo

w 
bo
ri
ng
s 
at
 d
ep
th
s 
of

a
pp
ro
xi
ma
te
ly
 1
.5

, 
3,

 5
, 
7.

5,
 a
n
d
 1
0
 fe

et
 b
el
ow
 t
he
 b
a
s
e
m
e
n
t
 s
la
b,
 a
n
d

i n
 t
he

 d
ee
pe
r 
bo
ri
ng
 a
t 
de
pt
hs
 o
f 
1.

5,
 3
, 
5,

 7
.5
, 
10

, 
15

, 
20

, 
25

, 
30
, 
35
,

4
0,

 4
5,
 a
n
d
 5
0
 fe

et
 b
el
ow
 s
tr
ee
t 
gr
ad
e;

•
 

Af
te

r 
th
e 
d
e
e
p
 b
or
in
g 
ha
s 
be
en
 a
dv
an
ce
d 
to

 t
he
 m
a
x
i
m
u
m
 d
ep

th
, 
co
ll
ec
t

a
 g
ra
b 
gr

ou
nd

wa
te

r 
s
a
m
p
l
e
 t
hr

ou
gh

 a
 s
lo
tt
ed
, o
n
e-

in
ch

 d
ia

me
te

r 
P
V
C

te
mp
or
ar
y 
ca
si
ng
, 
us
in
g 
a
 d
is

po
sa

bl
e 
ba
il
er
 a
n
d
 d
ec

an
te

d 
in
to

a
pp

ro
pr

ia
te

ly
 p
re
se
rv
ed
 c
on

ta
in

er
s;

•
 

Sc
re
en
 a
ll
 s
oi
l 
s
a
m
p
l
e
s
 i
n 
th
e 
fi

le
d 
fo

r 
or
ga
ni
c 
va
po
r 
a
n
d
 t
ra

ns
po

rt
 al

l 
so
il

a
nd
 g
ro
un
dw
at
er
 s
a
m
p
l
e
s
 t
o 
a
 l
ab

or
at

or
y 
fo

r 
an
al
ys
is
 u
si
ng
 c
ha
in

-o
f-

cu
st

od
y 
pr

oc
ed

ur
es

; 
an
d

•
 

Pr
ep
ar
e 
a
 r
ep

or
t 
of
 t
he
 f
in
di
ng
s.

3
5
0
 M
is

si
on

 S
tr

ee
t 
Pr
oj
ec
t

M
it
ig
at
io
n 
Mo
ni
to
ri
ng
 a
n
d
 R
ep

or
ti

ng
 P
r
o
g
r
a
m

C
a
s
e
 N
o
.
 2
01

3.
02

76
E

A
u
g
u
s
t
 1
, 
2
0
1
3

E
X
H
I
B
I
T
 C



Fi
le
 N
o
.
 2
01
3.
02
76
E

3
5
0
 M
is

si
on

 S
tr

ee
t

M
ot
io
n 
N
o
.
 1
8
9
5
7

A
u
g
u
s
t
 1
, 
2
0
1
3

P
a
g
e
 1
6
 o
f 
1
9

E
X
H
I
B
I
T
 C
:
 

M
I
T
I
G
A
T
I
O
N
 M
O
N
I
T
O
R
I
N
G
 A
N
D
 R
E
P
O
R
T
I
N
G
 P
R
O
G
R
A
M

M
it
ig
at
io
n 
M
e
a
s
u
r
e
s
 A
d
o
p
t
e
d
 A
s
 C
on

di
ti

on
s 
of
 A
pp

ro
va

l
Re

sp
on

si
bi

li
ty

 f
or

Im
pl
em
en
ta
ti
on

Mi
ti
ga
ti
on

S
c
h
e
d
u
l
e

Mo
ni
to
ri
ng
/R
ep
or
t

R
es

po
ns

ib
il

it
y

St
at
us
/D
at
e 
C
o
m
p
l
e
t
e
d

5.
 H
a
z
a
r
d
s
 a
n
d
 H
a
z
a
r
d
o
u
s
 M
at

er
ia

ls
 (
co
nt
in
ue
d)

T
h
e
 s
oi
l 
sa

mp
le

s 
wi

ll
 b
e
 a
na
ly
ze
d 
fo

r 
to
ta
l 
re
co
ve
ra
bl
e 
pe

tr
ol

eu
m 
hy
dr
oc
ar
bo
ns

(
T
R
P
H
)
,
 to

ta
l 
pe

tr
ol

eu
m 
hy
dr
oc
ar
bo
ns
 (
T
P
H
)
 a
s
 g
as
ol
in
e 
a
n
d
 d
ie
se
l,
 v
ol
at
il
e

o
rg
an
ic
 c
o
m
p
o
u
n
d
s
 (
V
O
C
S
)
,
 s
e
m
i-

vo
la

ti
le

 o
rg

an
ic

 c
o
m
p
o
u
n
d
s
 (
S
V
O
C
s
)
,

po
ly

ch
lo

ri
na

te
d 
bi

ph
en

yl
s (
PC

Bs
),

 Ca
li

fo
rn

ia
 a
ss

es
sm

en
t 
ma

nu
al

 (
C
A
M
)
1
7

m
et

al
s,

 l
ea
ki
ng
 u
nd

er
gr

ou
nd

 f
ue
l 
ta
nk
 (
L
U
F
T
)
 S
 m
et

al
s,

 to
ta
l 
le

ad
, 
as
be
st
os
,

pH
,
 c
ya
ni
de
, 
an
d 
su

lf
id

es
. 
T
h
e
 g
ro

un
dw

at
er

 s
a
m
p
l
e
 w
il
l 
b
e
 a
na

ly
ze

d 
fo

r 
th

e
fo
ll
ow
in
g 
S
a
n
 F
ra

nc
is

co
 P
ub

li
c 
Ut

il
it

ie
s 
Co

mm
is

si
on

 (
S
F
P
U
C
)
 di
sc

ha
rg

e 
pe

rm
it

re
qu
ir
em
en
ts
: 
pH

, 
di

ss
ol

ve
d 
su
lf
id
es
, 
hy

dr
oc

ar
bo

n 
oi

l a
n
d
 g
re
as
e,
 to

ta
l

re
co

ve
ra

bl
e 

oi
l 
a
n
d
 g
re
as
e,
 V
O
C
s
,
 S
V
O
C
s
,
 to

ta
l 
su
sp
en
de
d 
so
li
ds
, 
ch

em
ic

al
o
xy

ge
n 
d
e
m
a
n
d
,
 C
A
M
 1
7
 m
et

al
s,

 p
he
no
ls
, 
a
n
d
 c
ya

ni
de

.

