/3.

Effective November 1, 2013

( jarver(n BATE STAMP HERE
AL

[ PLANNING & DEVEICPMENT

; Land Use Planning, 2120 Milvia Straet, 'B'erkeléy. CA 94704
18 Tel: 510.881.7410 TDD: 510,981.8903 Fax: 510.881.7420

F-n | Emall: Plannina@cl.berkeley.ca.us

- LA ZONING PROJECT APPLICATION FORM

AUP-20,13-DDDD
UL

X« Adrinistrative Use Permit

__ AUP Modification MODAUP-2013- _
Use Permit/Variance UP-2013- DD
Use Permit/Variance Modification MODUP-2013- :
__ Pre-Application PLN-2013- DD
Intake Planner ___ Expedie Request
« Project Address: 110! prvp 194 FoveTH ST Unit/Sulte # ____

* Project Description: &T L B ] - {4 f . DEmeLiTion
& , :

OF Twp STEVCTvESS . DEVELWA Phriché Lo1s . DEVELIL Rexail

Con i OF AL oM.

Mgy Mo VaE  [eaml] vfFee.
Property Owner Name: VA mMeStrwsr LP | L
\0) Cal.rgriin ST SVITE_ R\SH
e ﬁe.aw Praweiseo, Co  q '
Phone #: YIS 744- 23] s |
Applicant Name {or write “same”). B EF@MS.- « Milla AR
Applicant's Mailing Address: _L@L'f WLTH =T
| Eeecaliet, co A4H |
Phone # $10. 644-BovZz. = E-mail: Ei) o rrPRRAMSE FOURTH STEEEL: Cofy

Owner's Malling Address:

E-mail:

For projects Involving gnly the following four items and none of the items on pages 2-3 of this form,
please refer to the handout indicated in the right-hand column instead of filling out this form:

1. Converting existing Rental or Tenant In Common (TIC)
Units to Condominiums? s

Refer to the “Condominium Conversion Procedures:
Guide for Applicants” :

Demolition of, or exterior alterations to, a desighiated City
= of Berkeley Landmark, Structure of Merit, or structure Ina

City Historic District (or Interior alterations to such’

bulldings 1f publicly owned)? “

Refer to the "Landmark Preservation Commission:
Structural Alteration Permit and Design Review
Submittal Requirements”

Application to designate a City Landmark, Structuge of
Merit or Historic District? ‘ o

“Refer to the *Landmark, Structure of Merit or Historic

DlstrictvDeslgnation Form”

4. Exterior changes (including signs) to {1) any structure
(new or existing) In a non-residential zoning district OR (2)
a commercial or mixed-use building in the R-4 District?

Refer to the Design Review Submittal Packet ,

File & Path: G:\LANDUSEForms & Instructions\Land Use Planning Forms\WORb Flles\FORMS_AlNZoning Project Appl Form_1 1-79-

2013_DRAFT.docx
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IA ZleNG PROJECT APPLICATION FORM
Effective November 1, 2013

) Page 2 of 3 ™

Submittal Requirements Checklist ~ Instructions:-

authorizing the applicant to srgn on the owner's behalf)

T

1. Gomplete the checklist below and sign the bottom of page 3. (Owner must also sign, or provide & letter i

2. . For each question for which you check “yes”, provide the item from the Zoning Project Submittal
Requirements indicated in the right-hand column, (For pre-appl;cattons complete entire checklist but
prowde only items 1A through 1D, I G, and all items in Secﬂon n) .

3. Labe‘l each item with the project address and the number in the right-hand column (e.g., lIl.A.2).

4.

5. Submit to a Planner at the Permit Service Center, Zoning Counter.

Submit a pdf copy of the entire application, along with the paper application.

Does the project include:

=
o]
< |
)
n

Handoutl Applicatlon Requlrement

1. Any work requiring an Administrative Use Permtt Use = °
Permlt Varlance or Modlf catton of any these permlts'? .

o |

¥
-

N Requured For'AII Projects
.| “*PDF of entire application required

2. Any new structure(s), -addition(s); demolitian(s),: exterior ... .,
alteratlon(s) or change(s) of use? -

5

-5-4'

. Requ%red FonAllProjects. Involvipg,
Construction

w ‘;.':A-T

3 A"new Thain bun’lttmg, OR a héw adcessory
building/structure or main building addition within 2 feet of a
required setback?

O

e :izﬂ“‘;-%f.el

. .
LS T I LA
FLRER S

T 1~ Botndary/Topographic Survay

Wle A

4. More than 50 cubleyards of grading?: . AR Y

i D'E.‘ i m '

1 A2 - Grading Plan

50

A request to waive or redguce requlr-e'd_ p'a"rking?.:_

lt?l

HhAS — Parking Survey  1I-28°13
Sec' 20wl EeSennc Lerres |

o

(1) & building over three stories in height, (2} a Density Bonus,
{3)an FAR over 2.0, OR (4) over 10,000 sq ft of gross ﬂonr area?

lIL.A. &< Phof'Sirulatigris

7. A new main bullding or an addition exceeamg 14 feet in
average height in the ‘H’ Overlay District? SETSRTS

W
“ 'y
Rt TN

“¥ LA = Story Poles

A5~ Section Drawings '

average helght ona site ad}acent toa resldentlal use?.

B. A new main buildlng or an addition:excegtiing 14 feetin -~

1 NLA.7 — Shadow Study

\l"

- Tg.t 3\ new maih bunldlng (except accesebty

" buildings/structures)?

1, A 8 Street Strip Elevatlon

10. Creation of (1) 5 or more dwelling or live/work units, or (2)
additional condominium units resulting In 5 or more -
condominium units on the site?

8.1 - Housing' Affordability Statement

11. Under Government Code Section 65815:
a. A request for a Density Bonus?

n.B. 2 a — Housing Affordablllty Statement

"

h. A request for any concessions or incentives in addition
1o a Density Bonus?

lIl.B.2.b ~ Additional Incentives or
Concessions Documents

12, Creation of (1) 10 or more dwelling units, (2) 5,000 sq. ft. of
floor area, OR (3) 25 or more peak hour vehicle trips
(based on ITE trip generation rates)?

- 1 I.C.4 ~ Traffic Impact Analysis

Flle & Path: GALANDUSE\Forms & Instructions\Land Use Planning Forms\WORD Flles\FORMS_ANZoning Project App! Form_11-18-

2013_DRAFT.docx
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: ‘ 4 LA, ZONING PROJECT ARPLICATION FORM

S

a-‘a’

~ Effective Novernber 1 , 2013

Page 3 of 3

I Does the project include:

>
]

Handout / Ap;:ilication Requirement

'13. Creation or replacement of 2,500 gquare feet or more of
impervipus surface area? {includes additions and new
buildings but not routine maintenance and re-surfacing).

Ci [

A

[l.C.6 — Stormwater Requirements
Checklist

Davip  Fromed —Morns

14. Soll disturbance excesding one acre?

I1.C.7 — State General Construction Permif]

15. Any new dwelling unit(s), or addltion or renovation of
. 10,000 sq. ft. or more of non-residential space?

o| 4
Ao

II1.D.1 - Green Building Checklist

I1.D.2 = Energy Efficiency Analysis (non-

residential mixed-use ohl
fa Qe Szt up ¥

16. 2,500 sq. ft. or more of new or renovated irrigated area?

(Speak with a planner If unsure whethér project is a “major

O W |!i.D.3- Berkeley Water Efficient and Bay
: ' Friendly Landscape Requirements]
N0~ Snrfatans [ Farn  Boum tred d pe Red
17. Removal of 25% or more of a main bullding’s exterior walls and O | lLE.1 -- Structural and Pest Report.
roof {Including replacement of existing structural members)? _ .
18. Demolition or major alteration of a striicture 240 years old? | [ ‘& I.E.2 — Structure History

with a history of soil and/or groundwater contamination or
within Toxic Division's Environmental Management Areas

24. A new building or addition in a liquefaction, landsiide, or
fault zone shown on the "Environmental Constraints Map”

111.C.3 — Selsmic Hazard Investigation

26. Construction on a parcel that is within 40 feet of an open
creek or 25 feet of a culverted creek. See BMC 17.08 for- -
creek definitions.

alteration".) ‘ Kim BuirS workl
19. Federal funding, either directly or through the City of R 3 | lIL.F.1 — Area of Potential Effects (APE)
Berkeley Housing Trust Fund? : Statement
20. A new husiness, or a new commercial space with Q a | LF.2 ~Zoning Use Questionnaire.
tenant/operator already selected? (Does not mclude home
|  occupsations.)
i You must disclose whether or not any of the No Yes | Handout/Application Requirement
following are true of the project: ' ' '
21. Elimination of any dwelling units 'Q O | Your application will be referred to the Rent
' Stabilization Board. No actien is required
a. If known, are any of the dwelling units on the property | g | Onyour part. You may contact them at
controlled rental units? {510)-981-7388 if you have any questions.
22. Construction activity within the drip ling of a Coast Live Oak ‘Q Q | N.C.1 - Arborist Report
tree with circumference over 18 In. at 4 ft. above ground (or | :
26 In. aggregate circumference for multi-trunked trees)? _
23. A new building in a non-resldential zoning district, on a sfie \ O | I.C.2—Phase | or Il Assessment

IIi.C.5 — Conformance with Creeks
Ordinance, Creeks Submittal

Applicant Signature:

Under pensities of perjury, 1 certify that (1) the above information is true and complete to the best of my knowledge, and
{2) the attached paper and electronic copies of this application are the same.

Date; |

i

Owner's Signature*:

Date:

(*Owner's sighature, or slaned letter authorizing applicent fo apply on owner's behalf, is required for all applications.)

File & Path: GALANDUSE\Forms & Instructions\Land Use Planning Forms\WORD Files\FORMS:_AiNZoning Project Appl Form_11-18-

2013 DRAFT.docx



CIFY 2F CITY OF BERKELEY Receipt Number:

Permit Service Center
2120 Milvia St 313257
Berkeley, CA 94704

RECEIPT
UP2014-0041

Applicant Information . Property Information

Elliot Abrams Abrams . Parcel Number: 057 210000104
3625 CUMBERLAND BLVD SE 12

JAMESTOWN -1 OVERTON

ATLANTA GA 30339

Project Information Locatlon

: Type: Planning 750 HEARST AVE

: Group: Use Permit . BERKELEY, CA 94710

j Category: NA ‘

- Sub-Category: Standard

! Project: Spengers Block

Work Description: Spengers Block

I FEE DESCRIPTION STATUS ! DATE APPLIED UNITS FEE AMOUNT

Resords Management SN |NVO|CED Lo d6[23/2.014 Tos AM . 1 . 35000

Community Planning Fee (15%) | INVOICED 06/23/2014 10:34 AM 1 $1,026.00

UPPH: Base Tier 2 - Complex (< 24 hrs stalf time)

 $4,320.00

 06/23/2014 10:37 AM 1 $640.00

UPPH: Basé Féé Trafﬁc E'ﬁg. Review '(base fee forupto 4 INVOICED
hrs)

UPPH: Additional Use Permit {on same project)

UPPH: ZAB Public Hearing Fee “T"INvOICED 06/23/2014 10:37 AM. 1 $1,025.00

e

CASHIERID | PAYMENT METHOD | CCAUTHCODE |  CHECK# | AMOUNT

DATE

1 06/27/20143:57 PM | COUNTERS | 001133 $9,581.00-

Check

COBACCRSV1\svcReadAccProdOnl Print Date: 6/27/2014

A



Fourth & Spengers
Development Project
1901 Fourth Street

Table of Contents -Application
(note: Zoning Project Submittal Requirements listed in parenthesis)

1. Application forms
. Zoning Application Form (1.A)
. Design Review Application (I1I.F.3)
. Tabulation Form (I1.F)
. Project Data Summary
. Zoning Use Questionnaire (II1I.F.2)
. Pre Application Poster Photo (LE)
. Neighborhood meeting invitation mailer (copy)
. Neighborhood Pre Application meeting (I.D) and copies of List of
Addresses and neighbor sign in sheet and support petition.
. Hazardous Waste / substances Statement (IL.E)
. Applicant Statement (I.C) -overall project Statement
2. Plans/ Photographs
. 11x17 Full Plan set:
A0.0 Cover Sheet
ST.0 Neighborhood Context
ST.1 Existing site
D.1 Site Demolition
ST.2 Proposed Site - Ground Floor
ST.3 Proposed Site - Second Floor
ST.5 Roof Plan
Project Data Summary
A1.1 Existing Plan of 740 Hearst -Papersource
A1.2 Proposed Plan of 740 Hearst. entry remodel
LE.1 Historic Elevations
LE.2 Historic Elevations
LE.2a  Historic Elevations
LE.3 Paseo Elevations
LE.4  Rear Elevations
LE.5 Hearst Avenue Elevations
LE.6  Paseo Elevation South
LE.7 Hearst Avenue & Fifth Street Elevations
LE.8 Sections
ST.4 Landscape Plan
ST.4/101 Plant List
ST.4/102 Plant photos
ST.4/103 Plant photos
o 11 sets of color photographs: A0.2, A0.3, A0.4, A0.5
3. Additional Studies
. Storm water Controls (II1.C.3)

. Impervious Surface (I11.C.7)



4,

. Bay Friendly Basics Landscape checklist
. Green Building (II1.D)

Structural Alteration Permit Application

. Structural Alteration Permit Application (per Landmark Preservation
Commission Guidelines and Submittal Requirements
. Applicant Statement for LPC Structural Alteration permit. by Interactive

Resources.
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PLANNING & DEVEIOPMENT -

Land Use Planning, 2420 Miivia Streot, Berkelay, CA 94704
™ Tel: 510.881.7410 '™D: 510.981.6502 Fax: 610.981.7420

Emall: Pfguning@gi.@rkglemca.gs

l. ZONING PROJECT SUBMITTAL, For __ Administratve Use Pormis

. . o —. Use Permits
REQUIREMENTS | — e Pem |
' : ~ Modification of any of the above
Effective October 23, 2013 —— Pre-Applications
NOTE TO APPLICANTS:
» Effective November 4, 2013, all Califorhia Environmental Quality Act
application materials must pe (CEQA). e

.Additional materials may also be

submitted electronicall yand in -
hard copy. See Item 1.A on next
page for further detalls,

This document is intended to provide
submittal requirements for most
zoning applications. However,
;ﬂﬂgﬁ:‘:L?:Itiigafn??ezggﬂ:; rgrc]l information may resuit in delay or

the nature of the proposed project. In Qen! al of y‘?“’ app "°,a*'°“'

such cases, the project planner will * Allapplication matetials must be clear
request this information within 30 and legible. Faxes, poor. o

days of application submittal. Teproductions, and cluttered or
confusing drawings will not he
required in order to comply with the accepted,

*» Allapplication materials become the
property of the City of Berksley and
are subject to public review.

