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Please find the attached Preliminary Project Assessment (PPA) for the address listed
above. You may contact the staff contact, Marcelle Boudreaux, at (415) 575-9140 or
marcelle.boudreaux@sf  ~ov.org, to answer any questions you may have, or to
schedule afollow-up meeting.

Mark Luellen, Senior Planner



 

 

 

  
Preliminary Project Assessment 

 
Date: May 31, 2016 
Case No.: 2016-003009PPA 
Project Address: 200 Larkin (Asian Art Museum) 
Block/Lot: 0353/001 
Zoning: P (Public Zoning District) 
 80-X Height and Bulk District 
 Civic Center Landmark District  
Area Plan: Downtown 
Project Sponsor: Asian Art Museum 
 415-581-3730 
Project Applicant: Carolyn Kiernat, Page & Turnbull 
 415-593-3218 
Staff Contact: Marcelle Boudreaux – 415-575-9140 
 marcelle.boudreaux@sfgov.org 
 

DISCLAIMERS:  
This Preliminary Project Assessment (PPA) letter provides feedback to the project sponsor from the 
Planning Department regarding the proposed project described in the PPA application submitted on 
March 2, 2016, as summarized below. This PPA letter identifies Planning Department review 
requirements for the proposed project, including those related to environmental review, approvals, 
neighborhood notification and public outreach, the Planning Code, project design, and other general 
issues of concern for the project. Please be advised that the PPA application does not constitute an 
application for development with the Planning Department. The PPA letter also does not represent a 
complete review of the proposed project, does not grant a project approval of any kind, and does not in 
any way supersede any required Planning Department approvals listed below.  

The Planning Department may provide additional comments regarding the proposed project once the 
required applications listed below are submitted. While some approvals are granted by the Planning 
Department, some are at the discretion of other bodies, such as the Planning Commission or Historic 
Preservation Commission. Additionally, it is likely that the project will require approvals from other City 
agencies such as the Department of Building Inspection, Public Works, the Municipal Transportation 
Agency, Department of Public Health, San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, and others. The 
information included herein is based on the PPA application and plans, the Planning Code, General Plan, 
Planning Department policies, and local/state/federal regulations as of the date of this document, all of 
which are subject to change.  

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:  
The proposal involves a single story, 12,000 square foot addition on top a non-historic, 1990s addition at 
the Hyde Street side (east side) of the Asian Art Museum.  There are also minor improvements proposed 

mailto:marcelle.boudreaux@sfgov.org
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to the Lobby in the main building, renovation of the education classrooms on the main level (renovated in 
the 1990s), and consistent with exhibition design changes some minor improvements (principally new 
electrical and data outlets) on floors 2 & 3 of the main building.  No historic fabric is to be renovated on 
floors 2 and 3 or in the education classrooms.  Widening of the loading dock driveway on Hyde Street is 
also proposed.  An alternative of a roof garden on the new pavilion is in consideration if funding allows.  

BACKGROUND:  
The subject property falls within the area covered by the Civic Center Area Plan in the General Plan and 
is a contributor to the Civic Center Historic District, as listed in Article 10 of the Planning Code. In 
addition, a Civic Center Public Realm plan is currently under development, a new interdepartmental 
project led by the Planning Department which will create a comprehensive, long-term vision for 
improvements to Civic Center’s plazas, streets, alleys and other public spaces.  

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW:  
In compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the environmental review process 
must be completed before any project approval may be granted. This review may be done in conjunction 
with the required approvals listed below. In order to begin formal environmental review, please submit 
an Environmental Evaluation Application (EEA) for the full scope of the project. EEAs are available in 
the Planning Department lobby at 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, at the Planning Information Center at 
1660 Mission Street, and online at www.sfplanning.org under the “Publications” tab. See “Environmental 
Applications” on page 2 of the current Fee Schedule for calculation of environmental application fees.1 
Note that until an entitlement application is submitted to the Current Planning Division, only the 
proposed Project Description will be reviewed by the assigned Environmental Coordinator. 

If the additional analysis outlined below indicates that the project would not have a significant effect on 
the environment, the project could be eligible for a Class 32 infill development categorical exemption 
under CEQA Guidelines Section 15332. If a Class 32 exemption is appropriate, Environmental Planning 
staff will prepare a certificate of exemption.  

If it is determined that the project could result in a significant impact, an initial study would be prepared. 
The initial study may be prepared either by an environmental consultant from the Department’s 
environmental consultant pool or by Department staff. Should you choose to have the initial study 
prepared by an environmental consultant, contact Devyani Jain at (415) 575-9051 for a list of three eligible 
consultants. If the initial study finds that the project would have a significant impact that could be 
reduced to a less-than-significant level by mitigation measures agreed to by the project sponsor, then the 
Department would issue a preliminary mitigated negative declaration (PMND). The PMND would be 
circulated for public review, during which time concerned parties may comment on and/or appeal the 
determination. If no appeal is filed, the Planning Department would issue a final mitigated negative 
declaration (FMND). Additional information regarding the environmental review process can be found 
at: http://www.sf-planning.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=8631.  

                                                           
1  San Francisco Planning Department. Schedule for Application Fees. Available online at:  
 http://www.sf-planning.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=513 

http://www.sfplanning.org/
http://www.sf-planning.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=8631
http://www.sf-planning.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=513


Preliminary Project Assessment 

 3 

Case No. 2016-003009PPA  
200 Larkin/Asian Art Museum 

 

If the initial study indicates that the project would result in a significant impact that cannot be mitigated 
to below a significant level, an EIR will be required. An EIR must be prepared by an environmental 
consultant from the Planning Department’s environmental consultant pool 
(http://www.sfplanning.org/ftp/files/MEA/Environmental_consultant_pool.pdf). The Planning 
Department will provide more detail to the project sponsor regarding the EIR process should this level of 
environmental review be required. 

Below is a list of topic areas addressed through the environmental review process. Some of these would 
require additional study based on the preliminary review of the project as it is proposed in the PPA 
application.  

1. Historic Resources. The subject property is a contributing property within the Civic Center 
Landmark District, which is designated under Article 10 of the San Francisco Planning Code. The 
Asian Art Museum includes select interior spaces also protected under the landmark designation that 
are subject to review. The proposed construction is subject to review by the Department’s Historic 
Preservation staff for compatibility with the district. To assist in this review, the project sponsor must 
hire a qualified professional to prepare a Historic Resource Evaluation (HRE) report. The professional 
must be selected from the Planning Department’s Historic Resource Consultant Pool. Please contact 
Tina Tam, Senior Preservation Planner, via email (tina.tam@sfgov.org) for a list of three consultants 
from which to choose. Please contact the HRE scoping team at HRE@sfgov.org to arrange the HRE 
scoping. Following an approved scope, the historic resource consultant should submit the draft HRE 
report for review to Environmental Planning after the project sponsor has filed the EEA and updated 
it as necessary to reflect feedback received in the PPA letter. The HRE should be submitted directly to 
the Department and copied to the project sponsor. Project sponsors should not receive and/or review 
advance drafts of consultant reports, per the Department’s Environmental Review Guidelines. Historic 
Preservation staff will not begin reviewing your project until a complete draft HRE is received. 

The proposed project also requires the review and approval of a Certificate of Appropriateness 
application by the Historic Preservation Commission. Please see additional comments under the 
Preservation section below. 

