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Certificate of Determination 1650 Mission St.

Communit Plan Evaluationy
Suite 400
San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479

Case No.: 2015-005863ENV Reception:
Project Address: 360 Fifth Street 415.558.6378

Zoning: Mixed Use Residential (MUR) District Fes:

85-X and 45-X Height and Bulk Districts 415.558.6409
Block/Lot: 3753/005, 006A, 007, 057, 058, 100, 101, 147

Lot Size: 23,125 square feet
Planning
Information:

Plan Area: Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plan (East SoMa Plan Area) 415.558.6377

Project Sponsor: John Kevlin —Reuben, Junius &Rose

(415) 575-9107, jkevlin@reubenlaw.com

Staff Contact: Rachel Schuett, 415-575-9030

rachel.schuett@sfgov.org

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project site consists of eight lots on the west side of Fifth Street between Clara Street and Shipley

Street. The proposed project would demolish three existing two-story structures totaling approximately

17,900 square feet (sf), dedicated to PDR use. T'he project would construct afour- to eight-story, 45-foot to

85-foot-tall, mixed use building, with residential units above ground floor retail and ground floor and

basement level PDR space.

(Continued on next page.)

CEQA DETERMINATION

The project is eligible for streamlined environmental review per Section 15183 of the California

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines and California Public Resources Code Section 21083.3

DETERMINATION

I do hereby certify that the above determination has been made pursuant to State and Local requirements.

~~~iL)ti1d/t ~ ~~ oZ ~

Lisa Gibson Date

Environmental Review Officer

cc: John Kevlin, Project Sponsor; Supervisor Jane Kim, District 6; Doug Vu, Current Planning Division;
Virna Byrd, M.D.F.; Exemption/Exclusion File
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