*  You are responsible for the accuracy
and completeness of all application
materials. Incorrect or incomplete

How to determine what information is required for YOUR application: -

FFor each requirement listed in this document, staff has identified the types of projects
the requirernent applies to. For example, all of the items listed in Section | are required
for all projects, while surveys (lter l1L.A.1) are only required for new main buildings or
expansion of existing bulldings within two feet of required setback lines.

This dogument is a companion 1o the Zoning Project Application Form (item I.A). We
suggest you first complete that form, answering “yes” or “no” to each question on
pages 2 and 3. For each “yeg” answer, note the requirement iridicated in the right-
hand column, and find the corresponding section of this document for a more detaileg

description of the requirement.

For certain requirements, this document provides hyperlinks to required forms or
guidelines with further instructions. All required forms and guidelines are available on
the *Frequently Requested Forms” page at:

- hittp:ifwww.ciberkelsy,ca. us/Online Servicg Center/Home/Frequently Re uested Forms.aspx.




Zoning Prolects — Application Submiital Requirerhents : : Page 2 of 16

City of Berkeley Planning & Development Dept.

Effective Qotober 23, 2013

Tk Reguired For All Projects " - Jide

A. Electronic and Paper Formats feffective November 4, 2013}

Submit al! application materials in both paper and electronic format, according to
the requirements stated below. The purpose of tiese requirements is to:

Allow application materials to be more easily posted and reviewed online
using the City's new permit database (“Accela Citizen Access”).

Reduce City staff expenses from having to scan application materials. -
Prepare customers for future on-line application submittal. .

Reduce electronic files to manageable sizes. -

Requirements:

Submission Format: All files must be submitted in PDF format on CD (not via'
e-mail or on USB drive). . :

Electronic documents (l.e., created using a computer program such as
Microsoft Word, Excel, or AutoCAD) and digital photographs shall be
converted to Adobe PDF format using “Save As PDF” or “Print As PDF”
commands. ' . -

Non-glectronic (e.g., typewritten or handwritten) documents 'shéll be
converted to PDF format by scanning.

Resolution:

+ Text documents: 100 to.150 DPI/PPI. (If coriverting electronic document
to PDF, use “standard” setting in Adobe Acrobat, or 144 DPI setting in
Cute PDF Writer.) - : -

« Plans, photos, and other graphics: 300 DPI/PPI. (To reduce file size,
disable editing capabillities, “flatten” all layers?, and use “Reduced Size =
PDF” function when available.) ‘ L

Total Size:

+ iftotal size of all PDFs is 20 MB or less, combine all documents into a
single PDF file. - '

» |f total size exceeds 20 MB, combine documents from Section | (e.g.
application form, applicant statement, pre-application poster) into a single
PDF, and submit all other documents as separate PDFs. .

' Ifyou do not have access to software which allows multiple PDFs to be

combined {e.g., Adobe Acrobat Pro), submit individual PDF files and Clty
staff will combine them. -

! For large documents (e.g. Phase | or geotech reports), but not including plans, the project planner may walve the
requirement for a paper copy, on a case-by-case basis. Please consult with planner.

2 'Flattening” the files means the individual "layers” that often comprise large architectural and engineering plan sefs are
reduced down 1o one layer. As a result, the PDF file becomes much smeller and therefore more easily managed. For

more information on PDF “flattening”, please visit hitp://helpx adobe.com/acrobatfkb/printing-complex-pdfs-acrobat.htrl.

D
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Zening Projects ~ Application Submittal Requirements ' . ' ' Page 3 of 16
Clty of Berkeley Planning & Development Dept. T " Effective Dctober 23, 2013

B. Zoning FfrojectApplication Form R

Form available online at:
ttg,l;_'wmu citvofberkaley.infol/uploadedFiles/Online_Service CenterIPIannquZomnci%ZOPro]g_c_:L‘Z__
ggl%EOFerm 05-23-2012.pdf - - _

C. Fees
Submit required fees to the cashier in the Permit Serviee Center

Fee schedule available online at:
hito:/haww.ci. erkelev.ca.us/uptoadedFiles/Online Setvice Center/Plannin IFee%zoschedule%Z
1-08-16{1).pdf

D. Applicant Statement

Submit a written statement (on separate 8%" x 11" paper) that briefly describes the
proposed project and how it satisfies the fmdungs required by the Zoning _
Ordinance. For applications to modify a prior permit, described the proposed
changes from the approved project.

E. Neighbor Pre-Application Contact

'n@ricts

Required for residential :roj?cu : .
Submit signatures butting & confronting re3|dent|al neighbors (owners and

occupanis) oh ble within the plan set (see guidelines below)

s available online at:

Required for Large Scale Development Projects@

Prior to application submittal, the applicant must: (1) obtain from the Land Use

. Planning Division a list of all property owners, residents, and neighborhood
orgamzat[ons within 300 feet of the project site, (2) invite those on the list to at
least one neighborhood meeting to review the project plans and discuss any
questions or concerns, and (3) hold the meeting and keep a record of
aftendance and topics dlscussed

SheeT

Submit ewdence of malled Invitations, attendance list, and meeting notes. % Wl"'l 'h

Other major.non-residential projects are strongly encouraged but not reqwred
fo folfow this procedure.

@Large Scale Development Project; Any projectin a non-resldentlal district théat proposes any of the following: (1) three
or more stories, (2) a Density Bonus under Section 65819 of California State Law, (3) a Floor Area Ratio > 2.00, or (4)
at least 10,000 square fest gross floor. area..,

LR O i

GALANDUSE\Foms & Inslmcllons\Land Use Fianning FormsWORD Files\FORMS _AllZening Project Submittat Requirements_10-23-2013.docx
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Zonmg Projects — Application Submittal Requirements - : © Page4of18 R
City of Berkeley Planning & Development Dept. - . . Effective Qctober 23, 2013 \

Submit a color photo of the_pre-application poster installed at the front of the site in O .
according with the following guidelings.

N Pre-App[ication Poster

Gu:delines avallable online at: .
loadedFiles/Online_Service Center/Planning/Guidelinel E Pre~

AQQStgnlugj,. r'uctlons,gd .

Sample signs available online at:

Small projects: :
hltg:!lwww.ci.berkelgy,cg,usfugIoadedFuIeglOnIine Serv ce Center/Planning/Guidelinel.E.Pre-
AppSignSample_SmallProjects pdf )

.’ ~ Large projects:
Jiwww.ci.berkelev.ca,us/uploadedFiles/Online_Service Center/Plannin IGundein
AppSIgnSamgIe LargeProjects pdf .

G. Site Photographs
Submit one set of exterior photos, as follows:

« Mount or copy photos on 8%" x 11" sheets with captions or a key giving the
tocation of each photo.
« Provide adequate photos to show entire project site and all adjacent : (,?))
buildings. Where possible, take mde-angle shots showlng project site and
adjacent buildings together.
» Grayscale preferred.

il Required For All Projects Involynng Construcn on PR
“(New: Structures, Additions, Demolition, " -
: Exterior Alterations, and Changes of. Use)

A. Plans — General Requirements
1. Ali plans must include:

+ Name of person preparing plans (licensed architect

required for certain projects, see ltem 3 be!ow)

Dates of preparation. and revision

Project address

Scale (see Item 2 below for minimum scales)

North arrow

Legend describing all symbols and notations

Building Code Construction and Occupancy Types :
Tabulation form (see ltem IL.F) (

_ G:\LANDUSE\Foms & Instructions\Land Use Planhing FormstWORD Flles\FORMS_AllZoning Project Submittal Requirements_10-23-2013.daex




Zoning Projects — Application Submittal Regquirements B Page 50f 16
City of Berkeley Planning & Davalopment Dapt. . : T - Effective October 23, 2013

| Y7y 2. Number of Plan Sets / Minimum Scale (Hard Copies):
S ' : '

) » Two (2) sets at 11" x 17" or 12" x 18", Must meet minimum scale of 1716" for

I site plan and l@_” for all other drawings. If site or building is too large to fit on

sheets at minimum scale, provide one (1) additional Iarger set meetlng

minimum scale.

‘¢ One (1) reduced set at 8%%" x 11” (minimum scale not required).

» For Use Permit applications only, fifteen (15) additional 11" x 17" or 12" x
18" sets must be submiited at least two weeks prior to the hearing, or as
requested by the project planner,

. » Additional plan sets may be required by the project planner, if necessary to
|i‘i famlltate project review. ,

| 3. Architect or Engineer Required for Certaln Projects

, Plans that require preparation by a licehsed California architect or engineer

i ' under the California Architects Practice Act shall bear the architect or engineer's

- stamp and signhature on each sheet. Projects requiring an architect or engineer

include construction, alteration, improvement or repair of (1) any non-residential

or mixed-use building; (2) any residential building or group of buildings over 4

o units; (3) any residential building over 2 stories or not of wood frame

oo~ construction; and (4) any garage or other residential accessory structure over 2

) stories. This requirement may be waived for projects involving only minor
alterations or repairs; consult with a planner. For further information, visit

1 www.cab.ca.gov.
; | B. Site Plan

Required for all projects, unless waived by planner. Must show the following:

Property lines, with lot dimensions
i » Building footprini(s), dimensions, required setbacks, and projections such as
\ ' eaves, balconies and bays. Show all buildings, including garages, sheds, stc.
F » Use shading, hatching or other appropriate method to indicate proposed '
. additions.
= Any portions of neighboring buildings within 20 feet of property lines.
» Driveways and parking spaces with dimensions, location of handicapped
, parking spaces, bicycle racks, and security gates.
« Fences and retaining walls {indicate height), decks, patios, hot tubs and other
similar features.
« Significant natural features such as trees (indicate species, trunk diameter and
drip line), creeks (indicate banks or culvert outline), and promineq_t landforms.

i ‘Example available online at:
httg,ﬂgmw cL.berkslay.ca.us/uploadedFiles/Online_Service CenterlPlanninglGu:dghne iIB Site Pla
‘ n_Samples.pdf
|

] f GAANDUSE\Forme & Instruc_:ﬂpns\Land‘ Use Planning FormeWORD Flles\FORMS_AINZoning Project Submittal Reqmrements_'l0-23-201'3.docx




Zoning Projects — Application Submittal Requlréments

City of Berkeley Planning & Development Dapt.
cC.

GALANDUSEWForms & Instrustlonsiband Use Planning FormsWORD Files\FORMS_AIRZoning Project Submitial Requirements_10-23-2013.docx

.Floor Plans : : _ e Sy

Required for all projects with interior changes. Must show the following:

« Al floors, including mezzanines, basements, and attics. -
Uses of all rooms (existing and proposed), per the California Building Code.
For changes to existing buildings, provide separate plans for existing and
proposed condltions, or if changes are limited, used dashed lines for
demolished features and solid lines for new features.

. Bullding Elevations

Required for projects with exterior changes. Must show the following:

Depict all exterior features and openings, including finishes and materials.

» |Indicate average building height (as defined in Zoning Ordinance; see link
below), finished floor elevations, and grade. For projects in “H" District, indicate
maximurn building height also.

» Where appropriate, show adjacent features such as fences, Iandscapmg, and
other buildings and property lines.

A diagram showing how heighf is'calculated under the Zoning Ordinénce is

available online at:

hitp:/iwww.cl.berkeley.ca. ugfugloadedFltesIOn ine_Service Center/Planning/Guideline 1D Building
Height Instrgg;;ogé,gd

Hazardous.Waste and Substances Statement
Required for all projects (including residentialjl

Available online at:

htip: /o, citvofberkeley. info/uploadedFiles/Online Service Center/Planning/Guideline%20iL. E%zo
Hazardogg°@20Wg§1g°1929and°zo20Substances%ZOStatement pdf

Tabulatlon Form

Required for all projects except commercial changes of use (unléss determined

necessary by the project planner). Incorporate the form into plan set (on cover

sheet, if possible).

An example is available online at:
hitp:/iwww.ci berkeiev ca.us/uploadedFiles/Onling _Service Center!F'Ianmnng abulation Form pdf

Effectlve October 23, 2013

9
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A. Studies, Plans, and Graphics:

N

ching Projects — — Application Submitta)l Regulrements ) : Pagé 7 of 16
City of Berkeloy Planning & Davelopment Dept. : - Effective October 23, 2013

C Roquirad /
- - Submitted?

1. Boundary/Topographic Survey
Retjui_red for:

. Any hew main building

¢ Expansions of a building footprint or the creatlon of accessory
buitding/structures less than two feet from, or within, a required setback

« Other projects as determined necessary by the planner.

« Submit a survey meeting the following requirements:
1

» Wet-stamped and signed by a licensed California sutveyor or appropriately
licensed civil engineer.® :

¢ Minimum scale of 1/10" = 1. :

» Shows all property lines, curb and sidewalk, spot elevations, emstmg

~ structures, and setbacks to all property lines.

¢ For prajects in the “H” District, survey must be no more than than five years -

old and must show contour lines with minimum S-foot intervals. .

2, Conceptual Grading Plan

Required for projects with more than 50 cubic yards of cut and/or fill, or as
determined necessary by the project pianner

Submlt a grading plan meeting the fo[lowmg requirements

. Prepared by a licensed surveyor, architect or engmeer
+ Provides estimated quantities and locations of cut-and fil
. » Shows existing and final elevafions

3. Parking Survey

r of any off-street parking required
ermined necessary by the project
ved for very small parking waivers on a case-

. y L)

As po- Ene
nline at: ‘
usiuploadedFiles/Online _Service Centen’PIanmnuIGuldeIme!ilASPark

Ns.pdf. Also consuit Ofﬁre of Transportatao;nl‘at (981-7010) for
.t Vec ao

Required for projects requesting a wa
under the Zoning Ordinance, or ag
‘planher. Requirement may be
- by-case basis.