2. Archeological Resources. The proposed project will require Preliminary Archeological Review (PAR) 
by a Planning Department archeologist.  Please provide detailed information, including sections, 
proposed soils-disturbing activities, such as grading, excavation, installation of foundations, soils 
improvement, and site remediation in the EEA, and submit any available geotechnical/soils or phase 
II hazardous materials reports prepared for the project to assist in this review. If the Department 
archeologist determines that the project has a potential to adversely affect archeological resources, the 
PAR will identify additional measures needed to address the potential effect. These measures may 
include preparation of an archeological research design and treatment plan, implementation of one of 
the Planning Department’s three standard archeological mitigation measures (archeological testing, 
monitoring, or accidental discovery), or other appropriate measures.  To aid this review the 
Department archeologist may request a Preliminary Archeological Sensitivity Assessment (PASS) by 
a Department Qualified Archeological Consultant, subject to the review and approval by the 
Department archeologist. The Department archeologist will provide three names from the Qualified 
Archeological Consultant list if the PASS is required. The PAR will assess the archeological sensitivity 

http://www.sfplanning.org/ftp/files/MEA/Environmental_consultant_pool.pdf
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of the project site based on in-house source material and will consider the potential for archeological 
impacts resulting from proposed soils disturbance. 

3. Tribal Cultural Resources. Tribal cultural resources (TCRs) are a class of resource established under 
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in 2015. TCRs are defined as a site, feature, place, 
cultural landscape, sacred place or object with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, 
that is either included on or eligible for inclusion in the California Register of Historical Resources or 
a local historic register, or is a resource that the lead agency, at its discretion and supported by 
substantial evidence, determines is a TCR. Planning Department staff will review the proposed 
project to determine if it may cause an adverse effect to a TCR; this will occur in tandem with 
preliminary archeological review. No additional information is needed from the project sponsor at 
this time. Consultation with California Native American tribes regarding TCRs may be required at 
the request of the tribes. If staff determines that the proposed project may have a potential significant 
adverse impact on a TCR, mitigation measures will be identified and required. Mitigation measures 
may include avoidance, protection, or preservation of the TCR and development of interpretation 
and public education and artistic programs. 

4. Transportation. Based on the PPA submittal, a transportation impact study is not anticipated; an 
official determination will be made subsequent to submittal of the EEA.  The project site is located on 
Hyde Street, a high injury corridor as mapped by Vision Zero.2  Planning staff have reviewed the 
proposed site plans and request the following be provided with the EEA:  

• Existing and proposed driveway widths in plans; 
• Truck turning templates showing the average truck size accessing the loading dock; and 
• Information about how frequently the loading dock is used, at what times, and for what 

purposes. 
 

5. Noise. Based on the General Plan’s Background Noise Levels map, the project site is located along a 
segment of Hyde Street with noise levels above 75 dBA Ldn (a day-night averaged sound level).   
Construction noise would be subject to the San Francisco Noise Ordinance (Article 29 of the San 
Francisco Police Code), which includes restrictions on noise levels of construction equipment and 
hours of construction. If pile driving is to be used during the construction, measures to reduce 
construction noise may be required as part of the proposed project. The EEA should indicate whether 
pile driving or other particularly noisy construction methods are required.  

6. Air Quality.   The project site is located within the Air Pollutant Exposure Zone, as mapped and 
defined by Health Code, Article 38. The Air Pollutant Exposure Zone identifies areas with poor air 
quality based on modeling of air pollution, exposures, and health vulnerability from mobile, 
stationary, and area source emissions within San Francisco. Therefore, an analysis of the project’s 
criteria air pollutant emissions is required. Please provide detailed information related to 
construction equipment, phasing and duration of each phase, and volume of excavation as part of the 

                                                           
2  This document is available at: http://www.sfmta.com/sites/default/files/projects/2015/vision-zero-san-francisco.pdf. 

http://www.sfmta.com/sites/default/files/projects/2015/vision-zero-san-francisco.pdf
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EEA.  Depending on the outcome of the air quality analysis, construction-related mitigation measures 
may be required. 

In addition, project-related demolition, excavation, grading and other construction activities may 
cause wind-blown dust that could contribute particulate matter into the local atmosphere. To reduce 
construction dust impacts, the proposed project will be required to adhere to the dust control 
requirements set forth in the Construction Dust Ordinance contained in San Francisco Health Code 
Article 22B and San Francisco Building Code Section 106.A.3.2.6. The proposed project is also 
required to prepare a Construction Dust Control Plan for review and approval by the Department of 
Public Health. 

If the project would generate new sources of toxic air contaminants including, but not limited to: 
diesel generators or boilers, or any other stationary sources, the project would result in toxic air 
contaminants that may affect both on-site and off-site sensitive receptors. Please provide detailed 
information related to any proposed stationary sources with the EEA.  

7. Greenhouse Gases. The City and County of San Francisco’s Strategies to Address Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions presents a comprehensive assessment of policies, programs, and ordinances that represents 
San Francisco’s Qualified Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Reduction Strategy. Projects that are consistent 
with San Francisco’s Qualified GHG Reduction Strategy would result in less-than-significant impacts 
from GHG emissions. In order to facilitate a determination of compliance with San Francisco’s 
Qualified GHG Reduction Strategy, the Planning Department has prepared a Greenhouse Gas 
Analysis Compliance Checklist.3 The project sponsor may be required to submit the completed table 
regarding project compliance with the identified regulations and provide project-level details in the 
discussion column. This information will be reviewed by the environmental planner during the 
environmental review process to determine if the project would comply with San Francisco’s 
Greenhouse Gas Reduction Strategy. Projects that do not comply with an ordinance or regulation 
may be determined to be inconsistent with the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Strategy. 

8. Wind. The proposed project would not involve construction of a building over 80 feet in height. 
Therefore, a consultant-prepared wind analysis is therefore not anticipated. 

9. Shadow.  A preliminary shadow fan analysis prepared by Planning Department staff indicates that 
the proposed project could cast new shadow on United Nations Plaza. The project sponsor is 
therefore required to hire a qualified consultant to prepare a shadow study. The consultant must 
submit a Shadow Study Application, which can be found on the Planning Department’s website 
(http://www.sf-planning.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=539). A separate fee is 
required. The consultant must also prepare a proposed scope of work for review and approval by 
Environmental Planning staff prior to preparing the analysis. 

10. Geology. The project site is located within a Seismic Hazard Zone (Liquefaction Hazard Zone likely 
underlain by artificial fill). Any new construction on the site is therefore subject to a mandatory 

                                                           
3  Refer to http://sf-planning.org/index.aspx?page=1886 for latest “Greenhouse Gas Compliance Checklist for Private 
Development Projects.” 

http://www.sf-planning.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=539)
http://sf-planning.org/index.aspx?page=1886
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Interdepartmental Project Review.4 A geotechnical study prepared by a qualified consultant must be 
submitted with the EEA. The study should address whether the site is subject to liquefaction, and 
should provide recommendations for any geotechnical concerns identified in the study. In general, 
compliance with the building codes would avoid the potential for significant impacts related to 
structural damage, ground subsidence, liquefaction, landslides, and surface settlement. To assist 
Planning Department staff in determining whether the project would result in environmental impacts 
related to geological hazards, it is recommended that you provide a copy of the geotechnical 
information with boring logs for the proposed project. This study will also help inform the Planning 
Department Archeologist of the project site’s subsurface geological conditions. 

11. Disclosure Report for Developers of Major City Projects. The San Francisco Ethics Commission S.F. 
Camp. & Govt. Conduct Code § 3.520 et seq. requires developers to provide the public with 
information about donations that developers make to nonprofit organizations that may communicate 
with the City and County regarding major development projects. This report must be completed and 
filed by the developer of any “major project.” A major project is a real estate development project 
located in the City and County of San Francisco with estimated construction costs exceeding 
$1,000,000 where either: (1) The Planning Commission or any other local lead agency certifies an EIR 
for the project; or (2) The project relies on a program EIR and the Planning Department, Planning 
Commission, or any other local lead agency adopts any final environmental determination under 
CEQA. A final environmental determination includes: the issuance of a Community Plan Exemption 
(CPE); certification of a CPE/EIR; adoption of a CPE/Final Mitigated Negative Declaration; or a 
project approval by the Planning Commission that adopts CEQA Findings. (In instances where more 
than one of the preceding determinations occur, the filing requirement shall be triggered by the 
earliest such determination.) A major project does not include a residential development project with 
four or fewer dwelling units. The first (or initial) report must be filed within 30 days of the date the 
Planning Commission (or any other local lead agency) certifies the EIR for that project or, for a major 
project relying on a program EIR, within 30 days of the date that the Planning Department, Planning 
Commission, or any other local lead agency adopts a final environmental determination under 
CEQA. Please submit a Disclosure Report for Developers of Major City Projects to the San Francisco 
Ethics Commission. This form can be found at the Planning Department or online at 
http://www.sfethics.org. 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT APPROVALS:  
The project requires the following Planning Department approvals. These approvals may be reviewed in 
conjunction with the required environmental review, but may not be granted until after the required 
environmental review is completed.  

