SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Community Plan Exemption Checklist

Case No.: 2013.1520E

Project Address: 155 De Haro Street

Zoning: PDR-1-G (Production, Distribution, Repair - General) Zoning District
58-X Height and Bulk District

Block/Lot: 3913/005

Lot Size: 40,741 square feet

Plan Area: Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plan

Project Sponsor: Harvey Hacker, Harvey Hacker Architects, (415) 957-0579

Staff Contact: Don Lewis — (415) 575-9168
don.lewis@sfgov.org

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project site is located on the east side of De Haro Street between Berry and 15t streets in the Potrero
Hill neighborhood. The project site is occupied by two 28-foot-tall, one-story, industrial warehouse
structures that total approximately 16,900 square feet in size with 20 off-street parking spaces along De
Haro Street. The existing structures were both constructed in 1969. One structure fronts on De Haro
Street at the front of the lot, which is currently being used as a fire sprinkler supply and distribution
warehouse, and the other structure that fronts on Carolina Street at the rear of the lot, is currently being
used as a towing services headquarters. The proposed project includes the renovation of both structures
and the horizontal expansion of 15,405 square feet in order to adjoin the two structures into one. The
proposed use of the entire project site would be wholesale furniture sales. The finished building would be
a 28-foot-tall, one-story with mezzanine, industrial warehouse structure approximately 32,330 square feet
in size with 31 off-street parking spaces, one freight loading space, three Class 1 bicycle spaces, and two
Class 2 bicycle spaces. Access to the project site would be from five curb cuts located on De Haro Street.
The renovation of the existing structures includes new exterior siding, windows, and mezzanine levels.
The proposed project would also include new landscaping and ten new street trees along De Haro Street.
During the approximately 9-month construction period, the proposed project would require two feet of
excavation below ground surface and approximately 45 cubic yards of soil is proposed to be removed
from the project site. The project site is located within the Showplace Square/Potrero Hill area of the
Eastern Neighborhoods Plan Area.

PROJECT APPROVAL

The proposed project at 155 De Haro Street would require a Building Permit from the Department of
Building Inspections (DBI) for the proposed construction on the subject property. The issuance of the
building permit by DBI is the Approval Action. The Approval Action date establishes the start of the 30-
day appeal period for this CEQA exemption determination pursuant to Section 31.04(h) of the San
Francisco Administrative Code.
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Figure 1. Project Location
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Figure 2: Existing Site Plan
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Figure 3. Proposed First Floor and Site Plan
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Figure 4. Proposed West (De Haro Street) and South Elevations
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

This Community Plan Exemption (CPE) Checklist evaluates whether the environmental impacts of the
proposed project are addressed in the Programmatic Environmental Impact Report for the Eastern
Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans (Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR).! The CPE Checklist indicates
whether the proposed project would result in significant impacts that: (1) are peculiar to the project or
project site; (2) were not identified as significant project-level, cumulative, or off-site effects in the PEIR;
or (3) are previously identified significant effects, which as a result of substantial new information that
was not known at the time that the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR was certified, are determined to have a
more severe adverse impact than discussed in the PEIR. Such impacts, if any, will be evaluated in a
project-specific Mitigated Negative Declaration or Environmental Impact Report. If no such impacts are
identified, the proposed project is exempt from further environmental review in accordance with Public
Resources Code Section 21083.3 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15183.

Mitigation measures identified in the PEIR are discussed under each topic area, and measures that are
applicable to the proposed project are provided under the Mitigation Measures Section at the end of this
checklist.

The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR identified significant impacts related to land use, transportation,
cultural resources, shadow, noise, air quality, and hazardous materials. Additionally, the PEIR identified
significant cumulative impacts related to land use, transportation, and cultural resources. Mitigation
measures were identified for the above impacts and reduced all impacts to less-than-significant except for
those related to land use (cumulative impacts on PDR use), transportation (program-level and cumulative
traffic impacts at nine intersections; program-level and cumulative transit impacts on seven Muni lines),
cultural resources (cumulative impacts from demolition of historical resources), and shadow (program-
level impacts on parks).