* Classification must be specified. Check with project planner.
GALANDUSEForms & InstructionsiLand Use Planning Forms\WORD Flles\FORMS_AllZaning Project Submittal Requirements_1 0-23-2013.docx
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iy

- 4. Photo Simulations (Photo Montage) | ,

(Y
Required for Large Scale Develooment Projécts.’ ( :
Submit photos of the site before and after project, from at least four angles that
demonstrate maximum impact on.views from surrounding properties. :
Gundellnes available online at' _
hoto S|mulat|on Instmctions pdf
5. Section Drawings
Required for:
« New main buildings in the “H" Dlstrlct
.» Additions exceeding 14 feet in average height in the “H" District
» Other projects as determined necessary by the project planner
For projeots that are otherwise subject to this requirement, the project planner
may waive the requirement if he or she determines that no significant view or
bulklmassmg impacts would occur. ,
Submit: Drawings that show adjacent uphill or dothlll buildings where views )
may be affected. Minimum scale is 1/8" =1". Show existing and proposed '
grades. ! “) :
6. Story Paoles
'Required as noted above for Section Drawingo.
Submit photos of erected story poles from rﬁultiple angles, in order to show
potential impacts to neighbors’ views, Poles must generally be erected prior to
application submittal, in order to allow neighbors to provide input on view
impacts; however, poles may be erecied later if approved by the project
planner. .
7. Shadow Study : com
. Required for:
1. New main buildings
2, Additions exceeding »gq,fe@t in agﬁrage hepght on sntes adjacent a resndentlal
- ouse :
3. Other projects as determmed necessary by the project p!anner
o \t"‘m ‘ i)
‘“\../

® Large Scale Development Project; Any project in a non-residential district that proposes any of the following: (1) three
or more stories, (2) & Density Bonus under Section 65919 of California State Law, (3) a Floor Area Ratio >_2.00, or (4)
at least 10,000 square feet gross floor area.

GAMANDUSEFoms & Instructions\Land Use Planning Forms\WORD Filas\FORMS_AIﬂZonIng Project Submittal Reguiremerits_10-23-2013.docx
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For pro;ects that are otherwise stbject to this requirement, the project planner
may waive the requirement if he or she determines that ho 3|gn|t" cant view or
bulk/massing impacts would ocour.

Submit a shadow study that meets the requirements listed in the "Shadow
“Study insfructions”, available online at;

hitpuifwaww, cttyofberkg]ey infoluploadedfiles/Online Semce Center/Planning/Guideling%201L A
I %20S8hadow%208tudy%20Instrustions, pdf

8. Street Strip Elevation —

-
e __.<' r
S
) 1
e

Required for any new buildings (except accessory buildings)

Submit; show.street elevations of existing perce[ and proposed prOJect include
at least two (2) parcels on either side of the subject parce! on single sheet.
Minimum scale is 1/8” = 1°,

p . . \ ~ . Reguired /
B. - Projects Subject to Affordable Housing Requirements: S szg:‘nmed?

1. Housing Affordability Statement
Required for any project creating:
“~ .. 1. Five or more dwelling or live/work

e - 2. Additional condominium units,
affer 1286 on the site.

~.

iting in 5 or more condominium units built

Submit a written stateme escnbmg the followmg

s N .
[ t.._v_._a._._.-... PP —

How the broject plies wnth the Affordable Housing M[ttgatlon Fee

projects) or the Berkeley Inclusmnary Ordinance (condo or

i 2. (a) Density Bonus Eligibility Statement

- Required for projects requesting a densit onus under Government Code

Section 65915
Submit:
s Awrltten statement with e following information:
| { \ a. Number of “ba preject" units
o b. Number of gfgrdable units and leve! of afferdabiiity :
5 _— ¢. Percentd sity bonus requested and allowed under Section 65915
{
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- accommodate density bonus (e.g., increased height or FAR, reduced : .
( , setbacks or parking, etc.) | ( Y

. -Explanation of why each waiver or modlﬂcation is needed to
- accommodate density bonus.

) Schematlc plans showing a "base project’ that complles- \mth all abpllcablé
Zoning Ordinance requirements, without any additional Use Permits to waive
or modify development standards.

(b) Request for Incentiv_es or Concessions

Requiréd for projects requesting incentives or concessions under Government
Code Section 659156

Submit a written statement with the following inforination:

+ Description of incentives/concessions being requested in addition to {or
. instead of) waivers or,modmcatlons necessary fo accommodate density
bonus. -
 Financial pro forma statement, as directed by staff, demonstratlng that the
" reguested incentweslconcessmns are necessary to cover the cost of the
affordable units.

C. Environmental Documents: SR SUR L.y Requieds
e i : . e T X : : Submlited? (?)

5 1. -Arborist Report

Required for projects involving any construction activity (including paving,
storage of materials, and parking of vehicles) within the drip line of a Coast Live
Oak (quercus agrifolia) tree with a clrcumference of at least 18 inches at 4 feet
above the ground (or at least 26 mches aggregate circumference for a multi-
- stemmed tree). N,
Submit a report by a cerified arborist assessing the project's impacts on the
tree(s) and recommending preservation measures both during and after
construction, as applicable. Arborist must be approved by City Forester pnor’tg%
preparing report.

"."..

Gu:clelines available online at:

aklre ordlnanoe and dla ram,pdf

2. Phase [ or Il Assessment

| ~ Required for projects:

[

T ' ¢ Invelving substantial excavation in non-residential zoning.districts . - (o
_ » On sites with a history of soil and/or groundwater contammatlon (see ltem S
; LE)

|

) - » Within the Toxic Management Division's Enwronmental Management Area

G LANDUSE\Forms & InstrugtionsiLand Use Planning FormsWORD FllesWORMSE_AlZoning Project Submiltta) Requ‘iramams 10-23-2013.docx

L%
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) _ {\ (EMA map shown at the Permit Service Center and on the Cnty’s Website
S hitp:/iwww. ci.berkeley.ca.us/maproomy).

Contact Toxics Management Division (51 0) 981-74860 for further details.
3. Seismic Hazard Investigation .

Required for all projects in seismic hazard zones shown on the “Environmental
Constraints Map™, except: (1) single-family, wood- or steel-frame dwellings not
exceeding two stoties (as defined by the State Hazards Mapping Act), and (2)
additions not exceeding 50 percent of existing floor area or building value.

Submit;

» Geotechnical report satisfying the requirements of “Special Publication 117"
(for landslide and liquefaction zones) and/or California Geological Survey
Note 49° (for fault zones). '

« Deposit of $1,500 for peer review of report (additional funds may be required
for more complicated prolects) '

Reqliired for:

L ' » .Projects creating 10 or more dwelling units; 5,000 square feet of more of
) gross floor area, or 25 peak hour or more vehicle trips (based on ITE trip
N generation rates)
* Other projects as determined necessary by the project planner and traffic
engineer, , : _

i Contact Traffic Engmeermg Division (981-7010) to determine reqwred scope of
5 study.

5. Creek Information

Required for any project within 40 feet of the centetline of an open creek (or 25

feet for culverted creeks) that is protected under BMC Chapter 17.08. Note: This
requirement applies even if a protected creek has not yet been identified by the

City.

Submit:

a. Topographical survey with two-foof contour intervals showing creek
centerline and existing and proposed development.

o

8 Avallable in Permlt Service Center or at www.ci berksley.ca,us/maproom

7 Available at hith:/fwww.conservation.ca.govicgs/shzpiwebdogs/Documentsisib117.pdf.
® Avallable at hitp: ﬂmw consefvation.ca. gow'cgshnformattonlgubllcaj:onslggs notes/nofe 49/Documentsinote 49.pdf.

I GMANDUSEWoims & Instructlonsil.and Use Planning Forms\WORD FiIes\FORMS_AI[\ZanIng Project Submiital Regquirements_10-23-2013.d0cx
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b. A report by a licensed engineer or geologist with expertise in hydrology or
slope stability, which demonstrates that the project will not: ‘ h ( A2

1. Create, exacerbate, or prevent the abatement of eresion and bank
destabilization problems

* 2. Increase stormwater runoff into the creek .

3. Degrade water quality from construction activities (i.e., increased

. sedimentation and particulates from disturbed soils, poliution from motor
oil, or other foxics and frash)
Eliminate or degrade significant in-stream or riparian corridor habitat
Prevent establishing stable banks and/or a headwall at a culverl intake or
outflow, or otherwise impede or complicate access to a culvert for
maintenance or repair.

oA

For culverted creeks, please contact Tayior Lancelot in Public Works for
additlonal requirements.

Guldelmes available online at:
hitt: /e, ci.berkeley.ca.us/uploadsedFiles/Online Service Center/P]annmm’Gu:dellne%ZOHl%z
0C%2056%20Creeks pdf

6. Stormwater Reqguirements Checklist

Required for atl pmjects creating or replacing 2, 500 square feet or more of _ )

impervious surface, including single-family dwelhngs Includes new buildings, , Q_ b
additions; and alierations to existing roofs that affect drainage, but does not ' -
include routine maintenance and re-surfacing of existing impervious surfaces.

Guidelines available online af;

http: Jwww, citzojnerkeley infoluploadedFiles/Onling _Service Cent erIPlannmg!Stgmﬂater'ZoZG
verview 10-23-13.pdf

7. State General Construction Permit

Required for projects disturbing one acre or more of soil (or less than one acre
if part of a larger development plan that disturbs one acre or more).

Submit a copy of the Notice of Intent (NOI) submitted for the State General
Construction Permit. A copy of the project’s Storm Water Pollution Prevention
Plan (SWPPP) must also be submitted prior to building permit issuance.

Further information available at;
hitp:/iwww.waterboards ca.goviwater _issues/programs/stormwater/constipermits.shtmi.

W
!

GALANDUSEWForms & instructions\Land Uss Pianning FamsWORD. Files\FORMS_AINZoning Project Submittal Raqu‘xrements_10~23-2_01é.dccx
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Clty of Berkeley Planning & Development Dept. - - R Effectlve October 23, 2012
~  D. ‘GreenBuilding Requirements - - i _— ' Required ! -
) PG ing Requirem _ . Submitted?

1. Green Building Checklist

Reqﬂiredfor’projec_:ts:"_‘ . R .

. Addtng one or more new dwellmg units
s Creating or renovating 10,000 sq. ft. or mare of non- resu:lentlal floor area

Submit electronic copy of completed Green Building Checklist indicating
project's green measures and update throughout construction. Select checklist
applicable to your project at:

¢ Residential: hﬁg://www.bui!ditgréen.orglresidentia!~guidelinesi _
. Non-residential: hitp://www.builditgreen.org/commercial-guidelines/

Guidelines available online at:

httg Jhwww cltyoiberkeley. !nfolugioadedFHesldnllne Service CenterlPianmnglGuidéline%miII.D
%20Green%20Bullding%20Rsquirements.pdf . .

2. Energy Efficiency Analysis (Savings By Design)

Required for projects creating or renovating 10,000 square feet.of non-
residential floor area. -

A. Apply for Savings by Design_ in'centives.and design'assi‘stance at.
httg'llwww pae, gmlmybusinesslenergysav!ngsrebates[rgbatesincentives/incl

B. Submit one of the followmg, signed by a representatlve from Savings by
Design: .
* Whole Building Energy Analysis:

hito:/iwww.ci.bérkeley.ca. uslugloadggFilgslgnlme Setvice CenterlPiannmgi .
. SavinosbyDesigh Whole%20Building.doc

_» Systems-Energy Analysis:

http:/fwww ci barkeley.ca, usluglgadedFales!Onlme Service Center/Planning/
Sa\_fmgsbyDemgn Svstems.doc

Guidelines available online at:

hito:ffwww. cltyofberkeley, mfoluploadegFlIeleg!me Samvice Center/PlannInglGu:deline

y. 201II D%20Green%20Building%20Re yents. pdf

G:ALANDUSEForms & InstructionsiLand Lse Planning Fonﬁs\WORD FllegiFORMS_AINZoning Project Submittal Reqﬁlremants_10-23~201 3.doox
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O

3. Berkeley Water Efficlent and Bay Friendly Landscape Requirements

Requ.iired for projects with 2,500 square feet or greater of new or renovated
irrigated area.

M hese projects shall comply with water efficiency and planting best practices
specified in the State Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance, East Bay Municipal

. Lh“ la . Utility District (EBMUD) Section 31 Water Service Regulation for Outdoor Water

Use, and all applicable measures in the Bay Friendly Basics checklist.
Submit the following:

» Outdoor wéter use section of EBMUD Section 31 Water Service Regulations
Checkiist. For more information, visit: htto:/www.ebmud.comffor-gustomers/new-

gonstruction
» Bay Friendly Basics Checklist, For more Information, visit:

hite:/www. stopwaste ora/homefindex asp?page=052

Guidelines available online at:
http:/'www.citygtberkeley. i loadedFiles/Online_Service Center/Planning/Guideline%20lIl.

D%20Green%208Buildina%20Requirements. pdf

i - - - ' Reduired /
E .__§t_ructural lnfor_ma,tlon . " _ - | e e
1. Structural and Pest Report - . K )

Required for projects removing 25% or more of 2 main building's exterior wall
and roof framing (including in-kind replacement of existing framing), except
projects already requesting a Use Permit for demolition. (For non-wood-framed
buildings, contact staff for further instructions.) . -

Submit a report by an independent, fully cradentialed pest control operator that
evaluates whether, in the operator's opinion, retention of structural elements not
proposed for removal is actually feasible. This evaluation exceeds State
requirements for pest reports in that it requires removal of exterior siding and/or
interior drywall/plaster in order to allow examination of structural elements
proposed to be retained. .

2. Structure History / Historical Resource Evaluation
Required for demolition or major alteration of a-main building over 40 years old.
Submit all available information on the historic significancé of the building and -
site, including original building permits, photographs, Sanborn maps, phone
directory listings, and information regarding the building's architect and owners.
State of California DPR 523 forms (completed by a qualified historical
consultant) may be required for further evaluation. ’

Contact the City's preservation planner, Sally Zarnowitz, at 510-981-7429, or

szarnowitz@cityofberkelev.info, for further information. -

GALANDUSEVFoms & Instructionsil.ang Use Planning FormsWORD Files\FORMS_ AliZening Project Submittat Requirements_10-23-2043.doex
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" 4. Area of Potential Effects (APE) State
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“F: Additional Materials - o : © - Retulred
Fie Add R ' ' - ‘ Submitted?

Required for projects seeking f

#ral funds (elther directly or through the City.
of Berkeley Housing Trust FJ, - . -

gulatmns {36 CFR Part 800). Contact Housmg Department

at 981-5400 fgpfurther information and requirements.

. Zoning Use Questionnaire

Required for projects estéblishing a new business or creating a new.
commercial space with the tenant/operator already selected.

Submit: Zoning Use Questionnaire

Available online at:

hitp:/fwww.ci.berksley.ca. usiuglcadedFilelenline Service CanterlPlannmngon:ng Use Ques
tionngirs. pdf .

3. Design Review Submittal

Required for:

. Projects with exterior changes in non-residential dlstncts _
» Non-residential projects in R-3, R-4, R-8 ‘and R-SMU Districts
e« Other projects as required by the Zoning Officer

Submit separate Desigh Review application, per the Design Review Submittal
Requirements. [Work with assigned planner.]