1. A Building Permit Application is required for the proposed new construction on the subject 
property. 

2. A Certificate of Appropriateness, which includes a hearing before the Historic Preservation 
Commission, is required for additions within the Civic Center Historic Landmark District. 

                                                           
4  San Francisco Planning Department. Interdepartmental Project Review. Available online at:  
http://www.sf-planning.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=522.  

http://www.sf-planning.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=522
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3. A General Plan Referral of findings of consistency with the proposal and the General Plan and the 
Priority Policies as outlined in Planning Code Section 101.1. 

 

NEIGHBORHOOD NOTIFICATIONS AND PUBLIC OUTREACH:  
Project Sponsors are encouraged, and in some cases required, to conduct public outreach with the 
surrounding community and neighborhood groups early in the development process. Additionally, 
many approvals require a public hearing with an associated neighborhood notification. Differing levels of 
neighborhood notification are mandatory for some or all of the reviews and approvals listed above.  

Notification of a Project Receiving Environmental Review. Notice may be required to be sent to 
occupants of the project site and properties adjacent to the project site, as well as to owners and, to the 
extent feasible, occupants of properties within 300 feet of the project site at the initiation of the 
environmental review process. Please be prepared to provide mailing addresses on a CD upon request 
during the environmental review process. 

PRELIMINARY PROJECT COMMENTS:  
The following comments address specific Planning Code and other general issues that may substantially 
impact the proposed project.  

1. Civic Center Area Plan. The subject property falls within the area covered by the Civic Center Area 
Plan in the General Plan. As proposed, the project is generally consistent with the overarching 
objectives of the Plan, though  the project and design comments below discuss any items where more 
information is needed to assess conformity with either specific policies or Code standards or where 
the project requires minor modification to achieve consistency. The project sponsor is encouraged to 
read the full plan, which can be viewed at: 

 http://www.sf-planning.org/ftp/General_Plan/Civic_Center.htm 

2. Civic Center Public Realm Plan. The project falls within the boundary of the Civic Center Public 
Realm Plan, which is currently in development. The Civic Center Public Realm Plan is a new 
interdepartmental project led by the Planning Department which will create a comprehensive, long-
term vision for improvements to Civic Center’s plazas, streets, alleys and other public spaces. The 
Department encourages the project sponsors to continue to coordinate with the Plan’s manager, 
Nicholas Perry, at (415) 575-9066 or nicholas.perry@sfgov.org, for further participation or 
information.  

3. Vision Zero. The project is located on a “high-injury corridor”, identified through the City’s Vision 
Zero Program. The Sponsor is encouraged to incorporate pedestrian safety streetscape measures into 
the project.  

4. Interdepartmental Project Review. This review is required for all proposed new construction in 
seismic hazard zones, in which the subject property falls. An application is enclosed.  

http://www.sf-planning.org/ftp/General_Plan/Civic_Center.htm
http://walkfirst.sfplanning.org/
http://walkfirst.sfplanning.org/
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5. Civic Design Review. Pursuant to Charter Section 5.103, any new construction or exterior 
modification to a structure on this parcel is subject to Civic Design Review. The Planning Department 
shall not approve any permit until this requirement is fulfilled. The applicant must contact the SF 
Arts Commission at (415) 252-2590 with any questions regarding the design review process. More 
information including the Civic Design Review Committee Submission Guidelines are available on 
the Arts Commission website www.sfartscommission.org. 

6. Stormwater. If the project results in a ground surface disturbance of 5,000 sf or greater, it is subject to 
San Francisco’s stormwater management requirements as outlined in the Stormwater Management 
Ordinance and the corresponding SFPUC Stormwater Design Guidelines (Guidelines). Projects that 
trigger the stormwater management requirements must prepare a Stormwater Control Plan 
demonstrating project adherence to the performance measures outlined in the Guidelines including: 
(a) reduction in total volume and peak flow rate of stormwater for areas in combined sewer systems OR 
(b) stormwater treatment for areas in separate sewer systems. The SFPUC Wastewater Enterprise, 
Urban Watershed Management Program is responsible for review and approval of the Stormwater 
Control Plan. Without SFPUC approval of a Stormwater Control Plan, no site or building permits can 
be issued. The Guidelines also require a signed maintenance agreement to ensure proper care of the 
necessary stormwater controls. To view the Stormwater Management Ordinance, the Stormwater 
Design Guidelines, or download instructions for the Stormwater Control Plan, go to 
http://sfwater.org/sdg. Applicants may contact stormwaterreview@sfwater.org for assistance. 

PRELIMINARY DESIGN COMMENTS:  
The following comments address preliminary design issues that may substantially affect the proposed 
project: 

The project proposes an addition to a category ‘A’ contributor building located within the Civic 
Center Historic District and a P - Public zoning district; therefore, the proposed project is subject to 
further design review by the Department’s Historic Preservation staff. Please refer to the 
Environmental Planning Review – Historic Resources section of the Preliminary Project Assessment 
for further instruction.  
 
All new construction in the Civic Center Landmark District shall be reviewed by the Historic 
Preservation Commission and its Architectural Review Committee. 
 
Alterations to Contributory and Contributory/Altered buildings shall be compatible with the 
architectural and historic character of this Historic District. New construction shall be compatible 
with the character of the Historic District as described in the Civic Center Landmark Designation 
Case Report and Article 10, Appendix J of the Planning Code. 
 
The Asian Art Museum includes select interior spaces also protected under the landmark designation 
that are subject to review. 
 

http://sfwater.org/sdg
mailto:stormwaterreview@sfwater.org
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The following comments address preliminary design issues that may significantly impact the 
proposed project. Further review and comments will be provided as the project continues to develop. 
 
The two following policies from the Civic Center Area Plan also specifically address the sought after 
character of the district: 
 
Policy 1.2  
Maintain the formal architectural character of the Civic Center 
 
The setting of City Hall and the buildings framing the Plaza and Fulton Street pedestrian mall should be 
protected through the sensitive massing and height of existing structures. 
The core of the Civic Center is composed of classic Greek revival structures of exceptional quality that set the 
architectural character of the area. The symmetrical arrangement of buildings, uniform height, and application 
of common building lines and architectural features reinforce the unity of the formal composition. Whenever 
possible, existing classic buildings should be conserved and rehabilitated rather than replaced. New buildings 
should be designed to complement the Center's existing architectural character. 
 
POLICY 1.4 
Provide a sense of identity and cohesiveness through unifying street and Plaza design treatments. 
 
Identity of the Civic Center as the focus of government and culture in San Francisco should be reinforced 
through the use of common design elements such as sidewalk and street paving, lighting fixtures, landscaping, 
and street furniture. Related architectural elements such as the color and texture of materials should also be 
used throughout the area to reinforce its overall unity. Widened pedestrian lanes in front of City Hall and at 
other locations, with special design treatment related to adjacent uses, would add to the unity and formalism of 
the Center. 
 