If
 t
he

 t
es

t 
re
su
lt
s 
in

di
ca

te
 e
le

va
te

d 
to
ta
l 
me

ta
l 
co
nc
en
tr
at
io
ns
, 
ad
di
ti
on
al

te
st

in
g 
fo

r 
so
lu
bl
e 
me

ta
ls

, 
us
in
g 
th
e 
Ca

li
fo

rn
ia

 w
as
te
 e
xt
ra
ct
io
n 
te
st
 (
W
E
T
)

m
ay

 b
e
 r
eq
ui
re
d 
to

 a
ss
es
s 
wh
et
he
r 
th

e 
ma
te
ri
al
 i
s 
a
 C
al
if

or
ni

a 
ha
za
rd
ou
s

w
as

te
. 

If
 s
ig
ni
fi
ca
nt
 l
ev
el
s 
of
 s
ol

ub
le

 m
et

al
s 
ar

e 
de

te
ct

ed
, 
ad

di
ti

on
al

 a
na
ly
se
s

us
in
g 
to
xi
ci
ty
 c
ha

ra
ct

er
is

ti
c 
le

ac
hi

ng
 p
ro
ce
du
re
 (
T
C
L
P
)
 m
a
y
 b
e
 n
ec
es
sa
ry
 t
o

de
te
rm
in
e 

if
 t
he

 m
at
er
ia
l 
is
 a
 F
ed
er
al
 h
az
ar
do
us
 w
as

te
.

T
C
D
P
 F
E
I
R
 M
it

ig
at

io
n 
M
e
a
s
u
r
e
 M
-
H
Z-
2b

 S
it
e 
A
s
s
e
s
s
m
e
n
t
 a
n
d

Pr
oj

ec
t 
sp

on
so

r.
Du

ri
ng

De
pa
rt
me
nt
 o
f 
Pu
bl
ic

Co
ns

id
er

ed
 c
om
pl
et
e

C
or

re
ct

iv
e 
Ac
ti
on
 f
or
 P
ro
je
ct
s 
L
a
n
d
w
a
r
d
 o
f 
th

e 
Hi

st
or

ic
 H
ig
h 
Ti
de
 L
in

e
co
ns
tr
uc
ti
on
, 

if
He
al
th
, 
th

ro
ug

h 
re
vi
ew

up
on
 s
ub

mi
tt

al
 o
f 
S
M
P
,
 if

(
A
p
p
r
o
v
e
d
 P
ro
je
ct
 M
it

ig
at

io
n 
M
e
a
s
u
r
e
 M
-
H
Z -

2b
):

 If
 e
le

va
te

d
ap
pl
ic
ab
le
 b
as
ed

of
 S
M
P
 (i

f a
pp
li
ca
bl
e)
.

ap
pl
ic
ab
le
.

co
nc
en
tr

at
io

ns
 o
f 
he

av
y 
me

ta
ls

 a
nd
/o
r 
pe

tr
ol

eu
m 
hy
dr
oc
ar
bo
ns
 a
re

 d
et

ec
te

d
o
n
 r
es
ul
ts
 o
f

at
 t
he
 S
it

e,
 p
re
pa
re
 a
 s
it

e 
mi
ti
ga
ti
on
 p
la

n (
S
M
P
)
 th
at

 o
ut
li
ne
s 
sp

ec
if

ic
 s
oi
l

W
o
r
k
 P
la
n

ha
nd

li
ng

 p
ro
ce
du
re
s 
to

 b
e
 f
ol
lo
we
d 
du

ri
ng

 c
on
st
ru
ct
io
n.
 T
h
e
 S
M
P
 w
ou

ld
 a
ls
o

in
ve

st
ig

at
io

n.
s
pe

ci
fy

 b
as

ic
 h
ea
lt
h 
a
n
d
 s
af

et
y 
co
nc
er
ns
 t
o 
b
e
 a
dd

re
ss

ed
 b
y 
th
e 
si
te

co
nt
ra
ct
or
 o
r 
su

bc
on

tr
ac

to
r 
re
sp
on
si
bl
e 
fo

r 
wo

rk
er

 a
n
d
 p
ub
li
c 
he
al
th
 a
n
d

s
af
et
y,
 t
hr

ou
gh

 t
he

 p
re
pa
ra
ti
on
 o
f 
a
 d
et
ai
le
d 
he
al
th
 a
n
d
 s
af

et
y 
pl

an
 b
y 
th
e

p r
oj

ec
t 
co
nt
ra
ct
or
. 
T
h
e
 S
M
P
 w
ou
ld
 b
e
 s
en
t 
to

 D
P
H
 f
or

 a
pp
ro
va
l 
pr
io
r 
to

 a
n
y

e
xc

av
at

io
n 
ac
ti
vi
ti
es
.

3
5
0
 M
is

si
on

 S
tr

ee
t 
Pr
oj
ec
t

M
it
ig
at
io
n 
Mo

ni
to

ri
ng

 a
n
d
 R
ep

or
ti

ng
 P
r
o
g
r
a
m

C
a
s
e
 N
o
.
 2
07
3.
02
76
E

A
u
g
u
s
t
 1
, 
2
0
7
3

E
X
H
I
B
I
T
 C



Fi
le

 N
o
.
 2
01

3.
02

76
E

3
5
0
 M
is

si
on

 S
tr

ee
t

M
ot
io
n 
N
o
.
 1
8
9
5
7

A
u
g
u
s
t
 7
, 
2
0
1
3

P
a
g
e
 7
7
 o
f 
1
9

E
X
H
I
B
I
T
 C
:
 

M
I
T
I
G
A
T
I
O
N
 M
O
N
I
T
O
R
I
N
G
 A
N
D
 R
E
P
O
R
T
I
N
G
 P
R
O
G
R
A
M

M
it
ig
at
io
n 
M
e
a
s
u
r
e
s
 A
d
o
p
t
e
d
 A
s
 C
on
di
ti
on
s 
of
 A
pp
ro
va
l

Re
sp

on
si

bi
li

ty
 f
or

Im
pl
em
en
ta
ti
on

Mi
ti
ga
ti
on

S
c
h
e
d
u
l
e

Mo
ni

to
ri

ng
/R

ep
or

t
R
es
po
ns
ib
il
it
y

St
at

us
/D

at
e 
C
o
m
p
l
e
t
e
d

5.
 H
a
z
a
r
d
s
 a
n
d
 H
a
z
a
r
d
o
u
s
 M
at

er
ia

ls
 (
co
nt
in
ue
d)