. Structural Alterations Permit (Landmarks) Submlttal

Required for exterior alterations to designated City Landmarks, Structures of
Merit, and structures within a Historic District (or interior alterations to such
structures if publicly owned). -

Submit separate Structural Alteration Permit application, per the Structural
Alteration Permit & Design Review Submittal Requirements. [Work with
assigned planner.] . '

GALANDUSEForms & Instructions\Land Use Planning FormsWORD Files\FORMS_AlNZoning Project Submitial Reguirements,_1 0-23-2018.docx
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IV, List of Required Fbrms & Guideline_s |

See also the City's Website,

hitp:/fwww.ci.berkeley.ca.us/Online_Service Center/Home/Frequ entlx Reguesied Forms.aspx
which includes a copy of all required forms and the Guidelines listed below.

I.LB.  Zoning Project Appllcatlon Form
LC.  Fee Schedule

I.E. Neighbor Signature Instruction

I.F Pre-Application Posters Instructions

Ii.B. Site Plan Samples

I.D.  Building Height Instructions

NLE. Hazardous Waste and Substances Statement
Il.LF.  Tabulation Form

.A.3 Parking Survey Guidelines

lILA.4 Photo Simulations (Photo Montage) Guldehnes
lILA.7 Shadow Study Guidelines

.C.1 Oak Tree Guidelines

lIl.C.5 Conformance with Creeks Ordinance, BMC 17.08
.C.6 Stormwater Requirements Checklist

.C.7 State General Construction Permit

MN.D  Green Building Requiréments

L.F.2 Zoning Use Questionnaire

Approved by T. Blount, 10/1/13

EETRTY




PLANNING & DEVEISPHMENT
L.and-Use Planning, 2120 Milvia Street, Berkeley, CA 34704
Tel: 510.981.7410 TDD: 510. 9819603 Yax: 510.981,7420 Email: Planning@el, berkeley ca.us

TABULATION FORM
Project Address: {90l ) _Iﬂlq FOvRTH ST _ Date:
Applicant’s Name: ¥Elig T ABRAMS C‘/D fa ﬁIZAMS. - M I.LL-; KAy

Zoning District W
Please print in ink the following numerical information for Use Permit, Variance, and other Zoning Ordinance
‘related permit applications:
: Existing Proposed . Permitied/
Reguired
Units; Parking Spaces . .
Number of Dwelling Units # o O
Number of Parking Spaces # Exs HO
Yards and Height
Front Yard Setback (ft.)
N Side Yard Setbacks:
. j {facing property) Left: (ft.)
() Right: (ft.)
' Rear Yard Setback (ft.)
Building Height* (# Stories) 7 Z
o I
Average* (ft.) M \ 0{
' ! s p e
Maximum* () Zemame 28 2p-q" ey
Areas
Lot Area sqrty _\OL oo lol, oon
Gross Floor Area* {Sqg¥t.) -
Total Area Covered by All Floors 55 3 60 0 6)5‘ E30
i
Building Footprint* {SqFt.)
Total of All Structures 53 ’ boo _ ) 4 ,3 30
Lot Coverage* (%) e O )
(Footprint/Lot Area) 5.0 10 6—% ' ? / o
Ussable Open Space* {SqFt.) b3, pro i\ L]é . 6 +0 ﬂl
Floor Area Ratio™
Non-Residential Projects only : @ v
, (except ES-R) 55.04 9.6 %
. J ¥See Definitions — Zoning Ordinance Title 23F. Revised: 09/02
: g:\forms\land use planning\tabulation_form.doe
. ) ' Land Use Planning, 2420 Milvia Strest, Berkeley, GA 94704
Tel: 510.981.7410 TDD: 5109819603 Fax: 510.981.7420 Emall: Planning@cl.berkeley.ca.us




PROJECT BUILDING & PARKING DATA SUMMARY

EXISTING PLAN

PROPOSED PLAN.

EXISTING PROPOSED
Square Feet PARKING/CODE PARKING Square Feet PARKING/CODE PARKING
footnotes 100 customer footnotes 100 customer
RESTAURANT 25,250 1 84 77 RESTAURANT 19,460 1 65 110
OFFICE 2,000 2 4 OFFICE 11,000 2 22
RETAIL 28,600 3 57 RETAIL 35,390 s 71
TOTAL ALL BUILDING 55,850 145 cars 177 cars TOTAL ALL BUILDING 65,850 158 cars 210 cars
footnotes denote catagories i.e Restaurnt office or retail footnotes
Spengers 25,250 1 Spengers 15,940 1 TOTAL INCREASE IN SQ.FT. 10,000
Beer Garden 2,320 1
office on top 2,000 2 Beer Garden Patio 1,200 1 TOTAL INCREASE PARKING: 33 cars
Office on Top 2,000 2
Anthropology 11,500 2nd floor Hearst & 4th S 9,000 =
Zentrum Antiques 13,300
PaperSource 3,800 Paseo Retail 3,890 3
Fish Market Retail 1,900 s
Maker Shack Retail 700 s
1st floor Hearst & 4th Si 9,200 s
Anthroopology 11,500 3
PaperSource 3,800 3
Retail hearst & 5th Stree 4,400 s
55,850 65,850
. -\ Eifth Street
@ “ay 2 - o
. =R LS =
1 = e : —
| 2

Hearst Avenue

University Avenue

Hearst fAvenue
{

University Avenue

Fourth Street




You are cordially invited
o review a New Neighborhood Project:
- Fourth & Spenger’s

Jamestown Properties, Owners

" Abrams / Millkan, Architects

Thursday, June 12th, 2014 from 5:30pm - 8:30pm at
ABRAMS / MILLIKAN OFFICE
1834 Fourth Street, Berkeley

Refreshments will be served

A [Tl Fifth Street, 4
- o
‘Now Bonstruolion e ., ot
4ED0-ba, K. ]
yi
|
T -
q 2
Y
-
.
® |
= 2
5 =
i New Cengtruction:sita R
w 2000017 ft. retall il
ALsoriiofon  DigeR3NY
‘ ] “Fourth Brrset T eelESERLE
B e e
Bpenger Parking Lot - not partof.this projact %
e

The Project Features
Rehabllitation of Spenget’s Restaurant - a Local Landmarked Bullding

Demolition of Two Existing Buildings for a Total of 14,200 SF

Creation of New 2 Story Bulilding, with Retail at Ground & Offices Abqﬁe
A Small 1 Story Retail Building at Fifth and Hearst *

Creation of an Outdoor Pedestrian Paseo with Smaﬁ__ Retall Shops

Creation of New Parking Areas with Bio Swale Water Fliration Landscaping

Questions regarding this project, please call Abrams/Millikan 510-644-3002

—_—— e
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Qutline of Points for Public Presentation
» Introduction: team and Jamestown Group
» Powerpoint - site walk around, show context. photos.

Existing site overview
Buildings to be demolished
New site overview

Show renderings
Move onto 3d model to do new walk around and field questions

Blurbs:
continuation of Fourth Street pattern and scale
Connecting the two districts
Saving spengers-Landmark with economics.
completion of the node intersection -3 of 4 now,
pattern of parking behind buildings.

» Need a strategy on response to parking questions, if it is raised.
77 on site currently _
110 new proposed including electric charging stations {green)
plus new lots will be landscaped

» "Green points” )
Paseo is non permeable paving
Parking lots have Bios swale filtration for run off
Adaptive re-use of Banquet structure '
Electric car charging stations
Transit oriented project
Local shopping for new residents

‘../



«Support

‘Fourth And Spenger's Project

Presentation /meeting with Neighborhood |

June 12, 2014

e, the ugdermgned. wish to acknowledge our support for this

Pro;ect.

4310

2. Na (d‘ Addre A':’%g‘ ]G’o:l'\ ) Email: \'\ ()V\Co LQ(‘“ @ "‘g)\ MK
hOF N
.3 Name(ﬂb }ﬂt \/\QMVI { \’7_? Address?\QC’.? Sr‘%"{‘lﬁmail - “fdm&%ﬂthﬁé??mm'g e
S Ngme “Address Bmail:
5. Nams Address Email:
6. Name Address Bmail:
7. Name - Address Email:
8. Name Address Email-.
9. Name Address Email: .
10, Name Address Email:
11, Name Address Email:
12. Name Address Erﬁail:
*13. Name Address Email:
14. Name _Address Email:




«Support ‘Fourth And Spenger's Project
Presentation/meeting with Neighborhood |

June 12, 2014

We, the undersigned, wish to acknowledge our support. for this
Project,: . WAy, BretEe.
. Cairmtilor
15, Name ﬂ_}é@&.f M Gn. _ AddressZobo $IE S, /5L Email;
REALGEY F¢7D
16.Name Al ewnte o nddvest [gar-Y B rviee, 7 Emal C0hatIA oo S@a of. Comn
. ! - Lttt 2 T U2 ,
‘17. Name ’—f’m W{?L( Address [‘9?’4 S-+’L« St Emaﬂ:w-"‘ C’-@ g Cous
- Beey.. S4 710 R
18, Name fﬁH/\ ogin W(PJQJW\ Address \@A— S‘H’L §+ Email: MWLLEW/L 24@3%(1 om
| ke a4
" 19, Name Address ' Email:
20 Narﬁe. Address Email:
21. Name ] ' Address : Email;
22, Name Address Ehlaii:
23, Name Addresé . Email:
24, Name Address Erfail;
25. Name ' " Address Email:
26, Name Address Email:
27, Name i Address Email:
28, Name \ Address - Fm;il-

- 29. Name Address . Email:
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A ITATTED

«Fourth And Spenger's Project

Presentation /meeting with Neighborhood

June 12, 2014
‘ Sien In Sheet - Please
1, Name - Add_r:e:s_s Emall; .
Vet etedin (%24 G St Kamelean 2a@ jwwi\. (o
2. Name Address Email:
AIE T I
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Jamestown Berleley Project
Notes from 6.16.14 Community Meeting

Introduction by Denny Abrams
a. About Jamestown, “Jamestown understands streets.”
b. About the project site, “Spenger’s went frozen, Alice went fresh.”
i. Denny walked the group 360° around the property using Google Earth images

ii. Spenger's was acguired by McCormick & Schmick's, M&S was then acquir‘ed by

Landry’s, Spenger's was actually a model for M&S.
¢. Development goal is to tie the retail together with the rest of the street
Denny walked the attendees through the 3-D sketch up presentation
e. We've intentionally put the emphasis towards the middle of the block
i. Entrance to the office building is on the paseo, intentionatly
f. Fourth Street has a National reputation :
i. Discussed the evolution of the street in phases instead of an all at once
development approach
1. There is a quality to the street that connects us to the history of West
Berkeley
Q&A with attendees
a. Are we losing parking spaces?
i. No, we've added to the total parking square footage and number of parking
stalls. _ '
h. Have we considered the wind through the pasec?
i. Yes, though we have not yet done a wind study.
c. What is the fimetable?
i. We hope to be heard by the city in October/November and break ground in
early 2015.
d. Whereis the original Spenger's home?
i. We contrasted the current view and future views of the Spenger’s home and

S

attendees noted that the proposed version actually better shows off the edges

of the original house.
One attendee commented that they would like us to bring back a fish market.
f.  Have we considered putting the entrance the new 5™ & Hearst bu:ldmg on the paseo?

‘1. We discussed this at length. Yes, we have, thought we need to have space for a

Ioadlng zone so the rain entry on the back is unllkely
g. In general, attendees were enthusiastic about the paseo, They asked if we have

considered ways for more activation through the paséo. We discussed some ideas about
Saturday markets, etc, Some were concerned the end of the paseo could be too isolate.

Discussed the need for a certain amount of dedicated parking apd also the idea of
shipping containers like the Octavia & Hayes project.
k. What will happen to the Spenget’s parking lot?
1. They owe us 1000 spaces no matter what habpehé.
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What will be on the second stoty of the proposed projéct?

i, Office Space.
Would we have & venue for nighttime music? They would like to see more evening
music/dancing. -
Attendees liked the smaller, boutigue spaces.
Asked If the back parking lot could be available for projection/evening movies.
Generally, would like to see a note of energy through the length of the paseo.
Comment that the paseo feels analogous to what Denny created around Peet’s
Have we conhsidered adding housing? Perhaps 4-5 stories? Additional comments that the
area does not attract student renters as it is too far from the University. Another
mentioned a desire for Hills residents to retire to the West Berkeley area and a lackof -
available options.
Discussed how to open the connectivity to BART, i.e. the Emeryville Go Around
City of Berkeley should be concerned with transit asyoung people do not want the
drive. Companies choose Emeryville over Berkeley because of the shuttle Emeryville
offers. )
Will we use the shiplap on the Fourth & Hearst corner fo mimic Spenger's?

i. Notcurrently. Attendees liked that the new building colors mimicked the

historic building. One suggested we might also look to mimic the shiplap lines.

Long discussion about historical location of Willow Creek Park. No one in attendance
was exactly sure where it was or when it was removed,

Summary from Denny

a.

b.
C.
d

Fourth Street meets Spenger’s and maintains the heritage of Spenger’s
All the historically protected signs will stay

ihcremental step for Fourth Street, step wise development & absorption
Approximately 7 months of construction