1. Site Design, Open Space and Massing. The development presents an opportunity and an obligation 
to enhance the Hyde Street frontage of the Museum, which currently presents a blank wall, 
unscreened loading, and a mechanical enclosure at the corner of Hyde and McAllister. The Planning 
Department recommends the site design seek a means of screening service functions and activating 
both frontages.  
 
If the Asian Art Museum is contemplating a multi-phase, long term development plan, the Planning 
Department would like to see how this current proposal fits into such a future master plan.  
 

2. Architecture. The design of the proposed addition needs to demonstrate an architectural relationship 
between the existing Beaux Arts buildings found within the Civic Center historic district and the 
Museum building. The Planning Department recommends more refinement of the scale and 
materials, and in the articulation of the details, to relate to the Beaux Arts architecture. Additional 
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cues can be found in the horizontal and vertical regulation of building facades, such as rusticated 
bases, floor lines, window groupings, and pilaster spacing. Texture and patterning and/or use of 
rusticated sierra granite could help the addition relate to the historic district.  
 
The Hyde Street façade seems contrary to the intent of the proposed Civic Center Public Realm Plan, 
the Planning Code, and the Urban Design Guidelines requirements for active building frontages. 
The street level façade supporting such active uses should also be designed with transparency and 
visual interest that supports the context of the Civic Center historical district. 
 
Some potential means of achieving the above-stated goals may include: 
public art; transparent display cases of art and circulation; educational panels / display cases 
explaining the Asian Art Museum; a gift shop; a café. 
 
The existing restaurant terrace and garden are also positive means of creating an engaging and active 
interface between the museum and the public realm. The Planning Department encourages extending 
similar functions to the addition. Roof top event space, to the extent that is avoids temporary tent 
structures, could also be an added public value. Consider using intermediate and roof terraces for 
extensive planting and sculpture display. 
 
As the project is diagrammatic, the Planning Department has little comment on the architecture at 
this time but recommends that the project express significant façade depth, provide high-quality 
materials and meet the architectural detailing and character of the Historic District.  
 

3. Streetscape and Pedestrian Improvements. Though not required, public realm improvements should 
also be considered to help in enhancing the frontages. Potential improvements to consider are: 
parklets; sidewalk widening with landscaping and /or public art.  

PRELIMINARY PROJECT ASSESSMENT EXPIRATION:  
This Preliminary Project Assessment is valid for a period of 18 months. An Environmental Evaluation, 
Certificate of Appropriateness, or Building Permit Application, as listed above, must be submitted no 
later than November 30, 2017. Otherwise, this determination is considered expired and a new 
Preliminary Project Assessment is required. Such applications and plans must be generally consistent 
with those found in this Preliminary Project Assessment. 

Enclosure: Civic Center Landmark Designation Case Report and Article 10, Appendix J 
Neighborhood Group Mailing List 

  Interdepartmental Project Review Application 
   
 
cc: City and County of San Francisco, Property Owner [Asian Art Museum] 
 Marcelle Boudreaux, Current Planning 
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 Justin Horner, Environmental Planning 
 Nicholas Perry, Citywide Planning and Analysis 
 Eiliesh Tuffy, Preservation Planner NE 
 David Winslow, Urban Design 
 Jonas Ionin, Planning Commission Secretary 
 Charles Rivasplata, SFMTA 
 Jerry Sanguinetti, Public Works 
 Pauline Perkins, SFPUC   
 Planning Department Webmaster (planning.webmaster@sfgov.org) 
 
 



FIRST LAST TITLE ORGANIZATION ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP TELEPHONE EMAIL NEIGHBORHOOD OF INTEREST
Andrew Chandler 0 Lower Polk Neighbors PO BOX 1642428 San Francisco CA 94164- 0 0 Downtown/Civic Center, Nob Hill
Alexandra Goldman Community Planner Tenderloin Neighborhood Development 

Corporation - CO Department
215 Taylor Street San Francisco CA 94102 415-358-3920 agoldman@tndc.org Downtown/Civic Center, South of Market

Donald Savoie Executive Director Civic Center Community Benefit District 234 Van Ness Avenue San Francisco CA 94102 415-626-1819 info@sfciviccenter.org Downtown/Civic Center

Eric Lopez President SoMaBend Neighborhood Association P.O. Box 410805 San Francisco CA 94141 415-669-0916 somabend.na@gmail.com Downtown/Civic Center, Mission, South of Market 
Ian Lewis 0 HERE Local 2 209 Golden Gate Avenue San Francisco CA 94102 0 0 Chinatown, Downtown/Civic Center, Marina, Mission, 

Nob Hill, North Beach, Pacific Heights, Presidio, 
South of Market

James Haas Chairman Civic Center Stakeholder Group 100 Van Ness Avenue San Francisco CA 94102 415-285-5048 JWHaasESQ@AOL.com Downtown/Civic Center
Jane Kim Supervisor, District 6 Board of Supervisors 1 Dr. Carlton B Goodlett Place, Room 
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San Francisco CA 94102-
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San Francisco CA 94102-
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Marlayne Morgan President Cathedral Hill Neighbors Association 1200 Gough Street San Francisco CA 94109 415-572-8093 marlayne16@gmail.com Downtown/Civic Center, Nob Hil
Marvis Phillips Land Use Chair Alliance for a Better District 6 230 Eddy Street #1206 San Francisco CA 94102-

6526
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Randy Shaw Director Tenderloin Housing Clinic 126 Hyde Street San Francisco CA 94102 415-771-9850 randy@thclinic.org Downtown/Civic Center
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1709
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Tiffany Bohee Executive Director Office of Community Investment and 
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Francisco

1 South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor San Francisco CA 94103 0 tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org; 
mike.grisso@sfgov.org; 
courtney.pash@sfgov.org

Bayview, Downtown /Civic Center, South of Market, 
Visitacion Valley

Gail Baugh President Hayes Valley Neighborhood Association 700 Hayes Street San Francisco CA 94102 415-265-0546 president@hayesvalleysf.org Castro/Upper Market, Downtown/Civic Center, 
Mission, South of Market, Western Addition

Claude Imbault Director of Strategic Initatives Union Square Business Improvement 
District

323 Geary Street, Suite 203 San Francisco CA 94102 415-781-7880 claude@unionsquarebid.com Downtown/Civic Center

Mark Moreno Co-Director Market/Van Ness Neighborhood 
Association

77 Van Ness Avenue San Francisco CA 94102 415-286-3492 mmoreno@citiscapesf.com Downton/Civic Center
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San Francisco Planning Code

APPENDIX J TO ARTICLE 10 - CIVIC CENTER HISTORIC 
DISTRICT

SEC. 1.  FINDINGS AND PURPOSES.

   The Board of Supervisors hereby finds that the area known and described in this ordinance as 
the Civic Center Historic District contains a number of structures having a special character and 
special historical, architectural and aesthetic interest and value, and constitutes a distinct section 
of the City. The Board of Supervisors further finds that designation of said area as an Historic 
District will be in furtherance of and in conformance with the purposes of Article 10 of the City 
Planning Code and the standards set forth therein, and that preservation on an area basis rather 
than on the basis of individual structures alone is in order.

   This ordinance is intended to further the general purpose of historic preservation legislation as 
set forth in Section 1001 of the City Planning Code, to promote the health, safety and general 
welfare of the public.

(Added by Ord. 413-94, App. 12/23/94)

SEC. 2.  DESIGNATION.
   Pursuant to Section 1004 of the City Planning Code, Chapter II, Part II of the San Francisco 
Municipal Code, the San Francisco Civic Center Historic District is hereby designated as an 
Historic District, this designation having been duly approved by Resolution No. 13719 of the 
City Planning Commission and Resolution No. 454 of the Landmarks Preservation Advisory 
Board.

(Added by Ord. 413-94, App. 12/23/94)

SEC. 3.  LOCATION AND BOUNDARIES.