T
C
D
P
 F
E
I
R
 M
it

ig
at

io
n 
M
e
a
s
u
r
e
 M
-
H
Z-
3 
H
a
z
a
r
d
o
u
s
 B
ui

ld
in

g 
Ma

te
ri

al
s

Pr
oj

ec
t 
sp

on
so

r.
Pr

io
r 
to

De
mo

li
ti

on
 c
on
tr
ac
to
r

Co
ns

id
er

ed
 c
om
pl
et
e 
at

A
b
a
t
e
m
e
n
t
 (
A
p
p
r
o
v
e
d
 P
ro
je
ct
 M
it
ig
at
io
n 
M
e
a
s
u
r
e
 M
-
H
Z -

2c
):

 T
h
e
 p
ro

je
ct

de
mo
li
ti
on
 o
f

a
n
d
 (
on
 c
om

pl
ai

nt
 b
as
is

co
mp
le
ti
on
 o
f 
bu

il
di

ng
s
po
ns
or
 s
ha
ll
 e
ns

ur
e 
th
at
 P
C
B
-c
on
ta
in
in
g 
eq
ui
pm
en
t 
su

ch
 a
s
 fl
uo
re
sc
en
t 
li

gh
t

ex
is

ti
ng

 b
ui

ld
in

g.
on
ly
) 
De

pa
rt

me
nt

 o
f

de
mo

li
ti

on
.

ba
ll
as
ts
 a
re

 r
em

ov
ed

 a
n
d
 p
ro

pe
rl

y 
di
sp
os
ed
 o
f 
pr

io
r t

o 
th

e 
st
ar
t 
of
 r
en

ov
at

io
n.

Pu
bl

ic
 H
ea

lt
h.

O
ld

 l
ig

ht
 b
al

la
st

s 
th

at
 w
ou

ld
 b
e
 r
em

ov
ed

 d
ur
in
g 
re

no
va

ti
on

 w
ou

ld
 b
e
 e
va

lu
at

ed
fo
r 
th

e 
pr

es
en

ce
 o
f 
P
C
B
s
.
 In

 t
he

 c
as
e 
wh

er
e 
th

e 
pr
es
en
ce
 o
f 
P
C
B
s
 in

 t
he

 l
ig
ht

ba
ll
as
t 
co
ul
d 
no

t 
b
e
 v
er

if
ie

d,
 t
he
n 
th

ey
 w
ou

ld
 b
e
 a
s
s
u
m
e
d
 t
o 
co

nt
ai

n 
P
C
B
s
 a
nd

ha
nd
le
d 
an
d 
di

sp
os

ed
 o
f 
a
s
 s
uc

h,
 a
cc
or
di
ng
 t
o 
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Recording Requested by and
When Recorded Return To:

BRUCE D. BAt
&ASSOCIATES, INC.
1221 Harrison Street. Spite 2Z
San Francisco, California 94103

~IIi~~IIlNllll IIIIIII~ ~I! ~I1 lilll IIIiI I III
San Francisco Assessor-Recorder
Carmen Chu Assessor-Recorder
DEC— X016—K3@8737-0@
Check Number 3358
Friday, AUG 19,

Ttl Pd $36.00

DECLARATION OF USE

2016 14:40:36

Rcpt # 00~5436~60
okc/TNJ1-8

INVE ~ ~AveyL~1N ,OWNER/AUT ORIZED AGE T OF THE
HEREIN DESCRIBED PROPERTY COMMONLY KfVOI~i?'

350 MISSION ST

SAN FRANCISCO, ASSESSOR'S BLOCK 3710 ,LOT 017

HEREBY CONSENT TO THE WITHIN DESCRIBED CONDITIONS THAT APPEAR ON
EXHIBIT "A" ATTACHED:

Minor Sidewalk Encroachment Permit # 14MSE-0325

(SIGNED}/ ~/~ C`~~~

OWNER/AUT ORIZED AG T

DATE OF EXECUTION: ~ ICI /-b

A notary public or other officer completing this certificate verfies only the identity of the individual who signed
the documenk to which this certificate is attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of that
document.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )

SS.
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO )

On ~~O before me, 1icPs~o. '~prG~ a Notary Public
person appeared ~ who proved to me on the
basis of satisfactory evidence to be he person whose name(rdj is/subscribed to
the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he%lze 'executed the same in
his/laefl~t'r authorized capacity), and that by his/k~erftbtR signatur~on the
instrument the person~,s~j, or the entity upon behalf of which the persor~e~'acted,
executed the instrument.
certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the

foregoing paragraph is true and correct.
WITNESS my hand and official se ~~
Signature

e r~cE (Seal}
Con~Ne+~ ! Zt36t~o
No~r~ h~INe • C~Nion~i~
Ban h~nq~a Count

M Ceimm. Mtn ~ t9.2Ct

'IMPROVING THE gUAUTY OF UFE !N SAN FRAHClSCO' We are dadfcatetl Mdhr)duak commltled ro teamwork, customer aervlce and ~ontlnuous Imrovemarrt /n partnership Mith the
oommunity.