The proposed project includes the renovation of two industrial warehouse structures and the horizontal
expansion of 15,405 square feet in order to adjoin the two structures into one. The proposed use of the
entire project site would be wholesale furniture sales. The finished building would be a 28-foot-tall, one-
story with mezzanine, industrial warehouse structure approximately 32,330 square feet in size with 31
off-street parking spaces and one freight loading space. As discussed below in this checklist, the
proposed project would not result in new, significant environmental effects, or effects of greater severity
than were already analyzed and disclosed in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR.

AESTHETICS AND PARKING IMPACTS FOR TRANSIT PRIORITY INFILL DEVELOPMENT

Public Resources Code Section 21099(d), effective January 1, 2014, provides that, “aesthetics and parking
impacts of a residential, mixed-use residential, or employment center project on an infill site located
within a transit priority area shall not be considered significant impacts on the environment.”
Accordingly, aesthetics and parking are no longer to be considered in determining if a project has the
potential to result in significant environmental effects for projects that meet all of the following three
criteria:

a) The project is in a transit priority area;

b) The project is on an infill site; and

1 San Francisco Planning Department, Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans Final Environmental Impact Report (PEIR),
Planning Department Case No. 2004.0160E, State Clearinghouse No. 2005032048, certified August 7, 2008. Available online at:
http://www.sf-planning.org/index.aspx?page=1893, accessed February 26, 2015.
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c) The project is residential, mixed-use residential, or an employment center.

The proposed project meets each of the above three criteria and thus, this checklist does not consider
aesthetics or parking in determining the significance of project impacts under CEQA.2 The Planning
Department acknowledges that parking conditions may be of interest to the public and the decision
makers. Therefore, this determination presents a parking demand analysis for informational purposes, in
the Transportation and Circulation Section.

Significant Significant No Significant
Impact Peculiar Significant Impact due to Impact not
to Project or Impact not Substantial New Previously
Topics: Project Site Identified in PEIR Information Identified in PEIR
1. LAND USE AND LAND USE
PLANNING —Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community? N O O
b)  Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, N O O
or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over
the project (including, but not limited to the
general plan, specific plan, local coastal
program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?
c) Have a substantial impact upon the existing n O O

character of the vicinity?

The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR determined that adoption of the Area Plans would result in an
unavoidable significant impact on land use due to the cumulative loss of PDR. As a result of the Eastern
Neighborhoods rezoning process, the project site has been rezoned from M-2 (Heavy Industrial) to PDR-
1-G (Production, Distribution and Repair-1-General) Use District. The proposed project includes the
renovation of two industrial warehouse (PDR) structures and the horizontal expansion of 15,405 square
feet in order to adjoin the two structures into one. The finished building would be a 28-foot-tall, one-story
with mezzanine, warehouse structure approximately 32,330 square feet in size with 31 off-street parking
spaces and one freight loading space. The proposed use of the project site would be wholesale furniture
sales, which is considered a PDR use. Since the proposed project would increase the amount of PDR use
at the project site, the proposed project would not contribute to any impact related to loss of PDR uses
that was identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR.

The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR determined that implementation of the Area Plans would not create
any new physical barriers in the Easter Neighborhoods because the rezoning and Area Plans do not
provide for any new major roadways, such as freeways that would disrupt or divide the project area or
individual neighborhoods or subareas.

2 San Francisco Planning Department. Transit-Oriented Infill Project Eligibility Checklist for 155 De Haro Street, February 26, 2015.
This document, and other cited documents, are available for review at the San Francisco Planning Department, 1650 Mission
Street, Suite 400, as part of Case File No. 2013.1520E.
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The Citywide Planning and Current Planning Divisions of the Planning Department have determined
that the proposed project is permitted in the PDR-1-G District and is consistent with applicable bulk,
density, and land uses as envisioned in the Showplace Square/Potrero Hill Area Plan. The proposed
project falls within the Core Showplace Square Design District generalized zoning district, which protects
the existing concentration of design-oriented PDR uses and allows a limited amount of supportive retail
and office space uses. As a PDR building, the proposed project is consistent with this designation.3* The
proposed project would not conflict with any applicable land use plan or policy adopted for the purpose
of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect.

For these reasons, implementation of the proposed project would not result in either project-level or
cumulative significant impacts that were not identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR related to
land use and land use planning, and no mitigation measures are necessary.