   The location and boundaries of the San Francisco Civic Center Historic District generally 
bounded by Golden Gate Avenue to the north, Franklin Street to the west, Jones Street to the east 
and Market Street to the south shall be as designated on the San Francisco Civic Center Historic 
District Map, the original of which is on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors under 
File No. 115-94-10, which Map is hereby incorporated herein as though fully set forth.

(Added by Ord. 413-94, App. 12/23/94)

SEC. 4.  RELATION TO CITY PLANNING CODE AND THE 
PROVISIONS OF THE CHARTER OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF 
SAN FRANCISCO.
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   (a)   Article 10 of the City Planning Code is the basic law governing historic preservation in the 
City and County of San Francisco. This ordinance, being a specific application of Article 10, is 
both subject to and in addition to the provisions thereof.

   (b)   Except as may be specifically provided to the contrary in this ordinance, nothing in this 
ordinance shall supersede, impair or modify any City Planning Code provisions applicable to 
property in the San Francisco Civic Center Historic District, including but not limited to existing 
and future regulations controlling uses, height, bulk, lot coverage, floor area ratio, required open 
space, off-street parking and signs.

(Added by Ord. 413-94, App. 12/23/94)

SEC. 5.  STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE.

   The San Francisco Civic Center possesses a unique place and significance in the areas of 
architecture, history, and environment worthy of protection as an historic district.

   The land on which the Civic Center stands was declared a City Hall Reservation as early as 
1870. Portions of that reservation land were sold to raise funds for City Hall construction, and 
Old City Hall - located on the site that had first been used as the Yerba Buena Cemetery, 
approximately where the present library stands - was erected between 1871 and 1897, in a 
lengthy project marked by the now well known City government corruption of that time.

   In 1899, B.J.S. Cahill, with the encouragement of Mayor Phelan, proposed a grander vision for 
the area, with the dual goal of clearing up land titles clouded by the dubious practices of the 
promoters of the Old City Hall and, at the same time, of creating an imposing setting for the 
entire area. This plan envisioned clearing out smaller structures and visually uniting the 
remaining monumental structures - Old City Hall, the Main Post Office, the Hibernia Bank 
building, and other larger structures - and setting them off against new open spaces (such as a 
planned extension of the Golden Gate Park panhandle to Market Street). Conflicting new 
developments were blocked for a time, but the plan eventually failed, in large part because of 
general distrust - bred of experience, perhaps - of large government projects.

   Undaunted, former Mayor Phelan soon led the formation of an Association for the 
Improvement and Adornment of San Francisco. In 1904, the Association invited Daniel 
Burnham to design a grand plan for the City, with B.J.S. Cahill providing a design for the Civic 
Center. This produced two visions of the Civic Center: Cahill, with the practicality borne of 
personal and local experience, proposed using existing structures and City-owned land to create a 
central plaza, surrounded by major buildings, and, again, connected to a Golden Gate Park 
panhandle extension; Burnham proposed a grander Civic Center, with buildings connected by a 
generally circular series of boulevards and grand open vistas. The Burnham Plan, though 
politically impractical, fired the public imagination and was submitted to and adopted by the 
Board of Supervisors on September 27, 1905.

   Following the 1906 earthquake, the public desire to rebuild and reclaim what had just been lost 
confirmed in practice what Cahill had perceived before: that political expediency set limits to the 
definition of the Civic Center. Competition continued between the different views of Burnham 
and Cahill of what the Civic Center might become, but by 1912 the Board of Supervisors had 
endorsed the Cahill Plan as modified in 1909. The momentum of growing civic pride and the 
Civic Center development effort - spearheaded by then-Mayor Rolph and the coming of the 1915 
Panama-Pacific Exposition - was focused into the general outlines sketched by Cahill.
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   Mayor Rolph, a reform candidate, saw the Civic Center as a central civic improvement, the 
symbol of a new unity of the people under a new and honest political era and a permanent 
expression of the grandeur and vitality which the 1915 Exposition would exemplify on a 
temporary scale.

   The World Columbian Exposition in Chicago, in 1893, was the source of inspiration for the 
"City Beautiful" movement which emphasizes formal plan and composition of monumental 
scale, neoclassical style buildings fronting plazas, boulevards and grand public gathering spaces. 
The order, harmony, cleanliness, and grandeur of the exhibition, called "The White City," was in 
sharp contrast to the rapid, chaotic growth that most U.S. cities had experienced in the preceding 
era of rapid immigration and industrialization.

   Several world's fairs were held throughout the country in the later 1800's, spreading the ideals 
of classical architecture, Beaux Arts forms, and the concepts of planning and cooperation for 
ensemble effect in design. These planning and design schemes were an important influence for 
forty years, with their primary manifestation coming in designs for cities, parks, and civic 
centers. Numerous City plans were commissioned in the early years, but only Cleveland and San 
Francisco implemented a portion of their plans, with San Francisco more nearly reaching 
completion.

   The historic significance of the "City Beautiful" movement lies in the manner in which it 
reformed and refocused architectural vision, contributing to something of a national style of 
architecture; and, on a practical level, in the formation of City Planning Departments and schools 
or courses devoted to City Planning.

   The design of the San Francisco Civic Center is an example of the development of those 
significant contributions. More particularly, the San Francisco Civic Center is an expression of a 
nation ready to display its new international importance in an architectural statement. At the time 
it took form, geography and historical events had made San Francisco the center of western 
America. Monumental classical architecture for the City's central public space expressed this 
consciousness, as well as the accompanying belief that such inspiring surroundings should be 
democratically available to all, not just a privileged few.

   The Exposition Auditorium, the Central Plaza, and the Powerhouse were completed before the 
1915 Panama-Pacific Exposition, and the new City Hall was completed in late 1915. The library 
was completed in 1916; the State Building in 1921; and the Public Health Building in 1932 and 
the Old Federal Building in 1936. The present Opera House and Veterans Building expanded the 
Civic Center to the west in 1932 and 1933, respectively, much in the manner the original 
proponents envisioned. The original plaza was excavated in 1956 to add the underground parking 
garage. At this time the ground level details were changed into the present reflecting pool and 
semi-park. United Nations Plaza, which opens the vista to the east of City Hall in a manner 
consistent with the original vision of the Civic Center, was created in the mid-1970's.

   It is an exemplary City Beautiful complex in the best of the American Academic Beaux Arts 
tradition. Designed and built in the revival of classical style, stemming from the Chicago World's 
Fair of 1893 that has been called the "American Renaissance," it succeeds in making a strong 
impression of Civic dignity and pride. The San Francisco Civic Center Historic District consists 
of a principal aggregation of monumental buildings around a central open space, with additional 
buildings extending the principal axis at either end. It includes all or part of the fifteen City 
blocks. There are eight major buildings, a group of secondary buildings, three unrealized 
building sites, and a large plaza within the Historic District.
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   Each building in the Civic Center was faced with the problem of providing modern, functional 
facilities in a classical idiom. The classical Beaux Arts style was deemed suitable as the 
traditional style of American governmental buildings, and was amenable to City Beautiful ideals 
of harmony among many buildings on a grand scale. The formal composition of "City Beautiful" 
architecture, plantings, street embellishments and plazas was meant to be an expression of civic 
authority and pride - intending to impress and overawe. The classical style aptly expressed the 
mood of a nation eager to redefine its newly achieved international importance in architectural 
terms. It reflected a mood and an existing state of affairs as much as an inspiration to dominance. 
In San Francisco, it represented the city's emergence as a regional center of national importance, 
and within the City, it symbolized the united efforts of a population recently divided along many 
lines.

   In terms of "democratic" architecture, or architecture for an ever larger segment of the 
population, monumental classical architecture uncompromisingly demonstrated the enhanced 
concern for the general public. Only a few years earlier, such splendor was exclusively reserved 
for the rich and the privileged few. To this day, no greater public interiors have been built in the 
United States than those influenced by and representative of the City Beautiful Movement, 
including among the very finest, the San Francisco City Hall.