Customer Serv)ce TeamwoAr Lbntbruous fmprovemerrt
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Ex,HIBIT "A"
REVOCABLE PERMIT IS GRANTED SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOVIFlNG CONDITIONS
1. The permittee shall verify the locations of any City or public service utility company facilities and shall assume all responsibliry for eny
damage to such facilities due to the work authorized under this permit.
?. The consVuciion and maintenance shall be where and as shown on the plans submitted, revised and filed in the Department of Public Works.
3. The permittee shall obtHin a building permit at the Department of Building Inspection, 1680 Mission BVeet for the construction or alteration of
any building.
4. The permittee shall contact the Street Improvement inspectors, 5547149, at least 48 hours prior to starling work to arcange an inspection
schedule.
5. The permittee shall submit to the Bureau of Street-Use and Mapping a nor refundable fee as set forth In DPW Fee Schedule for processing
and inspection, made payable to the Departrt~nl of Public Works. All Minor Sidewalk Encroachment Permits shall be notarized and recorded at
the County Recorder's Office, City Hall, Room 190.
6. Pursuant to Ordinance No. 57-06, Minor Sidewalk Encroachment Permits mey be subject to an annual assessment tee as set forth by the
Board of Supervisors.
7. The permittee or subsequent owner or owners recognize and understand that this permit may create a possessory interest subject to
property taxation and that the permittee or subsequent owner or owners may be subject to the payment of such taxes.
8. The permittee shall acknowledge his obligation io inform subsequent owners or ovmer of the responsibilities of this permit.
9. The permission granted by this order is merely a rovocable license. The Director of Public Works may revoke said permission at will, and
upon revocation thereof, the undersigned permit0ee, subsequent owners, or their heirs and assignees will within 30 days remove or cause to be
removed the encroachment and all the materials used in connection with its construction, without expense to the City and Only of San
Franasco, and restore the area to a condttion satisfactory to the Department of Public Works.
10. The permiriee or subsequent owner or owners recognize the recordation of this permit.
11. In consideralion of this Permit being issued for the work described in the application, Pertnittee on its behalf and that of any successor or
assign, and on behalf of any lessee, promises and agrees to perform all the terms of this Permit and to corrp~ly with ail applicable laws,
ordinances and regulations.
12. Permittee agrees on ks behalf and that of any successor or assign to hold harmless, defend, and indemroTy the City and County oT San
Francisco, including, without IimNation, each of its commissions, deparimeMs, officers, agents and employees (hereinafter collectively referred
to as the "City's from end against any and all losses, liabilities, e~enses, claims, dem~ds, injuries, damages, fines, penalties, tests or
judgments including, without limitation, attorneys' fees and costs (collectively, "claims") of any kind allegedly arising directly or indir~ectry
from (i) any act by, omission by, or negligence of, Permittee or its subcontractors, or the officers, agents, or employees of either, while engaged
In the pertormance of the work authorized by this Permit, or while in or about the property subject to this Permit for arty reason connected in
any way whatsoever with the pertormance of the work authorized by this Permit, or allegedly resulting d~ecUy or indirectly from the
maintenance or installation of any equipment, faalities or structures authorized under this Permit, (ii) arty accident or InJury to any contractor or
subcontractor, or any officer, agent, or employee of eHher of them, while engaged in the pertortnance of the work authorized by this Permit, or
while in or about the property, for any reason connected with the performance of the work authorized by this Permit, or arising
from liens or claims for services rendered or labor or materials furnished in or for the pertormance of the work authorized by this Permit, (iii)
injuries or damages to real or personal property, good will, and persons in, upon or in any way allegedly connected with the work authorized by
this Permit from any cause or claims arising at any time, and (iv) arty release or discharge, or threatened release or discharge, of any
hazardous material caused or allowed by Permittee in, under, on or about the property subject io this Permit or into the environment. As used
herein, "hazardous materiel" means any ss~stance, waste a material which, because of Hs quantity, concentration of physical or chemical
charecteristics is deemed by any federal, state, or local governmental authority to pose a present or potential hazard to human heakh or safely
or to the environmerrt.
13. Permittee must hold harmless, indemnify and defend the Clty regardless of the alleged negligence of the City or any other party, except
only for claims resulting directly from the sole negligence or willful misconduct of the City. Permittee specifically acknowledges and agrees that
it has en immediate and independent obligation to defend the City from any claim which actually or potentially falls within tt~is indemnity
provision, even H the allegations are or may be groundless, false or fraudulent, which obligation arises at the time such claim is rendered to
Permittee by the City and continues at all times thereafter. Permittee agrees that the indemnification obligations assumed under this Permit
shall survive expiration of the Permit or completbn of work.
14. Permittee shall obtain and maintain through the terms of this Permit general liability, automobile liability or workers' compensation
insurance as the City deans necessary to protect the City against dorms for damages for personal injury, acadental death and property
damage al~gedly arising from any work done under this Permit. Such insurance shall in noway limit Permitee's indemnity hereunder.
Certificates of insurance, in form and with insurers satisfactory to the City, evidenang aA coverages above shall be famished to the Ciry before
commencing any ope~aUons under this Permit, with complete copies of policies famished promptly upai City request.
15. The permitteee and any permitted successor or assign recognize and understand that this permit may create a possessory interest.

"Df4PR0VING THE QUALITY OF LIFE !N S/IN FRANCISCO' We are detlkefed lndlvlOuWc commkfed to te~emwork, curbmer aerviee end cor~nuoua lmrovement in pe~arshlp w(tl(U~ (he
eommunky.

Customer Service Teamwodr Con~Lruars Impmremem
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EXHIBIT "A"
City arul Caunty of San Francisco
Say Francist~ Rublic 1Norks • Bureau ~# Street Use and Mapp~r~
3355 Market Street, 3 floor ~ San Francisco, CA 94103
sfpublit~nrorksarg • tel4i5-554-5810 ~ fax415-534-6161

~4n~sE-o~as ll~inor 3idewa/k Encroachment
Permit

.t.p Ct~f \-~ .

,,

\~ "+

~'~...

Address :350 MISSION ST Cost: $4,038.50 Block:3710 Lot: 017 Zfp: 94105

Pursuant to Article 15, Section 723.2 of the Public Works Code, permission revocable at the will of the Director of
Public Works to occupy a portion of the public right-of-way is granted to Permittee.

Applicant/Agent of Owner

Name: Bruce Baumann 8~ Associates

Conditions

Occupy, construct and maintain Sub-sidewalk basement, Remote Fuel fills sump
encroachments) station and sidewalk irrigation lines and non-standard

sidewalk along Mission Street frontage.

Assessed Square Footage 968

Permit Landscape Type

Type/Description sub-sidewalk basement, Irrigation Lines, Others

Landscape Dimensions

Inspection This permit is invalid until the permittee contacts DPW
at 554-7149 to activate the permit and schedule an
inspection at least 72 hours prior to work. Failure to
comply with the stated conditions will render this permit
null and void.

The undersigned Permittee hereby agrees to comply with all requirements and conditions noted on this permit

Approved DaW : 08J18l2016

AppllcanUPermltee Date

Approved Director of Public
works By:

Printed : SH8/2016 5:11:08 PM Plan Checker Berhane Gaime

'IMPRONNO THE WALITI' OF LIFE M7 SAM FRANC13C0' We aye dedkated IndMduels eo/mngOW to teamwdlt, custane►iervke a~M contlnuoua lmmvement in poMeisbip erg Itce
eomnwnMY•

CuaEwnar Service Tw~rrvrork Contlnuoua Improranwnt
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It is mandatory thaf you coordinate your permit with the following jobs listed. You will be required to call each
contact listed and create a note including the date contact was made, agreed coordination, name of contact, or date
messages) left if unable to reach a contact.

- Under G095 requirement, Contractor shall contact Muni Overhead
Une Division of any work 10 feet In horizontal or vertical direction of

.overhead lines. Contact: Tim Lipps @ (416) 654-9227

Your Notes:

Stl'B@~S' MISSION ST / BEALE 5T - FREMONT ST

'IMPRpVlNG THE QUALITY OF LfFE W SAN FRANGSCO" We ara dadreafed fntltvlduafa eommkte0 to teamwork, eusromaramvlee and eontlnuoua lmmvemaM !n parMershlp w!M Me
comm~nlry.

Customer Service TeamwoAc ConSnuous Improvmnent
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~° ~ ~ws~
14MSE-0325

*RW = RockUVheel, SMC =Surface Mounted Cabinets, S/W =Sidewalk Work, DB =Directional Boring,
BP= Reinforced Concrete Bus Pad, UB = Reinforced.Concrete for Utility Pull Boxes and Curb Ramps

Number of blocks: 1 Total repair size:0 sgft Total Streetspace:0 Total Sidewalk: sgft

i MissioN sr aEa~ sT

i

5MC :False
`SJW Only
False
DB: False
BP: False
U8. False

~ ~ .
s

i ..

