Print From

Summary Form for Electronic Document Submittal Form F

Lead agencies may include 15 hardcopies of this document when submitting electronic copies of Environmental Impact
Reports, Negative Declarations, Mitigated Negative Declarations, or Notices of Preparation to the State Clearinghouse
(SCH). The SCH also accepts other summaries, such as EIR Executive Summaries prepared pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15123. Please include one copy of the Notice of Completion Form (NOC) with your submission and attach the
summary to each electronic copy of the document.

SCH # 2020080459

Project Title: 770 Woolsey Street Project

Lead Agency: City and County of San Francisco

Contact Name: Y€MY Delumo

I jenny.delumo@sfgov.org (628) 652-7568

Emai Phone Number:

San Francisco San Francisco
City County

Project Location:

Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).

The project sponsor, 140 Partners LP, proposes to redevelop a 2.2-acre rectangular site (770 Woolsey Street) bounded
by Wayland, Hamilton, Woolsey, and Bowdoin streets in San Francisco’s Portola neighborhood. The project proposes to
demolish a majority of the existing structures on the project site (primarily greenhouses that have been unused since
1990) and construct 62 residential units composed of 31 duplexes, and 62 vehicle parking spaces accessed via 31 new
curb cuts (i.e., one curb cut per duplex). The proposed residential units would be approximately 35 feet in height. Of the
62 total units, 12 would be affordable housing units. The project proposes to regrade the project site and improve the
right-of-way along the block’s street frontages, which would include four bulb-outs, adding a sidewalk along Wayland
Street, filling an existing trench and adding a sidewalk and curb along Bowdoin Street, and adding 33 street trees and
streetlights along the perimeter of the block. The proposed project would also include an approximately 0.39-acre
(17,170-square-foot) publicly accessible open space (which would include two rebuilt greenhouse structures),
approximately 11,210 square feet of common residential open space in the form of connected courtyards and
passageways referred to as “the spine” and “mews” for residents only, and approximately 14,890 square feet of private
open space (e.g., courtyards and rear yards).

Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.

Mitigation Measures M-CR-1a through M-CR-1d would document the historic architectural resources within the project
site, require the preparation of a salvage plan, review of the reconstruction plan, creation of an interpretive program, and
retention and relocation of rose plants. However, these mitigation measures would not reduce impacts to a
less-than-significant level. The impact on historical resources would be significant and unavoidable with mitigation.
Potentially significant impacts were identified and mitigated to less than significant for the following resources:

- Archeological and Tribal Cultural Resources: These impacts would be less than significant with implementation of
Mitigation Measures M-CR-2: Archeological Testing and M-TCR-1: Tribal Cultural Resources Archeological Resource
Preservation Plan and/or Interpretive Program. These measures would ensure that any archeological resources, human
remains, and tribal cultural resources that are encountered during construction are appropriately identified, documented,
and treated.

- Noise: This impact would be less than significant with implementation of Mitigation Measure M-NO-3: Fixed Mechanical
Equipment Noise Control for Building Operations.

- Air Quality: This impact would be less than significant with implementation of Mitigation Measure M-AQ-3: Construction
Air Quality, which would require that construction equipment meet certain emissions standards and be maintained
properly to minimize emissions.

- Paleontological Resources: These impacts would be less than significant with implementation of Mitigation Measure
GE-5a: Worker Environmental Awareness Training During Ground Disturbing Construction Activities, and Mitigation
Measure M-GE-5b: Discovery of Unanticipated Paleontological Resources during Ground Disturbing Construction
Activities.

-Biological Resources: These impacts would be less than significant with implementation of Mitigation Measure M-BlI-1a:
Conduct Pre-construction Surveys for Nesting Migratory Birds and Buffer Areas and Mitigation Measure M-BI-1b:
Avoidance and Minimization Measures for Bats.
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continued

If applicable, describe any of the project's areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

Historic architectural resources, parking, open space, state special-status species including bat species and nesting
birds, hazardous materials, and alternative uses of the site

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.

San Francisco Planning Commission

San Francisco Department of Building Inspection
San Francisco Public Works

San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission

San Francisco Department of Public Health

There are no other responsible or trustee agencies for the proposed project.
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