   Within the scope of turn of the century classical architecture in the United States, the San 
Francisco Civic Center contains several fine examples of the mode and one superlative example 
in its City Hall. The other buildings in the group, although less interesting individually cannot 
properly be evaluated in the same way. In particular, the State Building, the Federal Building, the 
Health Building and the War Memorial group would probably appear rather dull compared to 
City Hall, as if they were missing an essential ingredient. But seen in the context of the Civic 
Center as a whole, and in relation to City Hall, all the buildings together achieve distinction.

   The criteria on which the buildings are judged, then, must be the degree to which each 
enhances the group without distracting from City Hall. These qualities are achieved through a 
harmony of color, material, scale, size, texture, rhythm and style. Within these constrictions the 
buildings achieve individual interest through the imaginative manipulation of the elements.

   The historic Civic Center buildings are unified in the Beaux Arts classical design. They are 
organized into horizontal bands of vertically proportioned elements, with the grand order of the 
facade displayed on two or three floors above a usually rusticated base of one or two ground and 
partially sub-ground floors. Civic Center Historic District contains standard features such as 
overall form, massing, scale, proportion, orientation, depth of face, fenestration and 
ornamentation, materials, color, texture, architectural detailing, facade line continuity, decorative 
and sculptural features, street furniture, granite curbing and grille work.

   The Civic Center is designated as both a National Historic Landmark District and a Historic 
District on the National Register of Historic Places, the former designation occurred on February 
27, 1987, the latter, October 10, 1978. These designations offer recognition that certain 
properties within the Historic District are worthy of preservation and alterations undertaken both 
in the local and federal districts shall comply with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the 
Treatment of Historic Properties. Said Standards were adopted by the Landmarks Preservation 
Advisory Board at its Regular Meeting of October 2, 1985, the amended Standards were 
readopted by the Landmarks Board at its Regular Meetings of February 6, 1991 and August 3, 
1994.

(Added by Ord. 413-94, App. 12/23/94)
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SEC. 6.  FEATURES.

   The architectural features of said Historic District that should be preserved are set forth in this 
ordinance and described and depicted in the Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board's Case 
Report "San Francisco Civic Center Historic District" including Appendix A: Survey of Parcels. 
Said Case Report was adopted by the Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board at its Regular 
Meeting of October 6, 1993 by Resolution No. 454 and was adopted and amended by the City 
Planning Commission at its Regular Meeting of July 7, 1994 by Resolution No. 13719. The 
architectural features, formal plan composition and streetscape elements of said Historic District 
that should be preserved and strengthened are also identified in the Civic Center Plan, an 
Element of the City's Master Plan, and in the Civic Center Urban Design Guidelines adopted by 
the Planning Commission pursuant to that plan.

(Added by Ord. 413-94, App. 12/23/94)

SEC. 7.  ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS FOR CERTIFICATES OF 
APPROPRIATENESS.

   The procedures, requirements, controls and standards in Sections 1005 through 1006.8 of 
Article 10 of the City Planning Code shall apply to all applications for Certificates of 
Appropriateness in the San Francisco Civic Center Historic District.

   In addition, the following provisions shall apply to all such applications. In the event of any 
conflict or inconsistency between the following provisions and Article 10, the procedures, 
requirements, controls and standards affording stricter protection to the Historic District shall 
prevail, except for the provisions of Section 8 of this designation ordinance.

   A Certificate of Appropriateness shall be required for all major alterations, as set forth below, 
to Contributory or Contributory/Altered buildings sites, structures or objects within the Historic 
District. Within 10 days after the Central Permit Bureau refers any permit application to the 
Department, the Zoning Administrator and the Secretary to the Landmarks Preservation 
Advisory Board shall determine in writing whether the proposed alteration is a major alteration 
or a minor alteration. The decision of the Zoning Administrator shall be final.

   (a)   An alteration is considered major if any of the following apply:

      (1)   The alteration will remove or cover an exterior architectural feature or a portion of an 
exceptionally significant interior as set forth in Section 10, or replace it with substitutes that are 
inappropriate in material, scale, color or architectural style. This provision shall apply to 
exceptionally significant interior public spaces designated in Section 10 of said ordinance; or

      (2)   The alteration would affect all or any substantial part of a structure's interior or exterior 
column or load-bearing wall, exterior walls or exterior ornamentation; or

      (3)   The alteration results in a substantial addition of height above the height of the structure; 
or

      (4)   The cumulative impacts of serial permits may be determined to be a major alteration. An 
alteration, in combination with other alterations authorized within the preceding five years, shall 
be deemed a major alteration if the cumulative impact of said alterations may be considered a 
major alteration as described above.
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   (b)   An alteration is considered minor if the criteria set forth in Subsection (a) do not apply or 
the work consists of ordinary repair and maintenance.

   (c)   The Department of City Planning in consultation with the Landmarks Preservation 
Advisory Board, may promulgate Rules and Regulations to distinguish major alterations from 
minor alterations for this Historic District consistent with this Section 7.

   (d)   Permit applications determined to be for minor alterations shall be returned, with that 
determination noted, to the Central Permit Bureau for further processing; provided, however, that 
the Zoning Administrator may take any other otherwise authorized action with respect to the 
application.

(Added by Ord. 413-94, App. 12/23/94)

SEC. 8.  APPEALS FROM THE LANDMARKS PRESERVATION 
ADVISORY BOARD AND CITY PLANNING COMMISSION DECISIONS 
ON CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS.

   (a)   Certificate of Appropriateness decisions of the Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board 
may be appealed to the City Planning Commission pursuant to the provisions of Planning Code 
Section 1006.8. Nothing in this ordinance shall supersede, impair or modify provisions of the 
City Charter or laws governing the State of California and the United States of America. All 
governmental bodies shall work cooperatively with the Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board 
on proposed exterior and interior changes to ensure that the alteration of buildings within this 
Historic District comply with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation, Revised 
1990 (and subsequent revisions).

   (b)   This ordinance designating the Civic Center Historic District shall in no way diminish the 
powers, rights and duties vested in the Art Commission, the War Memorial Board of Trustees, 
the Library or the Asian Art Museum. It is the intent of the Board of Supervisors, however, to 
retain its authority, and the authority of the Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board and the 
Planning Commission, over historic preservation decisions in the Civic Center Historic District 
in order to ensure the appropriate treatment of the historical elements of this historic district.

   (c)   The entities referenced in Subsection 8(b) above shall consult with the Landmarks 
Preservation Advisory Board on any proposed interior alterations to the publicly accessible 
spaces of their buildings, regardless of whether a Certificate of Appropriateness is required by 
this ordinance or by Article 10.

(Added by Ord. 413-94, App. 12/23/94)

SEC. 9.  STANDARDS FOR REVIEW OF APPLICATIONS.

   (a)   The standards for review of all applications for Certificates of Appropriateness are as set 
forth in Section 1006.7 of Article 10 and are as follows:

   (b)   For applications pertaining to sites, buildings, structures and objects in the Civic Center 
Historic District, any alteration, construction, relocation or demolition, shall comply with the 
standards contained in Section 1017(c), and shall (1) be compatible with respect to height, 
massing, fenestration, materials, color, texture, detail, style, scale and proportion, signage, 
landscaping and street furniture which may define the character of the historic district as 
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described in Section 5 of this designating ordinance and in the Civic Center Urban Design 
Guidelines adopted by the City Planning Commission; and (2) preserve, enhance or restore, and 
not damage or destroy, the exterior architectural appearance of the subject site, building, 
structure and object which is compatible with the character of the Historic District.