D

'IMPROVING THE pUAUTY OF UFE !N SAN fRAHCISCO' We are dedicated individwfa comm)ned to teamwork, customer asrvtee and ew~tlnvous hnmvameM In peMershlp wlfh the
rnmmurtity.

Cusfimer Sarvlca TeamwoAc Cwr6nuous Improvement
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BEALE 5T FREMONT ST - Conflict with existing Street Use 16B-0011 Refer to Agent - Feb 20 2016-Aug 30 2016
Permit. Refer to Agent

BEALE ST FREMONT ST - Conflict with existing Street Use 16&0033 Heather Cann: Jun 6 2016-Jun 6 2017
Permit. (415) 431-2950

- (415) 431-
2950

BEALE ST FREMONT ST - ConflfCt with existing Street Use 168-0037 Heather Cann: Apr 1 2016-Apr 1 2017
PermR. (415) 431-2950

- (415) 431-
2950

BEALE ST FREMONT ST - Conflict with existing Sheet Use 16B-0044 Refer to Agent - Apr 25 2016-Apr 25 2017
Permit. Refer to Agent

BEALE ST FREMONT ST - Conflict with existing Street Use 168-0064 Refer to Agent - 'Jul 12 2016-Oct 10 2016
Permit. Refer to Agent

BEALE 5T FREMONT ST - Conflict with existing Street Use 166-0073 Refer to Agent - ]ul 5 2016-Dec 6 2016
Permit. Refer to Agent

BEALE ST FREMONT ST - Conflict with extstlng Street Use 16B-0074 (415) 431-2950 ]un 10 2016-]un 9 2017
Permit. - (415) 431-

2950

BEALE ST FREMONT ST - ConFlict with existing Street Use 16MFF-0111 Refer to Agent - Mar 16 2016-Mar 15 2017
Permit. Refer to Agent

BEALE ST FREMONT ST - Proposed Excavation. SF DPW iDC - Ophelia Lau - ]ul 31 2019-Jul 30 2021
Streets & ophelia.lau@sfd
Highways pw.org

BEALE ST FREMONT ST - P~p~ed Excavatlon. SF Planning Adam Va2t - Jan 1 2020-Dec 31 2020
adam.verat@sfg
ov.org

BEALE ST FREMOM'T ST - Proposed Excavation. Transbay Cory Treylor - Dec I7 2010-Jun 15 2017
CtraylorC~transb
aycenter.org

'IMPROVING THE QUALITY OF UFE IN SAN FRANgSCO" We aie tleagcated intlhltluala eomntlltad to tesmwak, eustaneraervice and eo~nuoua Immvemw~t lrt paNnersMp with the
coimnuMey.

Cusroma Serrise Tanmwont Contlnuous lmpmvement
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;~ce iv
14MSE-0325

~_` _ ~,~~. ~~
BEALE ST FREMONT ST -

BEALE ST FREMONT ST -

BEALE 57 FREMONT ST

BEALE ST FREMONT ST -

BEALE ST FREMONT ST

BEALE ST FREMONT ST -

BEALE ST FREMONT ST

BEALE ST FREMONT ST

BEALE ST FREMONT ST -

BEALE ST FREMONT ST

BEALE ST FREMONT ST

BEALE ST FREMONT ST

BEALE ST FREMONT ST

BEALE ST FREMONT ST

BEALE ST FREMONT 5T -

BEALE ST FREMONT ST

,; .. ~ ► . ~" ~ ~ ''~~ ~ ~~~ f1~1 
1.

~ ',
_ ~ M ~~, 9,.=. .~,

Major Muni Route-- Clear street
by 3 PM in Commercial
Districts, by 4 PM In non-
Commercial Districts.
MFF Allowed
Parking Meters Installed
Banners are albwed on this

DPT Blue Book Traffic
Restriction. Time of day during
which lanes must be kept dear:
NORTH 7AM - 7PM MONQAY
THROUGH FRIDAY J/ SOUTH
7AM - 7PM MOfdDAY THRDUGH
FRIDAY
No constructbn allowed In
streets on game days at PacBetl
Park 2 hours before and un[II 2
hours after events. Day event
hours:l0am-6pm. Night event
hours: 4pm-Midnight. (III 415-
972-2000ext0 for more
Information.
Please refer to Figure 12 of
5ectlon 9,4(A) of the DPW
Order No. 171,442 for spedal
conditions for ex~vatlon in the
vidnity of AWSS.
Downtown Streetscape Zone. B5M Front Desk
Please See DPW Order 172596 554-5810 -
for standaM sidewalk and (415) 5545810
restoration requirements.
Conflict with existing Street Use 12MSE-0120 Refer to Agent
Permit. Refer to Agent
Conflict with existing Street Use 13MSE-D151 Refer to Agent -
Permit. Refer to Agent
ConflPct with existing Street Use 14ECN-1336 Juan Perez - Dec 9 2014-
P~mlt. (41~ 760-8744

- (415) 999-
5839

Conflict with exiling Street Use 14ECN-1360 BILL PHU 415- Dec 12 2014-
Permit. 330-0417 -BILL

PHU 415-330-
0417

Conflict with existing Street Use 15B-0089 Heather Cann: Nov 30 2015-Nov 30 2016
Permit. (41~ 431-2950

- (415) 431-
2950

Conflict with exiling SO~eet Use 15B-0109 Refer ro Agent - Oct 21 2015-Oct 21 2016
Permit. Refer to Agent
Conflict with existing Street Use 15SW-0015 Refer to Agent -
Pertnit. Refer to Agent
Conflict with existing Street Use 15V-DOl l Refer to Agent -
Permtt. Refer to Agent

9MPROVING THE QUAL1Tf~ OF LIFE IN SAN FRANCISCO' We are dedksfed !ndlviduefs eommilead fo ceansrork, ewtomer aeMee rM conUmana lmrnvameM In paMerahip wiM the
communlq..

Cuaromer Service Teamwork ConNnuo~ lmprovemeM
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Nay C~~a~r~t s~bm~tted

"IMPRO WkG THE pUALITY OFLJFE IN SAN FRANC/SCO' We sre ded)ceted indNlduala rnmmitfed M teamwork, customer service and conNnuoue Immvemenf In pa~e~shlp wltl~ Uea
community.