Significant Significant No Significant
Impact Peculiar Significant Impact due to Impact not
to Project or Impact not Substantial New Previously
Topics: Project Site Identified in PEIR Information Identified in PEIR
2. POPULATION AND HOUSING—
Would the project:
a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, ] ] O
either directly (for example, by proposing new
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for
example, through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing N N O
units or create demand for additional housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement
housing?
c) Displace substantial numbers of people, ] ] O

necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

One of the objectives of the Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plans is to identify appropriate locations for
housing in the City’s industrially zoned land to meet the citywide demand for additional housing. The
PEIR concluded that an increase in population in the Plan Areas is expected to occur as a secondary effect
of the proposed rezoning and that any population increase would not, in itself, result in adverse physical
effects, but would serve to advance key City policy objectives, such as providing housing in appropriate
locations next to Downtown and other employment generators and furthering the City’s Transit First
policies. It was anticipated that the rezoning would result in an increase in both housing development
and population in all of the Area Plan neighborhoods. The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR determined that
the anticipated increase in population and density would not result in significant adverse physical effects
on the environment. No mitigation measures were identified in the PEIR.

3 Adam Varat, San Francisco Planning Department, Community Plan Exemption Eligibility Determination, Citywide Planning and
Policy Analysis, 155 De Haro Street, February 19, 2015. .

4 Joslin, Jeff, San Francisco Planning Department, Community Plan Exemption Eligibility Determination, Current Planning Analysis,
155 De Haro Street, March 6, 2015.

SAN FRANCISGO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 8



Community Plan Exemption Checklist 155 De Haro Street
2013.1520E

The proposed project includes the renovation of two industrial warehouse structures and the horizontal
expansion of 15,405 square feet in order to adjoin the two structures into one. The proposed use of the
entire project site would be wholesale furniture sales. The finished building would be a 28-foot-tall, one-
story with mezzanine, warehouse structure approximately 32,330 square feet in size with 31 off-street
parking spaces and one freight loading space. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in the
displacement or elimination of any existing residential dwelling units. These direct effects of the
proposed project on population and housing are within the scope of the population and housing growth
anticipated under the Showplace Square/Potrero Hill Area Plan and evaluated in the Eastern
Neighborhoods Plan Area PEIR.

For the above reasons, the proposed project would not result in either project-level or cumulative
significant impacts on population and housing that were not identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods
PEIR.

Significant Significant No Significant
Impact Peculiar Significant Impact due to Impact not
to Project or Impact not Substantial New Previously
Topics: Project Site Identified in PEIR Information Identified in PEIR
3. CULTURAL AND
PALEONTOLOGICAL
RESOURCES —Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the O O O
significance of a historical resource as defined in
815064.5, including those resources listed in
Article 10 or Article 11 of the San Francisco
Planning Code?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the O O n
significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to §15064.5?
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique O O n
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?
d) Disturb any human remains, including those O O n

interred outside of formal cemeteries?

Historic Architectural Resources

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Sections 15064.5(a)(1) and 15064.5(a)(2), historical resources are buildings
or structures that are listed, or are eligible for listing, in the California Register of Historical Resources or
are identified in a local register of historical resources, such as Articles 10 and 11 of the San Francisco
Planning Code. The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR determined that future development facilitated
through the changes in use districts and height limits under the Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plans could
have substantial adverse changes on the significance of both individual historical resources and on
historical districts within the Plan Areas. The PEIR determined that approximately 32 percent of the
known or potential historical resources in the Plan Areas could potentially be affected under the
preferred alternative. The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR found this impact to be significant and
unavoidable. This impact was addressed in a Statement of Overriding Considerations with findings and
adopted as part of the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans approval on January 19, 2009.

SAN FRANCISGO
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The PEIR identified three mitigation measures that were tasked to the Planning Department that could
reduce the severity of impacts to historic resources as a result of development enabled under the Plan
Areas (Mitigation K-1, K-2, and K-3). These mitigation measures were the responsibility of the Planning
Department and do not apply to subsequent development projects. Demolition or substantial alteration of
a historic resource typically cannot be fully mitigated; therefore, the PEIR concluded that the Eastern
Neighborhoods Area Plan would have a significant and unavoidable impact on historic resources.