{Name |address lctty
OCCUPANT 1818 FFTH ST Berkelay
OCCURANT 1820 FIFTH $T Berkalay
OCCUPANT 1820 FIFTH.ST COM Berkelay
OCCUPANT 1823 FOURTH ST Berkelay
OCCUPANT 1524 FIFYH 57 Barkalay
QCCUPANT . 1824 FIFTH STA Berkeley
QCCUPANT &  1825FOURTHST Barkaley
QCCUPANT 1827 FOURTH ST Barkeley
OCCUPANT 1828 FIFTH-5T Barkalay
QCCUPANT 1829 POURTH 8T Barkaley
GCCUPANT IB3Q FIFTH ST Barkeloy
QCCUPANT 1831 FOURYH 5T ferkelay
OCCUPANT 1833 FOURTH ST Barkeley
QCCUPANT 1835 FOURTH 5T Berkelay
DCCUPANT 1842 FOURTH ST Berkefey
QCCUPANT 1844 FOURTH ST Berkeley
QCLUPANT 1845 FOURTH 87 Berkeley
QCCUPANT 1848 FOURTH ST Barketey
OCCUPANT 1850 FOURTH 5T Beckelay
QCCUPANT 1850 FOURTH ST A Berkelay
QCCUPANT 1800 FOURTH ST Berkelay
QCCUPANT 1914 FIFTH §T Barkalay
QOCCUPANT 1517 FIFTH 5T Berkelay
OCCUpPANT 1819 FIFTH ST Barkeley
QCCUPANT - 1819 FOURTH ST Berkelay
OCOUPANT 1923 FIFTH ST Berkeley
OCCUPANT 1955 FQURTH ST Berkalay
QCCUPANT 2000 FIFTH ST Barkeley
QCCUPANT 2000 FOURTH 8T Berkaley
OCCUPANT 2001 FOURTH 8T Berkaley
QCOUPANT 2005 FOURTH ST Barkeley
OCCUPANT 2010 FOURTH 5T Berkeley
QCCUPANT 2020 FOURTH ST Berkalay
QCCUPANT 2030 FOURTHST Betkefey
QCCUPANT 2040 FOURTH 5T Berkeley
QCCUPANT 2050 FOURTH ST Berkeley
QCCUPANT 2060 FOURTH 5T Barkelay
QCCUPANT 2060 FOURTH ST 101 Barkeley
QCCURANT 2060 FOURTH 5T 102 Berkeley
QCCUPANT 2060 FQURTH 4T 103 Berkeley
OCOUPANT 2060 FOURTH 5T 106 Berkalay
QCCUPANT 2060 FOURTH ST 107 Barkalay
QCCUPANT 2060 FOURTH 5T 108 Ber{gcelev
QCCUPANT 2060 FQURTH 5T 109 Berkaley
CCOUPANT 2060 FOURTH 5T 125 Barke|ey
OCCUPANT 2060 FOURTH ST 116 Berkeley
QCCUPANT 2080 FOURTH §T417 Berkeley
QCCUPANT 2050 FQURTH ST 118 Berkaley
OLCUPANT 2060 FOURTH 5T 119 Berkeley
OCCUPANT 2060 FOURTH 8T 120 Barkaley
OCCUPANT 2060 FOURTH ST 1211, Berkeley .
OCCUPANT 2060 FQURTH ST 122 Berkaley
GCCUPANT 2060 FOURTH ST 123 Berkelay
OLCUPANT 2060 FOURTHST 124 Derkelay
QCCUPANT 2060 FOURTH 5T 125 Berkelay
OCCUPANT 2060 FOURTH ST 126 Berkelay
QUCUPANY 2060 FOURTH ST 127 Berkeley
QCCUPANT 2060 FOURTH ST 128 Barkeley
QCCUPANT 2060 FOURTH 5T 129 Berkeley
DCCUPANT 2060 FOURTH ST 130 Barkeley
QOCCUPANT 2060 FOURTH 5T 181 Berkelay
VECUPANT 2060 FOURTH 5T 132 Berkalay
OCCUPANT 2060 FOURTH 5T 133 Barkalay
DCCUPANT 2060 FOURTH §T 184 Berkalay
OCCUPANT 2060 FOURTH ST 185 Berkeley
QULCUPANT 2060 FOURTH 5T 136 Barkaley
DCCUPANT 2060 FOURTH 8T 137 Berkeley
OCCUPANT 2050 FOURTH ST 138 Barkelay
OCCUPANY 2060 FOURTH 5T 139 «Barkalay
OCCURANT 2050 FOURTH ST 140 Berkeley
OCCUPANT 2060 FOURTHSY 201 Berkeley
OCCUPANT 2080 FOURTI4 ST 202 Berkelay
OCCUPANT 2060 FOURTH ST 203 Berkeley
OCCUPANT 2060 FOURTH ST 204 Barkelay
QCCUPANT 2060 FOLITH ST 206 Berkeley
OCCURANT 2060 FOURTH ST 206 Berkeley

I

Postal Cade
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84710
sa710
94710
94710
94710
94710
94710
94710
94710
84570
84710
94710
24110
24710
84710
24710
94710

. 94710

94710
24710
94710
W70
94710
94710
94710
84710
94710
04710
94710
94710
94710
94710
94710
94710
94710
94710
94710
24700
84710
94710
94710
94710
94710
84710
24710
94710
34710
84710
24710
94710
94710
84710
94710
94710
94710
94710
94710
70
94710
94710
94710
94710
94710
24710
B4710
94710
24710
94710
4710
4710
94710
94710
94710
24710
94710
4710
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DCCURANT
OCCUPANT
QCOUPANT
QCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
OCCUpPANY
QCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
OCCURANT
OCCUPANT
QUCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
DCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
QCOUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
DCCUPANT

_ OCCUPANT

QCCUPANT
GCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
QCCURANT
OCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
GCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCQUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
QCCUIPANT
QCCURANT
QUCUPANT
OLCUPANT
QCCUPANT
GCCUPANT

- QCOUPANT

OCCUPANT
DQCUPANT
OCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OUCHPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
DCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
CCCUPRANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT

2060 FOURTH ST 207
2060 FOURTH 5T 208
2080 FOURTH 8T 209
2060 FOURTH 5T 210
2060 FOURTHST 221
2060 FOURTH ST 212
2060 FOURTH ST 213
2060 FOURTH ST 214
2060 FOURTH ST 215
2060 FOURTH 5T 216
2060 FOURTH 5T 217
2060 FOURTH 5T 218
2060 FOCURTH ST 219
2060 FOURTH 5T 220
2060 FOURTH 5T 221
2060 FOURTH ST 222
2060 FOURTH 5T 223
2060 FQURTH ST 224
‘2060 FOURTH ST 225
2060 FOURTH ST 226
2060 FOURTH ST 227
2060 FOURTH ST 228
2060 FOURTH ST 229
2060 FOURTH 5T 230
2060 FOURTH 5T 231
2060 FOURTH 5T 232
2060 FOURTH ST 283
2060 FOURTH ST 284
2060 FOURTH 5T 235
2050 FQURTH 5T 286
2060 FQURTH 5T 257
2060 FOURTH 5T 238
2060 FOURTH ST 288
2060 FOURTH ST 240
2060 FOURTHST 301
2060 FOURTH 5T 202
2060 FOURTH 5T 303
2080 FOURTH 5T 304
2060 FQURTH 5T 305
2060 FOURTH ST 306
2050 FOURTH 5T 307
2060 FOURTH 5T 308
2060 FOURTH 5T 309
2060 FOURTH 5T 310
2060 FOURTH 5T 311
2060 FOURTH 5T 312
2060 FOURTH ST 313
2060 FOURTH 5T 314
20B0 FOURTH 8T 815
2060 FOURTH ST 316
2060 FOURTH 5T 317
2060 FOURTH 5T 318
2060 FOURTH ST 319
2060 FOURTH 5T 320
2060 FOURTH 5T 321
2060 FOURTH 5T 322
2060 FOURTH ST 323
2060 FQURTH 5T 324
2060 FOURTH ST 325
2060 FOURTH 5T 325
2060 FOURTH 5T 327
2060 FOURTH 5T 328
2060 FOURTH 5T 828
2060 FOURT# 5T 830
2060 FOURTH ST 83L
2060 FOURTH ST 582
2060 FOURTH 5T 283
2060 FOURTH ST 334
2080 FOURTH 8T 335
2060 FOURTH ST 338
2060 FOURTH 5T 337
2060 FOURTH 5T 338
2050 FGLRTH ST 83
2060 FOURTH 5T 240
2060 FOURTH ST 401
2060 FOURTH ST ADZ
2060 FOURTH 5T 403

Berkalay
Berkeley
Berkeley
Berkeley
Berkaley
Berkeley
Barkeley
Berkelay
Berkeley
Berkeley

. Barkeley

Berkelay
Barkaley
Berkeley
Barkehay
Barkslay
Berkelay
Berkelsy
Barkeley
Bathelay

Berkalay

Berkelay
Berkeley
Berkelay

- Barkalay

Berkelay
Barkelay
Barkafey
Barkeley
Berhietey
Berkslay
Berkeley
Berkaley
Berkeley
Berkelay
Berkalay
Barkeley
Berkeley
Batkalay
Berkeloy
Berkelay
Barkelay
Barkalay
Barkeley
Barkelay
Berkeley
Berkelay
Berkelay
Berkaley
Berkeley
Berkelay
Berkatay
Barkeley
Berkeley
Barkeley
Barkelay
Barkelay
Berkelay

Berkelay -

Berkeley
Perkaley
Berkeley
Berkelay
Berkelay
Berkelay
Berkeley
Barkaley
Barkeley
Berkalay

‘Berkelay

Barketey
Barkelay
Berkalay
Berkeley
Berkeley
Berkelay
Barkelay

99999999999999999999999999999999999999999999999999999999999999999999999999999

84710
94710
84710
94710
94730
84710
84710
2410
94710
24710
o470
94710
24710
84710
94710
94710
24720
94710
94710
94110
4710
94710
94710
94710
94710
24710
94710
94710
94710
24710
94710
S4TI0
94716
94710
84710
94710
94710
84710
94710
94710
94710
94710
$4TI0
94710
94710
94710
94710
94710

24710

94710
94710
94710
94710
24710
94710
94710
94710
24710
94710
94710
94710
54710
94710
94710
24710
94710
94710
24710
924710
94710
84710
94710
94710
24710
24710
84710
94710
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QCCURANT
QCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCGUPANT
DCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OLCUPANT
OCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
DCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
DCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
DECURANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
DECUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
CCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
CCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
CQCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
QCCUPANT

QCCUPANT
QCCUPANT

QCCURANT

QCCUPANT
GCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
OUCUPANT
OLCUPANT
QTCUPANT
QCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
DCCUPANT
QCCUPANT

2080 FOURTH 51 404
2068 FOURTH 5T 405
2060 FOURTH ST 406
2060 FOURTH ST 407
2060 FOURTH ST 408
2060 FOURTH 5T 408
2060 FOURTH ST 410
2060 FOURTH 5T 411
2060 FOURTH ST 412
2060 FOURTH ST #13
2080 FOURTH 5T 414
2060 FOURTH ST 445
2080 FOURTH ST 416
2050 FOURTH ST 417
2060 FOURTHSY 218
2060 FOURTHST 419
2060 FOURTH ST 420
2060 FOURTH ST 421
2060 FOURTH ST 422
2080 FOURTH ST 423
2060 FQURTH ST 424
2060 FOURTH ST AR5
2060 FOURTH ST 426
2060 FOURTH ST 427
2050 FOURTH ST 428
2060 FOURTH 5T 429
2060 FOURTH ST 430
2060 FOURTH ST 481
2060 FOURTH ST 482
2060 FOURTH ST 488
2050 FQURTH ST 434
2060 FOURTH ST 435
2060 FOURTH ST 436
2080 FOURTH ST 437
2060 FOURTH ST 438
2050 FOURTH ST 439
2060 FOURTH 5T 440
2070 FOURTH ST
2080 FOURTH ST
700 UNIVERSITY AVE
701 UNIVERSITY AVE
706 ESSEX WAY

710 ESSEX WAY

713 ESSEX WAY

713 ESSEX WAY 101
713 ESSEX WAY 102
713 ESSEX WAY 103
743 ESSEX WAY 104
743 ESSEX WAY 105
713 ESSEX WAY 106
713 ESSEX WAY 107
713 ESSEX WAY 201
713 ESSEX WAY 202
713 ESSEX WAY 203
713 ESSEX WAY 204
713 ESSEX WAY 205
713 ESSEX WAY 206
713 ESSEX WAY 207
713 ESSEX WAY 301
713 ESSEX WAY 302
713 ESSEX WAY 303
713 ESSEX WAY 204
713 ESSEX WAY BOS
713 ESSEX WAY 306
713 ESSEX WAY 307
715 HEARST AVE

715 HEARST AVE 200
715 HEARSY AVE 200 B
715 HEARST AVE 201
715 HEARST AVE 202
715 HEARST AVE 203
715 HEARST AVE 30D
715 HEARST AVE 301
725 HEARST AVE

727 HEARST AVE

729 HEARST AVE

733 HEARST AVE

Berkeley
Berkelay
Barkalay
Barkaley
Batkaley
Berkaley
Berkeloy
Barkalay
Berkeley
Berkeley
Berkeley
Berkeley
Barkeley
Berkelay
Berksley
Berkaley
Berkeley
Barkeley
Berkeley
Berkeley
Barkeley
Berkeley
Berkeley
Beskeley
Barkslay
Berkeley
Barkeley
Berkeley
Berkalay
Barkalay
Batkeley
Berkeley
Berkelay
Berkeley
Berkelay
Berkaley
Berkelay
Barkaley
Berkeley
Barkaley
Berkeley
Berkeley
Berkalay
Barkalay
Berkelay
Berkeley
Barkeley
Barkeley
Berkeley
Berkaley
Berkaley
Berkelay
Berkeley
Barkalay
Barkalay
Herkeley
Berkeley
Berkelay
Berkelay
Berkelay
Berkeley
Berkelay
Berkeley
Berkeley
Berkeley
Berkelay
Berkeley
Berkelay
Berkeley
‘Berkeley
Berkaley
Berkelay
Barkalay
Berkalay
Berkelay
‘Berkeley
Barkeloy
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84710
94710
94710
94710
94710
94710
24710
84710
94710
94710
94710
94710
84710
94710
24710
94710
24710
984710
94710
94710
94710
84710
24TI0
94710
4710
a4710
24710
94710
94710
24710
94720
94710
84710
24710
94710
24710
94710
94710
94710
84750
24710
84710
4710
94710
94710
24710
94710
54710
94710
94710
94710
24710
2471C
24710
94710
94710
24710
84710
94710
84710
94710
94710
94710
94710
24710
94710
4710
94710
44710
94710
24710
24710
94710
84710
94710
94710
94710



QCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCURANT
OCCUPANT
QCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
CCCUPANT
OCCUPANT
QCOUPANT
OCCURANT
OCCUPANT
GCCUPANT
OCCUPANT

a

740 HEARST AVE

750 HEARST AVE

755 HEARST AVE

800 HEARST AVE

800 UNIVERSTTY AVE
B03 HEARST AVE

804 HEARST AVE

805 UNIVERSITY AVE
806 HEARST AVE

811 UNIVERSITY AVE
811 UNIVERSITY AVE 100
813 UNIVERSITY AVE 102
811 UNIVERSITY AVE 104
811 UNIVERSITY AVE 200
821 UNIVERSITY AVE 202
811 UNIVERSITY AVE 204

Barkelay
Rarkelay
Berkeley
Berksley
Barkeley
Barkaley

" Berkelay

Berkeley
Barksley
Berkalay
Berkalsy
Berkeley
Berkeley
Berkeley
Barkelay
Barkelay
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9410
94710
94710
94710
94710
94710
94710
94710
24710
84710
94710
94730
94710
24710
84710
94710
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(o Change

& Fifth-Camalia Neighborhood Group

Friends af Asumtie Park

Woit Burkeley PACChalr

[ Aok IS

Flfth-Lnivarsity-Duwight Nefghberhood Greup

Ocennview Residants Commlttar

o+ A

South Oceanvisw Nelghber}

hoolh dincoln Creaks

Atrsan Cramks Coundt
Bananas inc.
§  Halnz Avanus Arts Group
4 WostBarkeley

\tion of Ind

Jatarshug Helghberheod Assor,
University of Calléorna Barkalsy Capltal Projects

el 0

Barkelsy Gantral Library

Adams Broadwal] Josaph E Cardoza

0 ponqor>

JAMI CASEBER
REV EDWINA PEREZ-SANTIAGO
PETER HOLLOWAY

CURT MANNING

MARK LIGLIDS [DECURANT)
{ARRY HARRELL

TERRY TERYELING

ALLAN ACACIA [CCCUPANT)
JENNIFER REARSON

UGB CAPITAL PROIESTS
CAROLE SLHEMMERLING (OPT)
ARLYCE CURRIE

BETSEV STRANGE

JONY CURL

MAIN REFERENCE DEEK

Junet Launaln

1503 TENTH
PO BOK 2203

BO7 PAGE ST

2107 FFTH 5T

1846 PARKER 5T

917 HEARST AVE

4E50 FIFTH ST

1815 BIGHTH 5T

1548 MLVIA ST

B00 ARE BUILDING

861 REGAL RD

5232 tLAREMONT AVE

800 HEINZ AVE H238

PO RO 2807

2080 KITTREDGE STREET

B0 GATEWAY BLVD, 311000

BERKELEY CA 84708
BERKELEY CA 94710
BERKELEY 84710

BERKELEY CA 94703
BERKELEY CA BA710

" BERKELEY CA 94710

BERKELEY CA 54730
BERKELEY CA 84709
BERKELEY CA S4720
BERNELEY CA B4708
OAKLAND CABABIR
BERKELEY CA 94740
BERKELEY CA 84702
BERKELEY CA 24704
SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO CA 84080
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'PLANNING ¢ DEVEIOPMENT

Land Use Planning, 2120 Milvia Street, Berkeley, CA 94704
Tol: 510.081.7410 TDD: 510.981,7474 Fax: 510.081.7420 -
Emall: Elanning@c!.betkelev.ca.us

ILE. HAZARDOUS WASTE AND SUBSTANCES STATEMENT

Pursuant to the Permit Streamlining Act (PSA), a development permit application may not be
accepted as complete unless and until the applicant has submitted a signad statement
indicating whether the proposed project site or any alternative site(s) is on the lists of
hazardous waste sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 by the
California Secretary for Environmental Protection.