      (1)   Notwithstanding the foregoing, any exterior change to a site, building, structure and 
object which is not already compatible with the character of the Historic District shall bring the 
site, building, structure and object closer to compatibility. Where the required compatibility 
exists, the application for a Certificate of Appropriateness shall be approved.

      (2)   Except as provided in Planning Code Subsection 1017(d), no application for a 
demolition permit in a Historic District may be approved until a Certificate of Appropriateness 
for the replacement structure has been approved by the Landmarks Board.

   (c)   Alterations to Contributory and Contributory/Altered buildings shall be compatible with 
the architectural and historic character of this Historic District. New construction shall be 
compatible with the character of the Historic District as described in the Landmarks Preservation 
Advisory Board San Francisco Civic Center Historic District Case Report and its Appendix A 
and with the Civic Center Urban Design Guidelines adopted by the City Planning Commission. 
Said Case Report was adopted by the Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board at its Regular 
Meeting of October 6, 1993 by Resolution No. 454 and was adopted and amended by the City 
Planning Commission at its Regular Meeting of July 7, 1994 by Resolution No. 13719 and is 
contained in Board of Supervisors File No. 115-94-10.

   (d)   Treatment of Stone Surfaces. Numerous structures in the Historic District exhibit stone, 
terra cotta, or brick exterior surfacing. Proposed treatment of said masonry surfaces with any 
acid wash, sandblasting, high pressure wash or other abrasive methods is discouraged as such 
abrasive treatments can severely damage historic masonry surfaces.

(Added by Ord. 413-94, App. 12/23/94)

SEC. 10.  CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS APPLICABILITY 
FOR ALTERATIONS TO EXCEPTIONALLY SIGNIFICANT INTERIOR 
PUBLIC SPACES.

   Pursuant to Section 1004(c)(1) of the City Planning Code, proposed alterations to exceptionally 
significant interiors of the following publicly owned buildings shall require a Certificate of 
Appropriateness:

   (a)   San Francisco City Hall, 400 Van Ness Avenue (City Landmark No. 21 and a 
Contributory Building to the Historic District) shall comply with Sections 1006 and 1006.8(e) for 
any construction or alteration which requires a building permit for the following exceptionally 
significant interior public spaces which shall be designated and shall include: the Board of 
Supervisor's Chambers (Room C200); the Rotunda; and the Mayor's Office (Rooms D200, D205 
and D209) including the Reception Room, inner corridors and offices and the Chief 
Administrator's Officers (C.A.O.'s) Offices (Room 289) which were previously designated under 
Ordinance No. 16-70, effective date, March 13, 1970.

   (b)   The Main Library, 200 Larkin Street, a Contributory Building to the Historic District. The 
following exceptionally significant interior public spaces shall be designated: the Monumental 
Grand Staircase (Room S101), the Main Entrance Hall and Vestibule, (Rooms 101 and 191); the 
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Monumental Public Corridors and Balcony Spaces including the Gottardo Piazzoni Murals in 
Public Corridor 290 (Rooms 190, 192, 193, 290 and 291A); and the Main Program Spaces 
(Rooms 200, 201, 202, 203, 210 and 218).

   (c)   The Public Health Department, 101 Grove Street, a Contributory Building to the Historic 
District. The following exceptionally significant interior public spaces shall be designated: the 
Main Entry and Elevator Lobby; the Marble Lined Corridors (All Floors) and the Third Floor 
Board Meeting Room/Auditorium.

   (d)   No other sites, buildings, structures and objects have exceptionally significant interior 
public spaces and would be subject to this Section.

(Added by Ord. 413-94, App. 12/23/94)

SEC. 11.  SIGNIFICANCE OF INDIVIDUAL BUILDINGS TO THE 
HISTORIC DISTRICT.

   The history of each parcel within the Historic District is documented in Appendix A: Survey of 
Parcels, and is included in the San Francisco Civic Center Historic District Case Report as 
readopted by the Landmarks Board on October 6, 1993 by Resolution No. 454 and as amended 
and readopted by the City Planning Commission on July 7, 1994 by Resolution No. 13719 and is 
located in Board of Supervisors File No. 115-94-10.

   Each building is assigned a finding from the three following categories:

   1.   Contributory.This category identifies buildings which date from the Historic District's 
period of significance (1906 to 1936) which reflect a Beaux Arts style and which retain their 
historic and architectural integrity. These structures are of the highest importance in maintaining 
the character of the Historic District. Recognizing the unique character of this Historic District 
which is derived from its expression of an historic plan, some structures within the Historic 
District may date from the Historic District's period of significance but do not contribute to the 
intended original plan in their architecture, detailing, height or scale. Such buildings are 
designated noncontributory and may be considered for replacement with structures designed in a 
monumental style and manner which would complete the San Francisco Civic Center Plan as 
originally conceived.

      The following buildings are deemed Contributory to the Historic District: Newton Tharp 
Commercial High School, 170 Fell Street, Lot 1 within Assessor's Block 815; (a portion of 
Landmark No. 140), Federal Building, 50 Fulton Street, (50 United Nations Plaza) Lot 35 within 
Assessor's Block 351; Exposition Auditorium, 99 Grove Street, Assessor's Block 812; 
Department of Public Health, 101 Grove Street/50 Ivy/Lech Walesa Street, Lot 1 in Assessor's 
Block 811; San Francisco Public Library, 200 Larkin Street, Lot 1 in Assessor's Block 353; 
Orpheum Theater Building, 1182 - 92 Market Street, Lot 22 in Assessor's Block 351; 1212 
Market Street, Lot 3 in Assessor's Block 355; 1240 - 1242 Market Street, Lot 6 in Assessor's 
Block 355; Hotel Avalon, 1272 - 1276 Market Street, Lot 9 in Assessor's Block 355; 1278 - 1298 
Market Street, Lot 10 in Assessor's Block 355; Methodist Book Concern, 83 McAllister Street, 
Lot 32 in Assessor's Block 351; Old State Office Building, 50 McAllister Street, Lot 2 in 
Assessor's Block 765; Barbara Apartments, 580 McAllister Street, Lot 8 in Assessor's Block 767; 
1 United Nations Plaza (35 - 57 Fulton Street); Lot 37 in Assessor's Block 351; the High School 
of Commerce, 135 Van Ness Avenue, (a portion of Landmark No. 140), Lot 1 in Assessor's 
Block 815; War Memorial Opera House, 301 Van Ness Avenue (a portion of Landmark No. 84), 
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Lot 1 in Assessor's Block 786; San Francisco City Hall, 400 Van Ness Avenue (Landmark No. 
21), Lot 1 in Assessor's Block 787; War Memorial Veteran's Building, 401 Van Ness Avenue (a 
portion of Landmark No. 84), Lot 1 in Assessor's Block 786; and, the Corinthian Court 
Apartments, 500 - 524 Van Ness Avenue, Lot 6 in Assessor's Block 766.

   2.   Contributory/Altered.This category identifies buildings which date from the Historic 
District's period of significance and have had alterations as detailed on page 22 of the San 
Francisco Civic Center Historic District Case Report located in Board of Supervisors File No. 
115-94-10. Appropriate restoration of such buildings is encouraged, though in certain situations 
(see No. 1 above) their demolition and replacement may be more appropriate in order to achieve 
completion of the original San Francisco Civic Center plan. Such replacement should adhere to 
any Civic Center Urban Design Guidelines adopted by the City Planning Commission.

      The following buildings shall be deemed Contributory/Altered within the Historic District: 
Marye Building, 1200-1208 Market Street, Lot 15 in Assessor's Block 355; 1220-1232 Market 
Street (29 Grove Street), Lot 4 in Assessor's Block 355; 1236 Market Street (37 - 39 Grove 
Street), Lot 5 in Assessor's Block 355; the Wells Fargo Building, 1256 - 1264 Market Street, Lot 
8 in Assessor's Block 355. The following site shall also be deemed Contributory/Altered within 
the Historic District: Civic Center Plaza, being all of Block 788.