Specific to the project site, the existing industrial buildings, which were constructed in 1969, were
included in the Showplace Square/Northeast Mission Historic Resource Survey conducted as part of the
Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans. The 155 De Haro Street property was given the rating
of 6Z (“Found ineligible for National Register, California Register, or Local designation through survey
evaluation”).5 The property contains a pair of corrugated steel garage/auto and truck repair buildings
that are wood-framed, steel-clad structures with gabled-roofs. Both are articulated on their long sides by
a row of vehicle loading docks. The project site is adjacent to but not located within the Showplace Square
Heavy Timber and Steel-frame Brick Warehouse and Factory District. As such, the subject property
would not be considered a historic resource pursuant CEQA and its alteration would not result in a
significant impact. In addition, the project site is not located adjacent to an existing historic building.

Therefore, the proposed project would not contribute to the significant historic resource impact identified
in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR, and no historic resource mitigation measures would apply to the
proposed project.

For these reasons, the proposed project would not result in either project-level or cumulative significant
impacts on historic architectural resources that were not identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR.

Archeological Resources

The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR determined that implementation of the Area Plan could result in
significant impacts on archeological resources and identified three mitigation measures that would
reduce these potential impacts to less than significant levels. Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR Mitigation
Measure J-1 applies to properties for which a final archeological research design and treatment plan is on
file at the Northwest Information Center and the Planning Department. Mitigation Measure J-2 applies to
properties for which no archeological assessment report has been prepared or for which the archeological
documentation is incomplete or inadequate to serve as an evaluation of potential effects on archeological
resources under CEQA. Mitigation Measure ]-3, which applies to properties in the Mission Dolores
Archeological District, requires that a specific archeological testing program be conducted by a qualified
archeological consultant with expertise in California prehistoric and urban historical archeology.

The proposed project at 155 De Haro Street would involve approximately two feet of below ground
surface (bgs) excavation and approximately 45 cubic yards of soil disturbance in an area where no
previous archeological studies have been prepared. Therefore, the proposed project would be subject to
Mitigation Measure ]-2 (Project Mitigation Measure 1). In accordance with Mitigation Measure J-2 (full
text provided in the “Mitigation Measures” section below), a Preliminary Archeological Review (PAR)
was conducted by Planning Department staff archeologists, which determined that the proposed project
would not adversely affect CEQA-significant archeological resources.®

5 San Francisco Planning Department, Summary Database of the Showplace Square/Northeast Mission Survey. May 2011. A copy of this
document is available for public review at the San Francisco Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, as part of
Case File No. 2013.1520E.

¢ Randall Dean, San Francisco Planning Department. Archeological Review Log.
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For the above reasons, the proposed project would not result in either project-level or cumulative
significant impacts on archeological resources that were not identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods
PEIR.

Significant Significant No Significant
Impact Peculiar Significant Impact due to Impact not
to Project or Impact not Substantial New Previously
Topics: Project Site Identified in PEIR Information Identified in PEIR

4. TRANSPORTATION AND
CIRCULATION —Would the project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or n n O

policy establishing measures of effectiveness for
the performance of the circulation system, taking
into account all modes of transportation including
mass transit and non-motorized travel and
relevant components of the circulation system,
including but not limited to intersections, streets,
highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle
paths, and mass transit?

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion n n O
management program, including but not limited
to level of service standards and travel demand
measures, or other standards established by the
county congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways?

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, N N O
including either an increase in traffic levels,
obstructions to flight, or a change in location,
that results in substantial safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design N N O
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses?

e) Resultin inadequate emergency access? N N O
f)  Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or ] ] O

programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or
pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the
performance or safety of such facilities?

The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR anticipated that growth resulting from the zoning changes would not
result in significant impacts related to pedestrians, bicyclists, loading, emergency access, or construction.
As the proposed project is within the development projected under the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning
and Area Plans, there would be no additional impacts on pedestrians, bicyclists, loading, emergency
access, or construction beyond those analyzed in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR.