Data lists / maps are available at the following websites (check multiple lists and categories):

httg:llwww.caIega.ca.govlsIteCleanug/CorteseListl
hitp:/Aiwvww.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/
hitps:/geotracker.waterboards.ca.qov/

Applicant’s Information:

Name: _ ELL prT AE2PmS . ABEAMS . My Ly ary
Street Address: _B3Y  Foveru ST

City, State, Zip Code: BEREELEY  CA. a4=z1o

_ Phone Number: 5!0- 644-ZooZ

Project Information:
Address: MOI; 1414 __FourrH 3T,

City, State, Zip Code: _RERKELEM, CA. AYZH02
Assessor's book, page, and pércel-number:

Specify any list pursuant to Section 65262.5 of the Government Code:
NONE.

Regulatory identification number:
Date of list:

Applicant’s verification: : -/. '
Signature: Date: _

2120 Milvia Strest, 2nd Floor, éerke]ey, CA 94704 Tel: 510.981-7410 Fax: 510981-7420 TDD:510 981-7474
. E-mail: planning@ci.berkeley.ca.us




tormwater Requirements Checklist
Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit (MRP)
Stormwater Controls for Developmant Projects

&ty of Berlielay
Public Werks Dept.
Engineering Division

i Applicabiiity of €.3 and C.6 Sformwater Reguiremenis

LA, Enter Project Data (For ‘C.3 Regulated F‘;ﬁjac:ts, " deta will be reported In the munlcipality's stormwater Annual Report.)

Fourth & Spenger by Jamestoun

LA.1 Project Name:
! LA.2 Er?g:g:rgggmss (inciude 11901 Fourth Street at Hearst Rve
L.A3 Project APN: 57-2100-001~4 1.A.4 Project Watershad: Strawberry Creek
i
! LAS Applicant Name: ELA 019 B BfEbonS

LAB
LAT
LA8

Applicant Address:
Applicant Phone:

Development type:
{check all that apply)

1934 Yt er. Bewweled  Uiip

glo. buy. 4,002

Applicant Ernail Address: Bl BBERNS @ Epurrty

[ Residential  BCommercial [} industrial [} Mixed-Use [] Strests, Roads, efc. STECE Ly
£l 'Redevelopment’ as defined by MRP: creating, adding ant/or replacing exterior sxisting

impesvious surface on a site where past development has ocourred’

[ 'Special land use categories' ag definad by MRP. (1} aulo serviee facilities?, (2) retail gasoline
outlets, (3) restaurants®, (4} uncovered parking araa (stand-alone or part of a larger project)

STRILTVAAL  BLTERAT.O) PELs Ty NEW COnSTa{ion
Miced vie g sard @eime & OnE ST Brrdarl.

ILAg Project Description®

(Also note any past
or fulure phases of the
project.)

LA.10 Total Area of Site: 0.77 gpres {33,752 sf)
Total Area of land disiurbed during construction (inciude clearing, grading, excavating and stockplle area:

L)

acres.

LB. Is the project a “L.3 Regulated Project” per MRP Provision C.3.b7
1.B.1 Enterthe amount of impervious surfase® created andfor replaced by the project (i the total amount is 5,000 sq.ft. or mare):

Table of Impervious and Pervious Surfaces

a b c d
. Existing Post-projact
Pre-Project Imperviaus New Impervicus| Tandscaping
. Impervious Surface to be Surface to he (sq.it), if
Type of Impervious Surface Surface (sq-ft) | Replaced® (sadt) | Greated® (so.t)|  applicable
Reoof area(s) ~ exciuding any portion of the roof that s 15,738 13,700
vegetatad ("graen roof’)
Impervious” sidewatks, patios, paths, driveways 533 a8b
Impervious” uncovered parking® 280 N/A
Streats (public)
Btreats (privats) .
. Totals: 14,513 B85
Area of Existing Impervious Surface te remaln In place N N/A
Total New Impervious Sutface (sum of tokals for columns b and g): 15,398

Roadway projects that replace extsting impendous surface are subject to G.3 reguirements enly If ane or more lanes of fravel are added.
Standard Industrial Classification (B1C) codes are in Section 2.3 of the C.3 Technical Guidance {(download at www.cleanwaterpragiar.org}
Froject description examples: S-story office bullding, Industrial warehouse, restdenttal with five 4-story buitdings for 200 condominiums, ete,
Per the MRP, pavement that meets the following definitlon of pervious paverent Is NOT an impervious surface, Parvious pavement Is defined
as pavement that stores and infitrates reinfall at & rate equat to Immediately surrounding unpaved, landscaped areas, or that sieres and
Infittrates the rainfall runoff volume described in Provision C.3.d. ,
Uneovered parking includes top level of & parking structurs. <
) “Replace” means to install new imparvious surface where sxisting impervicus surface Is removed. "Greate” means to Install new impervicus
surface where there [s currenily no impetvious surface.

o
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. Stormweater Requirements Checldist
- LB, Is the project a “C.3 Regulated Project” per MRP Pravision C.3.b7 (continued)
F Yes No NA
4 ' LB.2 initem LB.1, does the Total New Impervious Surface equal 10,000 sq.ft. or more? #f YES, skip o E ] M
l ffem 1.B.8 and check “Yes.” f NQ, continue to llem 1LB.3.
I LB.3 Does the Yiem LB.1 Total New impervious Suface equal 5,000 sq.f. of more, but less than 10,000 Bl 1 M
sa.fl? I YES, continue 1o iem LB.4. If NO, skip fo ltem LB.5 and check "No.”
LB.4 Isthe project & “Special Land Use Catepory” per item 1.A.8? For uncoverad parking, theck YES 0 [
. anly if there Is 5,000 sa.ft or more Uncovered parking. IF NG, go fo ffem LB.6 and check "No." If
f YES, go fo lfem LB.5 and check *Yes.”

LB.5 s the project a ©.3 Regulated Project? If YES, skip to ffem LB.6; if NO, vonfinue to ltem 1.C. K
1.B.6 Does the total amount of Replaced impervious surface egual 50 percent or more of the Pre-Project ]

. Impervious Surface? I YES, sformwater treatment requitements apply to the whole site; if NO,
these requirements apply only to the impendous surface created and/or replaced.

5 O
[

i LE, Projects that are NOT C.3 Regulated Projects

If you answsred NO to Ham 1.B.5, or the project creates/replaces less than 5,000 sa. fi. of Impervious surface, then the project Is
NOT & 6.3 Regulated Project, and stonmwater treaiment Is not required, BUT the municipality may determine that source
confrals and site design measures ate required. Skip to Section Il

1.D. Projects that ARE .3 Regulated Projects

If you answarad YES to Hem LB.5, then the project is a C.3 Regulated Project. The project must include appropriate site design
measures and source contrals AND hydraufically-sized stormwater traatment measuras. Hydromodification managemsnt may
also be required; refer to Section 1l fo make this determination. if final discrationary approval was granted on or after
DEGEMBER 1, 2011, Low impact Development {LID} requirements apply, except for "Special Frojects.” See Section I,

LE. identify G.6 Construction-Phase Stormwater Requiremesnts

LE1  Doesthe project disturb 1.0 acre {43,660 sg.ft.) or more of Jand? (See liem ]
1.A.10). If Yas, obtain coverage under the state’s Construction General Permif at
httpsHemarts. waterboards.ca.gov/smants/faces/SwSmartslogin.fsp. Submit o
the municipality & copy of your Notice of Infent and Storm Water Pollution
¢ ] Pravantion Plan (SWFPF} before a grading or builting permil is Issued.
1 d

LE.2 s the site a "Migh Priorily Site” that disturbs less than 1.0 acre {43,560 sq.it.) I El
- ofland? {Municlpal staff will make this determination.)
= "High Priotlly Sites” are sites that require a grading permit, are adjacent fo
a cregk, or are otherwise high priority for stormwater protection during
construction {see MRP Provision C.6.e.5(2))

> NOTE TO APPLICANT: All projects reguire appropriate stoimwater best menagement practices (BMPs) during
construction, Refer fo the Saction 1 to identify appropriate construction BMPs.

¥ NOTE TO MUNICIPAL STAFF: If the answer is “Yes” to elther question in Ssetion E, refer this project to construction siie
inspection staff fo be added to thelr list of projects that require stormwater inspections at lesst monthly during the wet
season (October 1 through April 30).
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Stormwater Reguirementis Checldist

£ bmplemeniation of Stormwater &@guﬁmﬁa&ts

ILA. Complete the appropriate sactions for the project. For non-C.3 Regulated Profects, Sections LB, 11.C, and LD apply. For
C.3 Regulated Projects. all sections of Section I apply.

nB. Select Appropriate Site Design Measures
¥ Regquired for C.3 Regulated Profacts,
» Starfing Decembor 1, 2012, projects that create andfor replace 2,500 - 10,000 sg.ft. of Impervious surface, and stand-
alone single family homes that create/raplace 2,500 st or more of impervious surfave, must include one of Sife
| Design Moasures a hrough £.7
{ » All other projects are encouraged to imploment sife design measures, which may be required af municipalfly
discrafion,
¥ Consult with municipal stalf ahout requirements far your profect.

1H.B.1 ls the site design measure included in the project plans?

Plan
Sheai Mo,

&
2]
=
o

a. Direct roof runoff into cisteras or rain barrels and use rainwater for irrigation
or other non-potable use.

b. Pirect roof unoff onte vegetaled areas.

[+

Direct runoff from sldewalks, walkways, and/or patios onfo vegstated areas.

. Diract runoff from driveways amdior uncovered parking lots onto vegetated -
arass.

e. Construct sidewalks, walkways, and/or patios with permeable surfaces.

f. Consfruct hike lanes, driveways, andfor uncovered parking lots with
permeable surfaces.

BB OO 0] E
[~

g. Minimize land disturbance and impervious surface (especlally parking lots),

. Meximize permeability by clustering development and preserving open
space.

=
=2

Bl olociolel® B2 520

I.  Use micro-deiention, including distributed landscape-based detention,

J. Protect sensitive areas, including wetiand and riparian sreas, and minimize
changes to the natural topography.

. Self-reating area {ses Section 4.1 of the G.3 Technical Guidance)

I. Seliretalning area (see Saction 4.2 of the C.3 Technical Guidance)

o0 O
B E E O

B

m. Plant or preserve Interceptor treas (Segtion 4.5, C.3 Technical Guidance}

&

7 See MRP Provision C.3.a.1(6) for non-C.3 Regulated Projects, £.3.6.52)(a) for Regulated Projects, C.3. for projects that ereatefreplaca 2,500
1o 10,000 sa.ft. of Impervious surface and stand-alone single family homes that create/replaces 2,500 sq.ft or more of impervious surface.

: g FINALSeplamber 28, 20112




Lt

gni,

Slormwater Requiremenis CGhekiist

LG, Select appropriate source controls (Applies fo C.3 Regulated Frojects; encouraged for offier profects, Consult municipa! staff, "’)

Features that
f':;‘ti:;]eﬂssﬁa reguire source Source control Mensures i;fg:gﬁ;giﬁ;ngg;
praject? eonirol {Refer o Local Source Control List for detalied requirements) in project plans?
MOASUTE
Plan
Yes | No Yes | No | Sheet No.
(1| & | storm braln Mark on-site inlets with the words “No Dumping! Flows o Bey” or equivalent. MR
E | LI | Floor Drains Plumb interior floor drains to sanitary sewer® Jor prohibig]. [l
3 Parking garage | Plumb Inferior parking garage floor drains to santary sewer.” [ ]
E | 3 | Landscaping » Retain existing vegstation as practicable, RN
» Select diverse specles appropriate to the site, Include plants that are pest-
and/or disease-resistant, drought-tolerant, andfor attrac! beneficial insects.
» Minimize use of pesticides ant quick-release fertilizers.
= Use efficient irrigation systern; design to minimize runoff,
Cl1 ] [ |PeovSpaFountsin i Provide conhection fo the sanitary sewer fo facllitate draining.’ o
O { # | Food Service Provide sink or other area for aquipment cleaning, which js: 1] C}
Equipmaent e Connecled to a grease Interceptor prior to sanllary sewer discharge. *
{non- » Large enough for the largest mat or piece of squipment fo be cleaned.
residential) = [ndoors or In an outdoor roofed aren deslgned to prevent slormwater run-on
and run-off, and signed to require equipment washing in this area,
{7 | Refuse Areas | » Provide a roafed and enclosed araa for dumpsters, recycling containers, ete., | (3] [
designed to prevent stormwater run-on and runoif.
= Connect any drains in or beneath dumpsiers, cnmpactorsé and tallow bin
areas serving food service facilities o the sanitary sewer,
[0 { B | Outdoor Processt Parform process activilies either indoors ar in roofed autdoor area, designed fo a1
Activities prevent stormwater run-on and runoff, and fo drain to the sanifary sewer.
|| #1 | Outdoor & Cover the area or design o avoid poliutant contact with stormwater runoff. a| .
Equipment/ & locate area only on paved and contained areas.
Materials »  Roof storage areas that will contain non-hazardous lguids, drain to sanitary
Storage sewer”, and contain by bemms or similar,
M E1 | Vehicte/ »  Roofed, pave and berm wash area to prevent stormwater run-on and runoff, 21 0
Eguipment plumb to the sanitary sewer”, and sign as a designated wash area.
Cleaning »  Commercial car wash facilities shall discharge to the sanitary sewer,
1| E | Vehides s Deslghate repair/maintenance area indaors, or an outdoors area designedto | | [3
Equlpment praevant stormwater run-on and runoff and provide secondary containment.
Repair and Do not install drains in he secondary containment areas,
Maintenance = No floor drains unless pretreated prior to discharge fo the sanitary sewer. °
s Connact containers or sinks used for patts cleaning to the sanitary sewer.
0] B | Fusl = Fusling areas shall have impermeable surface thet is a) minimally graded fo Cif 1
Dispensing prevent ponding and b} separataed from the rest of {he site by a grade break.
Areas = Canopy shall extend at least 10 fi in each direction from each pump and drain-
away from fueling area,
[3 | [E | Loading Docks | » Cover andlor grade to minimize run-on to and runoff from the loading area. En
= Position downspouts to direct stormwater away from the loading avea.
= Drain water from loading dock areas to the sanitary sewer.”
u |nstall door skirts betwesn the trallers and the building.
[ E] | Flre Sprinklers | Design for discharge of fire sprinkler test water fo landscape or sanitary sewer.” SR
[ Miscellaneous | = Draln condansate of air conditioning units te landscaping, Large air 0
Drain or Wash conditioning units may connect to the sanitary sewar.
Watar = Rool drains shall drain to unapaved area where practicable.
= Draln boiler drain lines, roof top equipment, all washwater to sanftary sewer®.
| A& | Architestural = Discharge rinse water fo sanltary sewet®, or callect and tispose properly 3
Copper offslite. See fiyer “Requirements for Architectural Copper.”