Cusromer Service Teamwork Continuous Improvement
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EXHIBIT C



Cecilia De Leon

From: Wong, Norman <Norman.Wong@sfmta.com>
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2016 8:05 AM
To: Stromsness, Nicole; Abella, Michael (DPW); Heimburger, Chris; Gaime, Berhane
Cc: Balmy, Alec; Fedigan, Ketty; Haney, Thomas
Subject: RE: Proposed sidewalk changes at 350 Mission Street, at the intersection of Mission Street

and Fremont Street
Attachments: Autoturn Movements - SU-30 and SFFD-57.pdf

All — SFMTA is currently evaluating the future roadway configuration of Fremont Street (from Mission towards Market)
on transit, bike, auto, ped operations as it relates to planned Transit Center EIR sidewalk widening improvements,
Transbay Terminal improvements, as well as your proposed bulb. So until we finish this evaluation (anticipated to be
several months at the earliest), we will not be providing comment/directions on your proposal. This also means that the
fire truck templates will also need to be re-run with the yet to be determined future roadway configuration and resent
back to SF Fire for evaluation.

Hi Alec/Ketty/Tom — as noted above, I recommend you hold off on further review until future Fremont roadway
configuration is finalized and the project team resubmits updated drawings.

Thanks

Norman Wong, P.E.

~ ~~~~
~il~lll~MlhM~11~0~~A~M1dr

Sustainable Streets Division —Transportation Engineering
One South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone (415) 701-4600
norman.won~@sfmta.com

From: Stromsness, Nicole [mailto:NStromsness@kilroyrealty.com]
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2016 3:50 PM
To: Wong, Norman ; Abella, Michael (DPW) ; Heimburger, Chris
Cc: Balmy, Alec
Subject: RE: Proposed sidewalk changes at 350 Mission Street, at the intersection of Mission Street and Fremont Street

Hi Michael and Norman,

Apologies for the delay, attached are the revised turning studies using the current city fire truck templates for the
sidewalk widening at 350 Mission.

Best Regards,

Nicole Stromsness

Project Manager

KILROY REALTY CORPORATION

100 First Street, Suite 250 ~ San Francisco, CA 94105

(415) 778-5674 DIRECT



(415) 535-2172 MOBILE

From: Wong, Norman [mailto:Norman.Won~@sfmta.coml
Sent: Monday, September 26, 2016 5:23 PM
To: Abella, Michael (DPW) <michael.abella@sfdpw.or~>; Heimburger, Chris <CHeimbur~er@kilrovrealtv.com>
Cc: Stromsness, Nicole <NStromsness@kilrovrealtv.com>; Brian Scott <BScott@BKF.com>; Balmy, Alec
<AIec.Balmv@sf~ov.or~>

Subject: RE: Proposed sidewalk changes at 350 Mission Street, at the intersection of Mission Street and Fremont Street

Brian — refer to the attached emails for the fire truck templates

Norman Wong, P.E.

FMTA
~.w+~+,~ ~r~,►

Sustainable Streets Division —Transportation Engineering
One South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone (415) 701-4600
norman.won~@sfmta.com

From: Abella, Michael (DPW) [mailto:michael.abella@sfdpw.or~l
Sent: Friday, September 23, 2016 9:24 AM
To: Heimburger, Chris <CHeimbur~er@kilrovrealtv.com>
Cc: Stromsness, Nicole <NStromsness@kilrovrealtv.com>; Wong, Norman <Norman.Won~@sfmta.com>; Brian Scott
<BScott@BKF.com>; Balmy, Alec <AIec.Balmv@sf~ov.or~>
Subject: FW: Proposed sidewalk changes at 350 Mission Street, at the intersection of Mission Street and Fremont Street

Good morning Chris,

I'm forwarding these message to you because I received an automatic reply from Nicole and she will be back on
September 27, 2016.

Do you have any information regarding with SFMTA April 2016 SFFD-approved aerial ladder truck and fire engine that
Captain Balmy has referring to? Please refer to e-mail conversation below for more information.

Thanks,

Michael L. Abella, P.E.
Survey Assistant

Bureau of Street Use and Mapping ~ San Francisco Public Works ~ City and County of San Francisco
1155 Market Street, 3rd Floor ~ San Francisco, CA 94103 ~ (415) 554-5794 ~ sfpublicworks.or~
twitter.com/sfpublicworks



From: Abella, Michael (DPW)
Sent: Friday, September 23, 2016 9:17 AM
To:'Brian Scott' <BScott@BKF.com>; Stromsness, Nicole <NStromsness@kilrovrealtv.com>; Norman.Won~@sfmta.com
Cc: Balmy, Alec (FIR) <alec.balmv@sf~ov.or~>

Subject: RE: Proposed sidewalk changes at 350 Mission Street, at the intersection of Mission Street and Fremont Street

Good morning Brian,

DPW —Subdivision and Mapping has received your inquiry.

Based on the application form (please refer to the attached file Application Form, under Fire Department Section, page 3
of 4 ), the plans was reviewed on 08/04/2014 by Sagive Weiss-Ishai. However, the only vehicle turning templates that
do have on our DPW —Mapping and Subdivision sidewalk legislation database were included on the plans that Nicole
has submitted to me.

Unfortunately, I don't know any information or whereabouts of the copies for the SFMTA April 2016 SFFD-approved
aerial ladder truck and fire engine that Captain Balmy has referring to.

I'll refer your inquiry to Norman &Nicole. Thank you.

Hi Norman &Nicole,

Do you have any information regarding with SFMTA April 2016 SFFD-approved aerial ladder truck and fire engine that
Captain Balmy has referring to?

Thanks,

Michael L. Abella, P.E.

Survey Assistant 1

Bureau of Street Use and Mapping ~ San Francisco Public Works ~ City and County of San Francisco
1155 Market Street, 3rd Floor ~ San Francisco, CA 94103 ~ (415) 554-5794 ~ sfpublicworks.or~
twitter.com/sfpu bl icworks

From: Brian Scott [mailto:BScott@BKF.coml
Sent: Friday, September 23, 2016 8:42 AM

To: Abella, Michael (DPW) <michael.abella@sfdpw.or~>; Stromsness, Nicole <NStromsness@kilrovrealtv.com>
Cc: Norman.Won~@sfmta.com; Balmy, Alec (FIR) <alec.balmv@sf~ov.org>

Subject: RE: Proposed sidewalk changes at 350 Mission Street, at the intersection of Mission Street and Fremont Street

Michael,

Please forward me the information for the two fire trucks to make sure we have the correct information.