However, the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR anticipated that growth resulting from the zoning changes
could result in significant impacts on traffic and transit ridership, and identified 11 transportation
mitigation measures. Even with mitigation, however, it was anticipated that the significant adverse
cumulative traffic impacts and the cumulative impacts on transit lines could not be fully mitigated. Thus,
these impacts were found to be significant and unavoidable.

The project site is not located within an airport land use plan area, or in the vicinity of a private airstrip.
Therefore, the Community Plan Exemption Checklist topic 4c is not applicable.

SAN FRANCISCO
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Trip Generation

The proposed project includes the renovation of two industrial warehouse structures and the horizontal
expansion of 15,405 square feet in order to adjoin the two structures into one. The finished building
would be a 28-foot-tall, one-story with mezzanine, warehouse structure approximately 32,330 square feet
in size with 31 off-street parking spaces, one freight loading space, three Class I bicycle spaces, and two
Class II bicycle spaces. The proposed use of the project site would be wholesale furniture sales.

Trip generation of the proposed project was calculated using information from the Institute of
Transportation Engineers” and the 2002 Transportation Impacts Analysis Guidelines for Environmental Review
(SF Guidelines) developed by the San Francisco Planning Department for the entirety of the new building
and use (i.e., no trip credit for existing uses).! The proposed project would generate an estimated 162
person trips (inbound and outbound) on a weekday daily basis, consisting of 101 person trips by auto, 31
transit trips, 20 walk trips, and 10 trips by other modes. During the p.m. peak hour, the proposed project
would generate an estimated 7 vehicle trips (accounting for vehicle occupancy data for this Census Tract).

Traffic

The proposed project’s vehicle trips would travel through the intersections surrounding the project block.
Intersection operating conditions are characterized by the concept of Level of Service (LOS), which ranges
from A to F and provides a description of an intersection’s performance based on traffic volumes,
intersection capacity, and vehicle delays. LOS A represents free flow conditions, with little or no delay,
while LOS F represents congested conditions, with extremely long delays; LOS D (moderately high
delays) is considered the lowest acceptable level in San Francisco. The intersections near the project site
(within approximately 800 feet) that were analyzed in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR include Rhode
Island St./16" St., Potrero Ave./16t St., Rhode Island St./Division St., Division/King/De Haro, and 10t
St./Division/Brannan/Potrero. Table 1 provides existing and cumulative LOS data gathered for these
intersections, per the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans Transportation Study.®

Table 1
Intersection Existing LOS (2007) Cumulative LOS (2025)
Rhode Island St./16t St. C F
Potrero Ave./16thSt. B F
Rhode Island St./Division St. B F
Division/King/De Haro A F
10t St./Division/Brannan/Potrero E F

Sources: Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans Transportation Study (2007)

The proposed project would generate an estimated 7 new p.m. peak hour vehicle trips that could travel
through surrounding intersections. This amount of new p.m. peak hour vehicle trips would not
substantially increase traffic volumes at these or other nearby intersections, would not substantially

7 Trip Generation Manual, 8 Edition, Institute of Transportation Engineers, pages 1722-1724. These pages are available for review
at the San Francisco Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, as part of Case File No. 2013.1520E.

8 San Francisco Planning Department, Transportation Calculations for 155 De Haro Street, March 2, 2015. These calculations are
available for review at the San Francisco Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, as part of Case File No.
2013.1520E.

9 The Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans Transportation Study is available for review at the San Francisco Planning
Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, as part of Case File No. 2004.0160E.
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increase average delay that would cause intersections that currently operate at acceptable LOS to
deteriorate to unacceptable LOS, or would not substantially increase average delay at intersections that
currently operate at unacceptable LOS.

The proposed project would not contribute considerably to LOS delay conditions as its contribution of an
estimated 7 new p.m. peak-hour vehicle trips would not be a substantial proportion of the overall traffic
volume or the new vehicle trips generated by Eastern Neighborhoods’ Plan projects. The proposed
project would also not contribute considerably to 2025 cumulative conditions and thus, the proposed
project would not have any significant cumulative traffic impacts.

For the above reasons, the proposed project would not result in significant impacts on traffic that were
not identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR.

