
Historic Architectural and Archeo/ogica/ Resources 
The Eastern Neighborhoods Final EIR found that implementation of areawide zoning controls would 

result in a significant, adverse environmental impact related to historical resources. Demolition or 

significant alteration of buildings that are identified as historical resources, potential resources, or age

eligible properties could be anticipated to occur as a result of development subsequent to implementation 

of the zoning and area plans. The Final EIR indicates that such impacts could occur individually (to single 

buildings) as well as cumulatively (to known or potential historic districts). 

The DPRP does not propose the demolition or significant alteration of a historical resource such that the 

significance of the historical resource would be impaired. However, the proposed DPRP provides 

guidance for implementation of open space and streetscape improvement projects. Due to the 

programmatic nature of the proposed DPRP, it is not known at this time if future development would 

involve a request for demolition or significant alteration of a historic resource. Any development 

proposal undertaken in San Francisco is subject to review to determine whether the project would result 

in potential impacts to the environment, including historical resources. When an Environmental 

Evaluation Application is filed with the Environmental Planning Division of the Planning Department for 
a project that would result in demolition or alteration of an individual historic architectural resource or a 

contributor to a historic district or conservation district, or would result in new construction within or 

immediately adjacent to such a district, Preservation staff will conduct an initial evaluation of the 

building and of the proposed project. Should staff determine that there is potential for the project to 

materially alter an individual resource or an important historic characteristic of the district, the project 

sponsor will be required to contract for preparation of an Historic Resource Evaluation (HRE) by a 

qualified professional consultant who meets the Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualification 

Standards in Historic Architecture, Architectural History, History, or Preservation Planning. If, through 

this process, a significant impact on a resource or a district is identified and concurred with by 

Preservation staff and the Environmental Review Officer (ERO), mitigation measures and alternatives 

will be required to avoid or reduce the impact on the resource or the district to a less-than-significant 

level, if feasible. Any new development, alterations, or additions to existing structures within the DPRP 

would be required to undergo a separate development review process and be subject to standards and 

guidelines created at that time. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in a significant effect on 

historical resources. 

Implementation of the DPRP could include excavation or other construction methods that could disturb 

archeological resources. The Eastern Neighborhoods FEIR 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 a less than significant level. Eastern 

Neighborhoods FEIR Mitigation Measure J-1 applies to properties for which a final archeological research 

design and treatment plan __ (ARDU'). is on file at the Northwest Information Center and the Planning 
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of an archeological testing program. 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 
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<1r.~h~.Q)9g\~_<1Lr~~()_!![~g-~-· Mitigation Measure J-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. -Il()_tb_El 
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Any future projects that could entail new development, changes of use or new uses, or alterations to 

existing structures and streetscapes that adoption of the pPRP ~()u_l_d_facilitate_a_re_u_nkncnv11_at_t_his_ti111e_~------ Comment [Al]: Allison to look up DPRP area 

because no specific development projects are proposed and being analyzed at this time. Any 

development proposal undertaken in San Francisco is subject to review to determine whether the project 

would result in potential impacts to the environment, including archeological resources. Impacts to 

archeological resources can only be understood once a specific project has been proposed because the 

effects are highly dependent on both the individual project site conditions and the characteristics of the 

proposed ground-disturbing activity. For any project involving any soils-disturbing or soils improving 

activities including excavation, utilities installation, grading, soils remediation, compaction/chemical 

grouting would be subject to Archeology Review (PAR) by the San Francisco Planning Department 

archeologist. Based on the PAR, the ERO shall determine if there is a potential for effect to an 

archeological resource, including human remains, and, if so, what further actions are warranted to reduce 

the potential effect of the project on archeological resources to a less-than-significant level. Therefore, the 

proposed project would not result in any new significant archeological impacts, substantial increases in 

the significance of previously identified effects, or necessitate implementation of additional or 

considerably different mitigation measures than those identified in the FEIR. 

and if it falls in J-1 and/or j -2. 