& Sae MRP Provision C.3.a1(7) fornon-C.3 Regulated Prajects and Provision C.3.6.i(1) for C.3 Reguated Pféjacls.
? Any connection to the sanitary sewer systen Is subject to sanitary district approval.
Businegses that may have outdoor process activilies/equipment include machine shops, auto repalr, industrias with pretreatment faciliies.
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Stormwater Requiremonts Checklist

L0, Implement censfruction Best Management Practices {BMPs) {Applies to all projects).

Yes

Besf Management Practice (BNP)

Attach the municipality's construction BMP plan sheet o project plans and require confractor to implement the
applicable BMPs on the plan sheet,

Temporary erosion controls to siabilize all denuded areas unfil permanent eraston controls are established.

E O] OF

Delineate with fisld markers clearing limifs, easements, sethacks, senshive or critical arpas, buffer zones,
frees, and drainage courses.

B OB B
]

Provide notes, specifications, or attachments describing the following: |

= Construction, operalton and malntenance of erosion and sediment controls, include inspection frequency;

» Mathods and schadule for grading, excavation, filing, clesting of vegetation, and storage and disposal of
excavated or cleared material;

» Spacificaiions for vagetative cover & muleh, include methods and schedules for planting anc fertilization;

» Provisions for temporary and/or permanent irrigation.

Perform clearing and earth moving activities enly during dry weathet.

Use sediment contrals or fillration to remove sediment when dewatering and obialn all necessary penmits.

Protect all storm dralh Inlets In vicinlly of slie using sediment controls such as barms, fiber rolls, or fillers,

Trap sediment on-site, using BMPs such as sediment basins or teaps, earthen dikes or berms, siit fences,
check dams, soll blankets or mals, covers for soil stock piles, eic.

Divert on-site runoff arouind exposed areas; divart off-site runoff around the site (e.g., swales and dikes).

FI BB EO

Protect adjacent properties and undisturbad areas from sonstruction impacts using vegetative bufferstr;ps.
sediment harriers or filiers, dikes, mulching, or other measures as appropriate.

B

Limit construction access routes and siabilize designated access points.

5

No cleaning, fueling, or mainialring vehlcles on-slte, except in a designated area where washwater is
contained and treated.

Store, handle, and dlspose of construciion materialsiwasies properly to provent contact with stormwater.

Contractor shall train and provide instruction 1o all employees/subcontractors re: construction BMPs,

ool oo ool O ooisE

BiEE

Control and prévent ihe discharge of a!l potantial pollutants, including pavement culting wastas, paints,
concrete, pefroleum products, chemicals, washwater or sediments, rinse water from architectural copper, and
nonr-stormwater discharges to storm drains and walercourses.

PROJECTS THAT ARE NOT €.2 REGULATED PROJECTS STOP HERE!

ILE. Feasibllitylinfeasibifity of Inflitration and Rainwater Harvesting/Use (Applies to (.3 Regulated Projects ONLY)
Except for some Special Projects, C.3 Regulated Profects must include Jow impset development (LID) treatment measures. LID
treatment measures are rainwater hervesting, infiliration, evapotranspiration, end biotrestment {landscape-based treafment with special
soils). Biotreatment is alfowed ONLY i it is infeasible to ireat the amount of runoff specified i Provision C.3.d with rainwaler
harvesting, inflliration, and evapoiranspiration.

Yas No NIA
ILE s fhis project a "Special Project”?  (See Appendix K of the C.3 Technical Guidante for
criteria.}
¥ If No, continue to ltem ILE.2. (] 3 J
¥ If Yas, or if there is pofential that the project MAY be a Speclal Projfest, complete the

Special Profects Worsheet.

ILE.2  Infiltration Potential. Based on site-specific soil report”, do site solls either;

a.

b.

Have & saturated hydraulic conduciivity {Ksat) less than 1.6 mchesfhour). or, i the
Ksat rate is not aveilable,
Consist of Type C or [ soils? El [ )
¥ IF Yas, infitration of the C.3.d amount of runoff is Infeasible, Continue fo 1LE.3,
¥ If No, complete the Infiltration Feasibility Worksheet. If infitfration of the C.3.4
amaunt of runottis found 1o be feasible, skip to }.E.8; if infiliration is found fo be
infeasihle, confinue fo [LE.3. e

Y 1t nio slte-spaciiic sall report is avaiable, refer to soli hydraulic condustivity maps in C.3 Technical Guidance Appendix .
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Stormwater Reguiremenis Checklist

ILE.3 Recycled Water. Check the box if the project is installing and using a recycled water plumbing system for non-potable
waler use.

3 ‘The project s Installing & recycled water plumbing system, and the installation of a second non-potable water system
for harvestéd rainwater is impractical, and considered infeasible dus o cost considerations,

»  [fyou checked this box, there is no need for further evaluation of rainwater harvesting, Skio to ILELS.

ILE4 Poiential Rainwater Capture Aves

a. Refar to the Table of impervious and Pervious Surfaces in Saction |, and enler the
total square footage of Impervious surface that will be replaced and/or created by the
project. : 15,3598 Sq.%

b. IfLR.8 indicates that 50% or more of the existing impervious surface will be replaced
- with new impervious surface, then add any existing impervious surface that will remain

in place to the emount In ILE4.a. 0 8u. 1.
¢.  Convertthe amount in Hem 1LE.4.b from square feet to acres (divide by 43,560). If
H.EA4.b is not applicable, convert the amount in ILE.4.8 from square feet to agres, This 0.35
is the project's Potential Rainwater Capture Area, in acres. ’ Acres
ILES Landscape Irrigation: Feasibility of Rainwater Harvesting and Use
0. 066
&, Enter area of onsite landscaping. : Acres
b, Multiply the Potentlal Rainwater Capture Area (the amount in ILE4.0) imes 2.6, 0.875 Acres
¢. Is the amount in [.E.5.a {onsite landscaping) LESS than 2.5 times the size of the Yoz 1 MNe
amuu&t in ILE.S.D {the product of 2.5 fimes the size of the Potential Rainwater Capture
Arga)“?

¥ IfYos, lrrigation use of the C.3.d amount of runoff is infeasible. Continue fo ILE.6.

¥ If No, it may be possible to mest the treatmoent requirermnents by direcling runoff
fror impervious areas lo self-retaining areas (see Secflon 4.2 of the C.3
Technical Guidance). If not, refer to Table 11 and the curves in Appandix F of
the LID Feasibilily Report fo eveluale feasibility of harvesting and using the C.3.d
amount of runoff for irrigatlon.  If that analysis shows fhat it Is Yeasible o harvest
gnd use the C.3.0 amount of runoff, complete Part § (Factors Other then
Demand} of the Rainwater Harvesting/Use Feasibility Worksheet. Sidp to ILEL7.

ILE.6 indoor Nen-Potable Uses: Feasibility of Rainwater Harvesting and Use (check the hox for the applicable profect type,
then il In the requested information and answer the question):™

[ & Residential Projest

I Number of dwelling units {total post-project): ~ Units

i, Divide amount in {I) by-the amount In lL.E:4.c (Potential Rainwater Capture Area) ‘ - Dufac

fii. lsthe amount in (l'_i) LESS than 100 dweliing units per acre of capture area? 0 Yes [} No
h. Commercial Project ' ' -

i.  Floor ares {fotal Interior post-project square footage): 22,500 Sgit

i, Divide amount in (1) by the amount in ILE.4.c (Potential Rainwater Capture Area); 64,286 gq.tfac

H.  is the amount in (ii) LESS than 70,000 square feet per acre of capture area? Yes [] No
[ c. School Project '

i.  Floor area (total interior post-project sauare foofage): . So.

fi. ~Divide amount in {i} by the amount in ILE.4.¢ {Potenfial Rainwater Capiure Area); i _ Sq.ftfac

ii. s the amount in (i) LESS than 21,000 square feet per acre of cepture area? 3 Yes [ WNo

* Landscape areas musi be contiguous and within the same Drainage Management Area to irigate with hatvested rainwater via gravity flow.
* Ruinwater harvested for indoor use is typicaliy used for tolletfuzina! flushing, industrial processes, or other non-potable uses,
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Stonmwater Reduirerments Cheeklist
ILE.6 Indoor Non-Potable Uses: Feasibility of Rainwater Harvesting and Use (continued)
[l d. Industrial Project
i. Estimated demand for non-potable water (gallons/day):

fi. s the amount in {i} LESS than 2,4007 [ Yes L] No

I you checked "No", refer to the curves in Appendix F of the LID Feasibility Report fo
svaluate feasibillty of harvasting and using the C.3.d amount of runoif for Industrial

Gal.

use,
[ e. Mixed-Use ResidenttalfCommercial Projact“ Resldential Commerclal

i. Number of residential dwelling units and sguare footage of

commercial floor arga: Units Sq.ft.
fi. Percentage of fofal interior post-project floor area sarving each

activity: ) % . %
M. Prorated Paotential Rainwater Capture Atea per activity (multiply

amount in 1.E.4.¢ by the percentages in [ii]): Acres  Acres

iv. Prorated project demand per acre of Potential Rainwater Caplure
Area (divide the amounts in [} by the amounis in fif]): ) Dufae Sq.ftfac

v. ls the amount in (Iv} In the resldantial column Jess than 100 dweliing units per
acte of capture area, AND Is the amount in the commercial colunin Jegs than )
76,000 square fost par acre of capture area? [ Yes [] No

» Ifyou checked “Yes"for the above guastion for the applicable profect typs, rainwater harvesting for indoor use is
consldered Infeaslble, unfess the praject jncludles one or more bulldings that each have an individual roof area of
10,000 sq. it or miore, In which case further analysis is needed. Compiste Sections ILE.& and I1.E.6 of this form for
each such buliding, then confinue to ILE.7.

»  Ifyou checled “No” for the question applizeble to the fype of profect, rainwater harvesting for Indoor use may he
faasible. Complete the Rainwater Harvesting Feasibility Woricsheet, and then confinue fo ILE.7,

ILE.7  Identiy and Attach Additional Feaslbility Analyses

If further analysis is conducted based on resulis in ILE.1, LE.2, ILE.5, or IL.E.6, indicale the analysis thatis
conducted and attach the applicable form or other documentation {check ail that apply)

1 Special Projests Worksheat (if required in 1LE.1)
1 Inflitration Feasibility Worksheet (if required in ILE.2)

[ Rainwater Harvesting and Use Feasibility Worksheet {if requirad in 1LE.5 or 11,E.6), completed for:

[ The entire project
[} Individuat building{s), I epplicable, describe:;

[[7 Evaluation of the feasibillly of harvesting and using the C.2.d amount of runoff for itrigation, based on
Table 11 and the curves In Appendix F of the LID Feasibility Report {if reaulred in ILE.5),

[ Evaluation of the feasibllity of harvesting and using the C.3.d amount of runoff for non-potable
industrial use, based on the curves in Appendix F of the LID Feesibility Report {if required in ILLE.6.d).

ILEB Pincing of Infiltration Feasibility/infeasibliity

Infiliration of the C.3.d amount of Rinoff is infeasible If any of the foltowing condltiorss apply (check all that apply):
B The *Yas” box was checked for ltem ILE.2,

[J] Completion of the Infiltration Feasibility Worksheet resulted in 2 finding that infileation of the C.3.d amount of
runoff is infeaslble.

» Based on the above eveluation, infitration of the C.3.0 amount of runoff is (check one);
E] infeasible (] Feasible

g
-1

1 For a mived-use project inveiving activities other than residentis! snd commercial activities, follow the steps for resiklerfinicommercial
mixed-use projects. Prorate the Potential Ralnwater Caplure Area for sach activity based on the percentage of the preject serving each
activity,
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Stormwater Requirements Chechiist

LE.S  Finding of Rainwater Harvesting and Use Feasibility/Infensibility
Harvesting and use of the C€.3.d amount of inoff is infoagible If any of the followlng apply {check all that apply):

| [J 'The project will have a recycled water systom for non-potable use (1LE.3).
! [ Only the “Yes” boxes were checked for lterss ILE.S and ILES.
[J Completion of the Rainwétgr Harvesting and Lse Feasibility Workshest resulled in a finding that harvesting and
use of the .3.d amount of nmoeff is infeasible.
: [3 Evaluation of the fessibility of harvesting and using the C.3.d amount of runoff for iirigation, based on Table 11
; and the curves In Appendix F of the LI Feasibillty Report, resultad in a fisding of infeasibliity.
: [d Evaluation of the feasibility of harvasting and using the C.3.d amount of runoff for non-potable industrial use,

baged on the curves in Appendix F of the LID Feasibllify Report, resulted in a finding of infeasibility.
> Based on the above evaluation, hervesting and using the C.3.4 amount of runoif is {check one);
Fl nfeasible 1 Feaslble

ILEAD. Use of Biotreatment

Iffincings of infeasibllity are made in both 11.E.8 (Infiliration) and 1.E.9 (Rainwater Harvesting and Use), then the
applicant may usa appropriately designed bioretention faciliies for compliance with C.3 treatment requiraments,

¥ Apolicants using hiotrestment are encouraged to maximize infillration of stormwater if sfte conditions allow.