BRIAN SCOTT ~ Principal/Vice President

BI<F Engineers
255 Shoreline Drive, Suite 200, Redwood City, CA 94065
d 650.482.6335 I m 650.619.6031
bscott@bkf.com I www.bkf.com



From: Abella, Michael (DPW) [mailto:michael.abella@sfdpw.or~l
Sent: Thursday, September 22, 2016 3:15 PM
To: Brian Scott; Stromsness, Nicole
Cc: Norman.Won~@sfmta.com; Balmy, Alec (FIR)
Subject: RE: Proposed sidewalk changes at 350 Mission Street, at the intersection of Mission Street and Fremont Street

Hi Brian and Nicole,

Do you have any information regarding with SFMTA April 2016 SFFD-approved aerial ladder truck and fire engine?

Thanks,

Michael L. Abella, P.E.
Survey Assistant

Bureau of Street Use and Mapping ~ San Francisco Public Works ~ City and County of San Francisco
1155 Market Street, 3rd Floor ~ San Francisco, CA 94103 ~ (415) 554-5794 ~ sfpublicworks.or~
twitter.com/sfpublicworks

From: Balmy, Alec (FIR)
Sent: Thursday, September 22, 2016 2:53 PM
To: Abella, Michael (DPW) <michael.abella@sfdpw.or~>; Brian Scott <BScott@BKF.com>; Stromsness, Nicole
<NStromsness@ kilrovrealtv.com>
Cc: Norman.Won~@sfmta.com
Subject: RE: Proposed sidewalk changes at 350 Mission Street, at the intersection of Mission Street and Fremont Street

Hi—
am unable to locate SFFD vehicle turn templates for review (SFMTA April 2016 SFFD-approved aerial ladder truck and

fire engine).

Alec Balmy, Captain

San Francisco Fire Dept.

Bureau of Fire Prevention —Fire Plan Check Section

1660 Mission Street 4th Floor

San Francisco, CA 94103

Telephone: (415) 558-6154

E-mail: alec.balmv@sf~ov.or~

From: Abella, Michael (DPW)
Sent: Thursday, September 22, 2016 2:33 PM
To: Balmy, Alec (FIR) <alec.balmv@sf~ov.or~>; Brian Scott <BScott@BKF.com>; Stromsness, Nicole
<NStromsness@kilrovrealtv.com>
Cc: Norman.Won~@sfmta.com
Subject: FW: Proposed sidewalk changes at 350 Mission Street, at the intersection of Mission Street and Fremont Street



Hi Captain Balmy,

The vehicle turn templates were included in the attached plans (please refer to pages 6 & 7 of 8) and the project was not
heard at TASC yet.
I'll refer your other inquiry to Nicole and Brian. pertaining about the striping and lane configurations.

Thanks for your reply.

Hi Brian and Nicole,

DPW —Subdivision and Mapping has received a review comments from SFFD for your proposed sidewalk changes
located at 350 Mission Street.

Please refer to Captain Balmy's review comments below for your information/reference.

would suggest to coordinate with Norman concerning with striping and lane configurations planning on the project
areas and please keep us posted in all correspondences. Thank you.

NOTES:

C. Notifications of Q~je~ions oc a~~itions
DRW will notify the applicant if any City Agency o~ private utility campar~y h~
the project. It is the responsibility o~ the applicant to reach out to the agene
conditions and work out a plan to satisfy such ca~ndifion~. Qnce satisfied, tr
provide an approval letter to Department a~ Public Works, p~riQr tc~ tl~e sidew

Sincerely,

Michael L. Abella, P.E.
Survey Assistant 1

Bureau of Street Use and Mapping ~ San Francisco Public Works ~ City and County of San Francisco
1155 Market Street, 3rd Floor ~ San Francisco, CA 94103 ~ (415) 554-5794 ~ sfpublicworks.or~
twitter.com/sfpublicworks

From: Balmy, Alec (FIR)
Sent: Thursday, September 22, 20161:42 PM
To: Abella, Michael (DPW) <michael.abella@sfdpw.or~>

Cc: bscott@bkf.com

Subject: FW: Proposed sidewalk changes at 350 Mission Street, at the intersection of Mission Street and Fremont Street

Hello —



am unable to confirm if this specific project provided SFFD vehicle turn templates for review and if this project was
heard at TASC. Please confirm. Additionally, the striping and lane configurations on streets in the vicinity of the Transbay
Terminal project have been in transition; please confirm compliance with current and future configurations as
appropriate.

Alec Balmy, Captain

San Francisco Fire Dept.