Transit

The project site is located within a quarter mile of several local transit lines including 10-Townsend, 19-
Polk, 9-San Bruno Express, and 22-Fillmore. The proposed project would be expected to generate 31 daily
transit trips, including three during the p.m. peak hour. Given the availability of nearby transit, the
addition of three p.m. peak hour transit trips would be accommodated by existing capacity. As such, the
proposed project would not result in unacceptable levels of transit service or cause a substantial increase
in delays or operating costs such that significant adverse impacts on transit service could result.

Each of the rezoning options in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR identified significant and unavoidable
cumulative impacts relating to increases in transit ridership on Muni lines, with the Preferred Project
having significant impacts on seven lines: 9-San Bruno, 22-Fillmore, 26-Valencia, 27-Bryant, 33-Stanyan,
48-Quintara/24t Street, and 49-Van Ness/Mission. Of those lines, the project site is located within a
quarter-mile of Muni line 22-Fillmore. Mitigation measures proposed to address these impacts related to
pursuing enhanced transit funding; conducting transit corridor and service improvements; and
increasing transit accessibility, service information and storage/maintenance capabilities for Muni lines in
the Eastern Neighborhoods. Even with mitigation, however, cumulative impacts on the above lines were
found to remain significant and unavoidable and a Statement of Overriding Considerations related to the
significant and unavoidable cumulative transit impacts was adopted as part of the PEIR Certification and
Plan.

The proposed project would not contribute considerably to these conditions as its minor contribution of
three p.m. peak hour transit trips would not be a substantial proportion of the overall additional transit
volume generated by Eastern Neighborhood projects. Thus, the proposed project would not contribute
considerably to 2025 cumulative transit conditions and would not result in any significant cumulative
transit impacts.

For the above reasons, the proposed project would not result in significant impacts that were not
identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR related to transit and would not contribute considerably to
cumulative transit impacts that were identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR.

Parking

Public Resources Code Section 21099(d), effective January 1, 2014, provides that, “aesthetics and parking
impacts of a residential, mixed-use residential, or employment center project on an infill site located
within a transit priority area shall not be considered significant impacts on the environment.”
Accordingly, aesthetics and parking are no longer to be considered in determining if a project has the

SAN FRANCISCO
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potential to result in significant environmental effects for projects that meet all of the following three

criteria:
a) The project is in a transit priority area;
b) The project is on an infill site; and
) The project is residential, mixed-use residential, or an employment center.

The proposed project meets each of the above three criteria and thus, this determination does not
consider the adequacy of parking in determining the significance of project impacts under CEQA.10 The
Planning Department acknowledges that parking conditions may be of interest to the public and the
decision makers. Therefore, the following parking demand analysis is provided for informational
purposes only.

The parking demand for the proposed wholesale furniture sales use associated with the proposed project
was determined based on the methodology presented in the Transportation Guidelines. On an average
weekday, the demand for parking would be for an estimated 35 spaces. The proposed project would
provide 31 off-street spaces. Thus, as proposed, the project would have an unmet parking demand of an
estimated four spaces. At this location, the unmet parking demand could be accommodated within
existing on-street parking spaces within a reasonable distance of the project vicinity. Additionally, the
project site is well served by public transit and bicycle facilities such as transit lines 10-Townsend, 19-
Polk, 9-San Bruno Express, and 22-Fillmore, and bicycle routes 23 and 40. Therefore, any unmet parking
demand associated with the project would not materially affect the overall parking conditions in the
project vicinity such that hazardous conditions or significant delays would be created.

Parking conditions are not static, as parking supply and demand varies from day to day, from day to
night, from month to month, etc. Hence, the availability of parking spaces (or lack thereof) is not a
permanent physical condition, but changes over time as people change their modes and patterns of
travel. While parking conditions change over time, a substantial shortfall in parking caused by a project
that creates hazardous conditions or significant delays to traffic, transit, bicycles or pedestrians could
adversely affect the physical environment. Whether a shortfall in parking creates such conditions will
depend on the magnitude of the shortfall and the ability of drivers to change travel patterns or switch to
other travel modes. If a substantial shortfall in parking caused by a project creates hazardous conditions
or significant delays in travel, such a condition could also result in secondary physical environmental
impacts (e.g., air quality or noise impacts caused by congestion), depending on the project and its setting.