   3.   Noncontributory.This category identifies buildings which post-date the Historic District's 
period of significance or have had their integrity compromised by inappropriate alterations as 
detailed on page 21 of the San Francisco Civic Center Historic District Case Report. Demolition 
permit applications for these buildings will be processed without reference to the suspension 
provisions of Article 10. Alterations to Noncontributory buildings will require Certificate of 
Appropriateness if determined to be a major alteration in order to minimize conflicts with the 
historic character of the Historic District. Replacement buildings should adhere to Civic Center 
Urban Design Guidelines adopted by the City Planning Commission.

      The remaining buildings shall also be deemed to be Noncontributory within the Historic 
District: California State Courts Building, 455 Golden Gate Avenue, Lot 3 within Assessor's 
Block 765; vacant lot, 41 - 47 Grove Street, Lot 12 in Assessor's Block 355; vacant lot, southeast 
corner of Grove Street at Larkin Street, Lot 11 in Assessor's Block 355; vacant lot, 165 Grove 
Street, Lot 21 in Assessor's Block 811; Library Annex, 45 Hyde Street, Lot 1 in Assessor's Block 
353; the New Main Library, 100 Larkin Street, Lot 1 in Assessor's Block 354; 1170 Market 
Street, Lot 51 in Assessor's Block 351; 1220 - 1232 Market Street (29 Grove Street), Lot 4 in 
Assessor's Block 355; 1236 Market Street (37 - 39 Grove Street), Lot 5 in Assessor's Block 355; 
1244-1254 Market Street, Lot 7 in Assessor's Block 355; 77 - 79 McAllister Street, Lot 33 in 
Assessor's Block 351; 456 McAllister Street., Lot 4 in Assessor's Block 766; 460 McAllister 
Street, Lot 5 in Assessor's Block 766; vacant lot, 401 Polk Street, Lot 2 in Assessor's Block 766; 
10 United Nations Plaza, Lot 50 in Assessor's Block 351; Louise M. Davies Symphony Hall, 201 
Van Ness Avenue, Lot 1 in Assessor's Block 810; 234 Van Ness Avenue, Lot 18 in Assessor's 
Block 811; 240 Van Ness Avenue, Lot 19 in Assessor's Block 811 and the Edmund G. Brown 
State Office Building, 501 Van Ness Avenue, Assessor's Block 767.

      The Board of Supervisors, through the adoption of this ordinance, shall deem 450 McAllister 
Street, Lot 3 in Assessor's Block 766, the Civic Center Powerhouse, 320 Larkin Street (298 
McAllister Street) Lot 8 in Assessor's Block 347, the San Francisco Art Commission Gallery, 
155 Grove Street, Lot 16 in Assessor's Block 811 and the Church of Christ Building, 171-195 
Grove Street, Lot 20 in Assessor's Block 811 as Noncontributory buildings. Any replacement 
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building should adhere to Civic Center Urban Design Guidelines adopted by the City Planning 
Commission.

(Added by Ord. 413-94, App. 12/23/94)

SEC. 12.  CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS FOR CITY HALL 
ALTERATIONS.

   Section 1006.8(e) of the City Planning Code describes the process for review of Certificate of 
Appropriateness applications proposing alterations to City Hall, Landmark No. 21. Nothing in 
this legislation shall be construed to amend said Section 1006.8(e). Said process shall serve to 
meet the Certificate of Appropriateness requirement for City Hall by its inclusion in this Historic 
District.

(Added by Ord. 413-94, App. 12/23/94)

SEC. 13.  PAINT COLOR.

   Nothing in this legislation shall be construed to regulate paint colors within the Historic 
District. Painting of previously unpainted masonry and stone surfaces is discouraged.

(Added by Ord. 413-94, App. 12/23/94)
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INTERDEPARTMENTAL PROJECT REVIEW 
Effective: August 31, 2015 

 
 
Interdepartmental  Project  Reviews  are  mandatory  for  new  construction  projects  that  
propose buildings eight (8) stories or more and new construction on parcels identified by the State 
of California Department of Conservation, Division of Mines and Geology as Seismic Hazard Zones 
in the City and County of San Francisco.    Projects identified as such, must request and participate in 
an interdepartmental project review prior to any application that requires a public hearing before 
the Planning Commission or new construction building permit. 
 
Project Sponsors may elect to request an interdepartmental review for any project at any time, 
however, it is strongly recommended that the request is made prior to the submittal of the above 
referenced applications. 
 
The Planning Department acts as the lead agency in collaboration with the Department of Building 
Inspection (DBI); the Department of Public Works (DPW); and the San Francisco Fire Department 
(SFFD). A representative from each of these City Agencies will attend your meeting. 
 
 
Interdepartmental Project Review fees:  
Please refer to the Planning Department Fee Schedule for fees related to this application. The Fee 
Schedule may be obtained from the Planning Department’s website at www.sf-planning.org or in 
person at the Public Information Counter (PIC) located at 1660 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 
94103. For questions related to the Fee Schedule, please call the PIC at (415) 558-6377.  
 
 
To avoid delays in scheduling your meeting, provide all information requested on this form and 
submit your request with a check in the appropriate amount payable to the San Francisco Planning 
Department. Requests may be mailed or delivered to San Francisco Planning Department, 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103-2414.  Those wishing more specific or 
more detailed information may contact the Project Review Meeting Coordinator at (415) 575-9091. 
 
Please note: All returned checks are subject to a $50.00 bank fee. 
 
 
 
Interdepartmental Project Reviews are scheduled no sooner than two (2) weeks from the receipt of 
the request form and check. 
 

http://www.sf-planning.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=9381


 

 

Submittal requirements: 
 
Please submit four (4) copies/sets of all information for distribution to each department/agency. 

Note:  No documents or plans should exceed 11” x 17” page size.   
 
All projects subject to the mandatory Interdepartmental Project Review shall be required to submit 
the following minimum information in addition to their request form:  
1. Site Survey with topography lines; 
2. Floor Plans with occupancy and/or use labeled of existing and proposed; 
3. Existing and proposed elevations; 
4. Roof Plan; and 
5. Pictures of the subject property and street frontages. 
 
Planned unit developments or projects with an acre or more of land area shall be required to submit 
the following additional information:  
1. Existing and proposed street names and widths; 
2. Location of any existing train tracks; and 
3. Location of any existing and proposed easements. 
 
 
 
In order for the Interdepartmental Project Review to be most effective and beneficial to you, it 
is strongly recommended that any issues, concerns and/or specific questions are submitted with 
this request directed to each discipline. 



 

 

INTERDEPARTMENTAL PROJECT REVIEW MEETING APPLICATION FORM 
 

APPLICATION DATE:    
 
PROJECT CONTACT:  (Please complete all data fields) 
 

Name    
 

Phone No. ( )        
 

Address      
 

City     
 

Zip Code     
 

FAX No.  ( )   
 

E-Mail Address   
 

Name of Property Owner    
 
 
PROJECT INFORMATION: 
Property Address   
How many units does the subject property have?     
Assessor's Block/Lot(s)    Zoning District   
 

Height and Bulk Districts    
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION / PURPOSE OF MEETING:  (Use a separate sheet, if necessary) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Land Use Type 
 

Existing 
 

Proposed 
 

Net Change 

 
Number of Dwelling Units    

 

Commercial Square Footage: 

Retail 

Office 

   

   

   

 

Number of Hotel Rooms    

 

Industrial Square Footage    

 

Other Uses:                    

 

Number of Parking Spaces    

 

Number of Stories    

 
Previously contacted Planning Department staff    
Will this project be publicly funded? (specify)     

Please submit four (4) copies/sets of all information for distribution to each department/agency. 
Note:  No documents or plans should exceed 11” x 17” page size.   
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