Bureau of Fire Prevention —Fire Plan Check Section

1660 Mission Street 4th Floor

San Francisco, CA 94103

Telephone: (415) 558-6154

E-mail: alec.balmv@sf~ov.or~

From: Mapping, Subdivision (DPW)
Sent: Tuesday, September 13, 2016 9:11 AM
To: Balmy, Alec (FIR) <alec.balmv@sf~ov.or~>; Bhat, Mabal (PRT) <mabal.bhat@sfport.com>; Calleros, Deanna (DPW)
<Deanna.Calleros@sfdpw.or~>; Jones, Micki (FIR) <micki.iones@sf~ov.or~>; Chee, Maurice (DPW)
<Maurice.Chee@sfdpw.ors>; Cisneros, Fernando (DPW) <Fernando.Cisneros@sfdpw.or~>; City Distribution Division
<cdden~ineerin~@sfwater.or~>; Cushing, Stephanie (DPH) <Stephanie.Cushin~@sfdph.or~>; Dusseault, Brian (MTA)
<brian.dusseault@sfmta.com>; Elisaia, Terry (TIS) <terry.elisaia@sf~ov.or~>; Fedigan, Ketty (FIR)
<kettv.fedi~an@sf~ov.or~>; Folks, Tom (MTA) <tom.folks@sfmta.com>; Fong, Lynn (DPW) <LYnn.Fon~@sfdpw.or~>;
Froehlich, David (DPW) <David.Froehlich@sfdpw.or~>; Galli, Phil (DPW) <Phil.Galli@sfdpw.or~>; GellerDiamant, Shari
(PUC) <s~eller@sfwater.or~>; Guzman, Raymond (FIR) <raymond.~uzman@sf~ov.or~>; Henderson, Brian (CWP)
<bhenderson@sfwater.ors>; Ho, Edward <edho@sfwater.or~>; Hoblitzelle, Win (MTA) <win.hoblitzelle@sfmta.com>;
Jeff Flynn <Jeffrev.Flynn@sfmta.com>; Jensen, Kevin (DPW) <Kevin.W.Jensen@sfdpw.or~>; Kam, Hayden (CWP)
<hkam@sfwater.or~>; Kjelsberg, Eric (DPW) <Eric.Klelsber~@sfdpw.or~>; Kong, Ramon (DPW)
<Ramon.Kon~@sfdpw.or~>; Kwong, Kenneth (MTA) <kenneth.kwon~@sfmta.com>; Kyaw, Matt (CWP)
<mkyaw@sfwater.or~>; Langit, Neville (CWP) <nlan~it@sfwater.or~>; Lee, Richard (DPW) <Richard.Lee@sfdpw.or~>;
Lee-Robbins, Linda (DPW) <linda.lee-robbins@sfdpw.or~>; Lipps, Tim (MTA) <tim.lipps@sfmta.com>; Lui, Raymond
(DPW) <Ravmond.Lui@sfdpw.or~>; Mar, Eric (DPH) <Eric.Mar@sfdph.or~>; McDaniels, Chris (PUC)
<cmcdaniels@sfwater.or~>; Muros, Roman (HHP) <rmuros@sfwater.or~>; Norman.Won~@sfmta.com; Olea, Ricardo
(MTA) <ricardo.olea@sfmta.com>; Rivera, Anthony (FIR) <anthonv.rivera@sf~ov.or~>; Russell, Rosanna (PUC)
<rsrussell@sfwater.or~>; Sherie George <sherie.~eor~e@dot.ca.~ov>; streetlights@sfwater.or~; Stringer, Larry (DPW)
<Larry.Strin~er@sfdpw.or~>; Tabajonda, Will (MTA) <will.tabalonda@sfmta.com>; Tran, Michael (PUC)
<mitran@sfwater.or~>; Tse, Bernie (DPW) <Bernie.Tse@sfdpw.ors>; urbanforestry, (DPW) <urbanforestrv@sfdpw.or~>;
Weden, Martita Lee (DPH) <martita.lee.m.weden@sfdph.or~>; Williams, Maurice (DPW)
<Maurice.Williams@sfdpw.or~>; Wong, Cliff (DPW) <CIiff.Won~@sfdpw.or~>; Wong, Lesley (DPW)
<Leslev. Wong@sfdpw.or~>
Cc: Mapping, Subdivision (DPW) <Subdivision.Mappin~@sfdpw.or~>; BART Investigations <utilitvcoordinator@bart.~ov>;
Bill Hoover <bhoover@pointtopointinc.com>; Brad Enea <brad.enea@level3.com>; Bryan Lantz
<Brvan.lantz@verizon.com>; Carolina Soria <C35R@PGE.com>; Chad Auchey <chad.a.auchev@xo.com>; Craig Cordova
<ccordova@wavebroadband.com>; Daniel Grow <Daniel.Grow@Qwest.com>; Dave Womack
<dwomack@wavebroadband.com>; David Scott <js7845@att.com>; Dean Boyers <dean.bovers@one.verizon.com>;
Diana Abiinante <dkal@p~e.com>; Eric Alm <erik.alm@dot.ca.~ov>; ExteNET System <noc@extenetsystems.com>;
General ATT <NotifvCANV@shasta~roup.net>; Huan Huynh <huan.huvnh@att.com>; Jesse Schofield
<jesse.schofield@dot.ca.~ov>; Jim Penney <jpennev@wavebroadband.com>; John Klavdianos <JXKN@PGE.COM>;
Joseph Nicholas <Nick.Joseph@nr~ener~y.com>; Joshua Fredriksson <J2F7@p~e.com>; Karen McKean



<ServiceAssurance@p~e.com>; Ken Booker <kbooker@extenetsystems.com>; Level 3 
<Level3.NetworkRelocations@Level3.com>; Luis Garcia <Luis.Garcia@~lobalcrossin~.com>; Lynn Sousa
<Is4524@att.com>; Maria Guzman <m~1371@att.com>; Maria Torres <mt1276@att.com>; Michael Romero
<mlrr@p~e.com>; Olaf Maass <OIaf.Maass@above.net>; Pam Brown <pam.brown@verizon.com>; Pamela Connelly
<Pconnelly@above.net>; Patricia Schuchardt <pschuch@bart.~ov>; Paul O'Leary; Robert Salazar
<Robert Salazar@dot.ca.~ov>; Russell Mix <Russell.Mix@sprint.com>; Steve leohner <steve.t.leohner@xo.com>; Steven
Ray <Steven Rav@dot.ca.~ov>; Verizon/MCI <Investi~ations@Verizon.com>
Subject: Proposed sidewalk changes at 350 Mission Street, at the intersection of Mission Street and Fremont Street

The Office of the City and County Surveyor has received a request from Kilroy Realty Corporation to change the official
sidewalk width at the intersection of Mission Street and Fremont Street, fronting AB 3710 Lot 017. The attached plans
show the specific location.

The proposed sidewalk changes comply with the Transit Center District plan. The impacts of widening sidewalks on
commuter traffic were reviewed and approved by the City Planning Department in the EIR and Transit Center District Plan
Policy. The goal of the proposed bulb-outs is to create pedestrian friendly streets that support the circulation needs of the
district.

Special notes for the Project:
1. A low pressure fire hydrant is located within the area of proposed work, at Fremont Street and Mission

Street.
2. A total of 4 parking spaces will be removed in the project area.
3. An existing and a new catch basin within the extent of project limits.
4. The proposed sidewalk change has been cleared under the California Environmental Quality Act, date

August 15, 2013, City Planning Case No. 2013.0276BX.

For questions regarding the design, please contact Brian Scott at (650) 482-6335 or bscott@bkf.com.

Please inform us within 30 days, whether or not you have any objections to this proposal or if you need additional
time/information for review. In the event that you must refer the documents to a public hearing, or a departmental
committee, please notify us with the date and time of the scheduled hearing.

Should you have any objections, please state them in writing and include any pertinent maps or other documentation. If
you have no objections, please state so by return letter or email.

Your prompt response to this request is appreciated. If you have any questions, please call or email me at (415) 554-5794
or michael.abella@sfdpw.or~. Thank you very much.

Attachments: Applicant Cover Letter, Sidewalk Legislation Application, Plans, and Circulation Letter.

Sincerely,

Hannah Greendorfer
Design Trainee

Bureau of Street-Use and Mapping ~ San Francisco Public Works ~ City and County of San Francisco
1155 Market St., 3 d̀ Floor ~ San Francisco, CA 94103 ~ direct (415) 554-5864 ~ main (415) 554-5827



Confidentiality Notice: This email (including any attachment) is intended only for the individual or entity to which it is
addressed and may contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.
If you are not the intended recipient, you are not authorized to intercept, read, print, retain, copy, forward, or
disseminate this communication. If you have received this communication in error, please reply to the sender or call
650-482-6300, and then please delete this message from your inbox as well as any copies. Thank you, BKF Engineers
2015

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: This email is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and
may contain information that is privileged, confidential or otherwise protected from disclosure. Dissemination,
distribution or copying of this email or the information herein by anyone other than the intended recipient, or an
employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient is prohibited. If you received
this email in error, please call the IT Deparhnent of Kilroy Realty Corporation at 310.481.8498 and destroy the
original message and all copies.
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