The absence of a ready supply of parking spaces, combined with available alternatives to auto travel (e.g.,
transit service, taxis, bicycles or travel by foot) and a relatively dense pattern of urban development,
induces many drivers to seek and find alternative parking facilities, shift to other modes of travel, or
change their overall travel habits. Any such resulting shifts to transit service or other modes (walking and
biking), would be in keeping with the City’s “Transit First” policy and numerous San Francisco General
Plan Polices, including those in the Transportation Element. The City’s Transit First Policy, established in
the City’s Charter Article 8A, Section 8A.115, provides that “parking policies for areas well served by
public transit shall be designed to encourage travel by public transportation and alternative
transportation.”

The transportation analysis accounts for potential secondary effects, such as cars circling and looking for
a parking space in areas of limited parking supply, by assuming that all drivers would attempt to find

10 San Francisco Planning Department, Transit-Oriented Infill Project Eligibility Checklist for 155 De Haro Street, February 26, 2015.
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parking at or near the project site and then seek parking farther away if convenient parking is
unavailable. The secondary effects of drivers searching for parking is typically offset by a reduction in
vehicle trips due to others who are aware of constrained parking conditions in a given area, and thus
choose to reach their destination by other modes (i.e. walking, biking, transit, taxi). If this occurs, any
secondary environmental impacts that may result from a shortfall in parking in the vicinity of the
proposed project would be minor, and the traffic assignments used in the transportation analysis, as well
as in the associated air quality, noise and pedestrian safety analyses, would reasonably address potential
secondary effects.

Significant Significant No Significant
Impact Peculiar Significant Impact due to Impact not
to Project or Impact not Substantial New Previously
Topics: Project Site Identified in PEIR Information Identified in PEIR

5. NOISE—Would the project:

a) Resultin exposure of persons to or generation of O O O
noise levels in excess of standards established
in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies?

b) Result in exposure of persons to or generation of O O O
excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne
noise levels?

c) Result in a substantial permanent increase in O O O
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project?

d) Result in a substantial temporary or periodic O O O
increase in ambient noise levels in the project
vicinity above levels existing without the project?

e) For a project located within an airport land use O O O
plan area, or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, in an area within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the project
expose people residing or working in the area to
excessive noise levels?

f)  For a project located in the vicinity of a private O O O
airstrip, would the project expose people residing
or working in the project area to excessive noise
levels?

g) Be substantially affected by existing noise O O O
levels?

The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR identified potential conflicts related to residences and other noise-
sensitive uses in proximity to noisy uses such as PDR, retail, entertainment,
cultural/institutional/educational uses, and office uses. In addition, the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR
noted that implementation of the Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plans and Rezoning would incrementally
increase traffic-generated noise on some streets in the Eastern Neighborhoods plan areas and result in
construction noise impacts from pile driving and other construction activities. The Eastern
Neighborhoods PEIR therefore identified six noise mitigation measures that would reduce noise impacts
to less-than-significant levels.

Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR Mitigation Measures F-1 and F-2 relate to construction noise. Mitigation
Measure F-1 addresses individual projects that include pile-driving, and Mitigation Measure F-2
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addresses individual projects that include particularly noisy construction procedures (including pile-
driving). The proposed project would utilize a shallow building foundation that does not necessitate the
use of pile-driving or other construction practices generating excessive noise. Mitigation F-1 and F-2
would not be applicable to the project.

In addition, all construction activities for the proposed project (approximately 9 months) would be
subject to and would comply with the San Francisco Noise Ordinance (Article 29 of the San Francisco
Police Code) (Noise Ordinance). Construction noise is regulated by the Noise Ordinance. The Noise
Ordinance requires that construction work be conducted in the following manner: (1) noise levels of
construction equipment, other than impact tools, must not exceed 80 dBA at a distance of 100 feet from
the source (the equipment generating the noise); (2) impact tools must have intake and exhaust mufflers
that are approved by the Director of the Department of Public Works (DPW) or the Director of the
Department of Building Inspection (DBI) to best accomplish maximum noise reduction; and (3) if the
noise from the construction work would exceed the ambient noise levels at the site property line by 5
dBA, the work must not be conducted between 8:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. unless the Director of DPW
authorizes a special permit for conducting the work during that period.

DBI is responsible for enforcing the Noise Ordinance for private con