Continue to Section I.F on the next pags.
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Stormwater Requiraments Cheokilst

ILE, Stermwater Treatment Measures (Applies to C.3 Regulated Projects)
ILF.1  Check the applicable box and indicate the treatment teasures to be included in the project.

Yes No

[ El | Is the projest a Special Praject?  If yes, consult with municipal staff abouf the need fo prepare a discussion
of the fersiblity and infeasibliity of 100% LID freatment. Indicate the type of non-LID freatment to be used,
the hydraulic sizing method®, and percentage of he amount of unoff specified in Provision C.3.d that is
freated:
Non-LID Treatment o Hydraylic sizing method % of C.3.d amount of runoff trested
0 Media filter
[0 Tree well fiter

I [ | is it infeasible to treat the €.3.d amount of runoff using elther infitration ot rainwater harvesting/use (see
1LE.B and [LE.9)? If yes, Indlcate the blofreatmant measures to be used, and the hydraulls sizing method:
Biotreatment Measures Hydrautlc sizing method
[3 Bioretention area ¥low Based 2 (o)
[ Flow-through planter
[ Other (specify):

[:I I3 | Is It feasible to treat fhe C.3.d amount of runoff using elther infiltration-or rainwater harvesting/use (see LE.8
and ILE.B)? If yes, indicate the non-biotreatment LID measures to be used, and hydraulic sizing method:
LID Treatrment Measure (non-bigtreatmen draulic stzing fethod
{7 Rainwater harvesting and use
[l Bioinfiltration™
O Infitration trench
] Other {specHy:

( ) i * Hydraulic Slzing Method: Indicate which of the following Provision €.3.d.i hydraulic sizing methods were used;

1. Volume based anproaches - Refer to Provislon C.3.d.0.{1)
(&) Urban Runoff Quality Managemsnt approach, or
1(b) 80% capture approach (recommended volume-based approach).

2. Flow-hased approaches — Refer to Proviston G.3.d.1.(2)
2(a} 10% of 50-year peak flow approach,
2(b} Percentile rainfall intensity approach, or
2(c) 0.2-4nch-per-hour intensity approach (this is recommended flow-based approach AND the basis for the 4% rule of
thumb described in Saction 5.1 of the .3 Technical Guidance).

3. Combination hydraulic sizing aglgroar;h — Refer to Provision C.3.d.L(3):
If a cumbination flow and volume design basis was used, indicate which flow-based and volurne-based criteria were used.

ILG. Is the project a Hydromodification Management™ {HM) Project? (Complete this section for C.8 Regulated Projecis)

ILG.T Dioes the project sreate andfor replace 1 acre {43,560 aq. i) or more of impervious surface? (Refer to ltem LE.1.)
O Yes. Continue to flam I1.G.2.
T No. The project is NOT raquired to incorporate HM measures. Skip to ltem I1.G.6 and check “No."

IL.G.2 s the total impendous area increased over the pm-projec! condition? {Refer to ltem LB.1.)
[O Yes. Confinue to item ILG.3.
[J MNo. The project is NOT required fo incorporate HM measures. Skip to ffem 1. (5.6 and check *No.”

¥ Bee Bection 6.1 of the C.3 Technical Guidance for conditions in which bioretention areas provide bioinfitration.
. & Hydromodification is the modification of a streem’s hydrograph, ceused in general by increases in flows anifi durations that result wher land
'} is developed {made more impervious). The effects of hydromodification inciude, but are not limited to, increased bed and bark erosion, ioss of
habitat, increased sadiment transport and deposition, and increased flooding. Hydromodification management control measures are designed
to reduce these effects.
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Stormwater Requiremenis Chacklist

1.G.3 Is the site locatwd In & fidally infiuenced/depositional area, or in the extreme eastern portion of the county that Is not subject
to HM requireaments? (See HMP Suscepiibility Mep in Appendix | of the C.3 Technical Guidance.)
E1  Yes. Project Is axempt from HM requirements. Attach map indicating project location. Skip fo I1.G.6 and chock "No”

1 No. Continge fo 1164,

.54 s the slie located In a high slope zone or special consideration watershed, as shown on the HMP Susceptlbllity Map?
[J  Yes. Projact Js subject to HM requirements, Altach map indicating profect locafion. Skip to 1.G.6 and chack “Yes."
I} MNo. Continue to IL.G.5.

I.G.5 Forslies lovated In & white area on the HMP Susceptibility Map, has an engineer or qualified environmental professional

determined that runoff from the project flows only through a hardened channgi or enclosed pipe along its entire longih
hefors emplying into a waterway in the exempt area? -

1 Yes. Profect is exempt from HM requiremnents, Aftach signed statement by qualified professional. Bo to 1.6.6 and
check “No."

12 No. Profect fs subject to HM requirements, Attach map indiceting project locatian. Go o lfem G.8 and check “Yes,”

1.G.6 ls the project a Hydromodification Management Project?
IZ] Yes. The project Is subject to HiM requirements In Provision C.3.g of the Municipal Regional Stormwater Permnit,
No. The project is EXEMPT from HM requirements.

D HM requirements are impracticeble. (Affach decumentalion needed to comply with the fmpmctrcabﬁfty provision in
MRP Attachment B.)

3 [fthe profect is subject to the HM requirements, incorporate in the profect Hlow duration stormwater control moeasires
designed such that post-project stormwater discharge rates and duratfons match pre-project discharge rafes and
durations, The Bay Area Hydrology Mods! (BAHM) has been developed to size flow duralion confrols. See
www.bavareahydrologymodslarg. Guidance s provided in Chapter 7 of the (.3 Technical Guldanee.

iL.H Stormwater Treatment Measure and/HM Confrol Owner or Operator's Information:
Name;m&lf Al P@O@m&”ﬁ E-S ,
nddress: YOI CALEGrn/a ST SINTE RIS, San Erpanesen 4N
Phone: “115 1477 « @qui Emall;

¥ Applicant must call for inspection and recelve Inspection within 45 days of Installation of freatment measures and/or
hydromodification management conlrols.

Name of applicant complating the form: David Franco

Bignature:_ %&\ﬂm‘o, Date:  °-17-14
i

. For Completion By Municipal Staff

i1 Alternative Cerdification: Was the treatment system sizing and design reviewed by a qualified third-party professional that
Is not a member of the project team or agency staff?

[T Yes T No Name of Reviewer

k2.  Confirm Operations and Maintenance (O&M] Submittal;

The folfowing questions apply fo C.8 Regulated Projects and Hydromodification Management Projects.
Yes No N/A

M2a Was mantenance plan submitted? [ 1 I
2. Was mainienance plan approved? | o [l
HL.2.c Was mainienance agreement submitted? (Date executed: y 3 0 3

> Aftach the executed maintenance agreement as an appendix to this checklist.
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Stormwater Requirements Checklist
.3 Incorporate HM Controls (If required)

Are the applicahle items for HM compliance included in the plan submittal?

Yes  No NA | Documentation for HM Compliance

i1 M 3 | Site ptans with pre-and post-project impervious surface areas, sutface flow directions of entire
site, locations of flow duration controls and site desigh measures par HM slte deslgn requirement

o [ I Soils report or other site-specific document showing soll fypes at all paris of site

3 1 i If project uses the Bay Area Hydrology Mode! (BAHM), a list of model Inpuls.

0O (| [3 | If projsct uses custom modeling, a summary of the madeling calculations with corresponding’
graph showing curve malching (existing, post-project, and post-project with HM controls curvas),
goodness of fit, and (allowable) low flow rate,

I | [ | If project uses the Impracticability Provision, a listing of alt applicable costs and a brief deseription
of the: alternative HM project (name, location, date of start up, entity responsible for :
maintanance).

i3 O [ | Ifthe project uses altematives to the default BAHM approach or sstfings, a wiitten descripion
and rationale.

> Municipal staff: Refer fo the “Flow Duration Control Review Worksheet for HM Submitfals” to review the
documentation submitted for HM compilance.
1.4 Annuzl Operations and Kaintenance {O8M) Submittals:

For .3 Reguleted Profects and Mydromodifisation Management Projects, Indicate the dafes on which the Applicant submitted
annual reports for profect O&M:

IILS Comments:

111.6 Notes:
Section | Notes:
Section li Notes:
Saciion 11l Notes:

L7 Project Close-Out:

7.8  Woere final Conditions of Approval met?

NL7.h Was intia) Inspection of the completed reatientHiM measure(s) conducted?
{Date of inspection: e

N.7.c  Was maintenance plan submitted?
{Date executed;__,_ )

L7.d  Was project information provided to staff responsible for O&M verification inspections?
(Date provided fo inspection staff; )

O 0O oo
0O 0O do
W

Name of staff confirming project is closed out:

Signature: § Pate:

Narne of O&M siaff racelving information;

Signature: Date:;

Appendices ’ ¥
y Appendix A: Q&M Agreament :
4 Appendix B O&M Annual Report Form
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Stormwater Reguirements Checklist Giiy of Berkeley
Munlcipal Reglonal Stormwater Permit (MRIP) Public Wﬂ"k&: DG:PE-
Stormwater Controls for Development Projects Enginzering Division

RRELLIYTON

I. Applicability of C.3 and C.6 Siormwater Reguirements

LA. Enter Project Data {For “C.3 Regtiated Prdjects, ® data will be reported i the municipality’s stormwater Ahnual Report,)

L.A.1 Project Name; ¥ourth & Spenger by Jamestown

hA2 E’r;"g;’g{r’;‘g;f’ess (incfude 1501 ¥ourth Street at University Ave == %Pﬁﬂfﬁﬁ:ﬁ'&
LA.3 Project APN: §7-2100-007-2 A4 Project Watershed: Strawberry Creek
.AB Applicant Name; ELHerT  AEBoHnS

LAB Applicant Address: RU AT uih ¢, gg,ﬁgﬂa((; ot . Otio

LA7 Applicant Phone: &1 by T oo Applicant Email Addrass:

LAB Devalopment type: [l Residential  ElCommercial {7 Industia!  [J] Mixed-Use L} Strests, Roads, ate.

{check all that apply} ‘Redevelopmant as defined by MRP: creating, adding andlor replacing exterior existing

imparvious surface on a site where past development has occurrad’

[€] 'Spectal land use categories’ as defined by MRP: (1) aufo service facilities?, {2) retail gasoline
ouflats, (3) restaurants®, (4) uncovered parking area (stand-alone or part of a larger project)

. T
LA§ Project Bescription” TR CTV AL PAAERATI I PELIIT S WSHE
{Also nate any past A e ? R e g - J
or future phases of the AN ' = DI, e s B 5 AT
project.)
1.AT0 Total Area of Site; 0.84 acres (36, 655 gr)
Total Area of Jand disturbed during constraction {include clearing, grading, excavating and stockpile area: 0.84 acres.

1.B. Is the project 2 “C.3 Regulated Project” per MRP Provision £.3.b7

LE.1 Enter the amount of impervious surface” created and/or repiaced by the project (If the total amaunt is 5,000 sq.ft. or more):
Table of impervicus and Pervious Surfaces

a b ¢ d
R Existing Post-projact
Pre-Project Imperviols New Impervious] landscaping
) Impervious Surface to be Surface fo be {sa.ft), 0T
Type of Impervious Surface Surface (sq.ft) | Reptaced® {s.it) | Created® (sn.ft)|  applicable
Roof area{s) - exciuding any portion of the roof that ls 13, 27¢

vegetated ("green roof™
Impervious* sidewalks, patios, paths, diveways

Imparvious” uncovered parking® 35,189 NIA
Streets {public)
Streets {private)
Totals: 35,189 0 6L, 466
Area of Existing Impervious Surface fo remaln in place . N/A
Totat New Impervious Surface (sum of totals for columns b ard ¢): 35,189

! Roadway projects that replace existing fmpervious surface are subject to C.3 reguirements only If one or more lanes of travel are added,
Standerd Industial Classiiication (810) codes are in Section 2.3 of the C.3 Technical Guidance (download at www.clegnwalerpronram.org)
Project description sxamples: 5-story office bullding, ivdustrial warehouse, residential with five 4-story bulldings for 200 condeminiums, etc.
Par the MRP, pavament that mests the following definition of penvious pavement is NOT an impervious surface. Perviols pavement is defined

as pavement thet stores and Infiltrates rainfall at a rate equat to Immediately surraunding unpaved, landscaped areas, or that stares and
infiltrates the rainfall unoff volume described b Provision C.3.d.

Uneaverad parking includes top level of & parking structure, 3
“Repiace” means to Instali new impervious sutface where existing impervious surface fs removed. "Ureate” means to install new impenviaus
surface where there is currentiy no lmpervious surface.

oy N

L
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Stormwater Reguirements Checklist

LB. Is the projeet a “(.3 Repulated Project” per MRP Proviston G.3.b7 {continued)
Yes Ne

NA
LB.2 In ltem LB.1, does the Total New Impervious Surface equal 10,000 sq.ft. or more? I YES, skip to I ]
]

item LB.5 and check "Yes." If NO, continue fo liem LB.3,
1.B.3 Does the Hem LB.1 Total New imparvious Surface egual 5,000 so.ft. or more, biit Jess than 10,600 Ml Ll

sq.ft? IF YES, continue fo ftem LB.4, IFNQ, skip fo Hem LB.5 and check “No.”
| 1.B.4 s the pmject & "Speclal Land Use Catagory™ per ltem 1.A.87 For uncovered parking, check YES | 0 ||
; only if there Is 5,000 sy.ft or mare uncovered parking. i NO, go fo flem L.B.5 and check "No." If

YES, go to lfem LB.5 and check "Yes.*
1LB.5 s the project & €3 Regulated Project? If YES, skip to ltem LB.6; If NO, confinte fo ltem L.C. ki Cl I3
LB.6 Does the fotal amount of Replaced impervious surface equal 50 percent or more of the Pre-Project [ 1 ||

Impervious Surface?  If YES, stormwater treatment requirements apply to the whole site; if NO,
these requirements apply only to the Impervious surface crealed andior replaced.

LE. Projects that are NOT C.3 Regulated Projecis

If you answered NO to ltom 1.B.5, or the project creates/repiaces less than 5,000 sq. ft. of impervious surface, then the project is
NOT a C.3 Regulated Project, and stormwater treatment is not required, BUT the mumclpality may determine that source
controls and site design measures are required. Skip to Section 11,

1.0. Projects that ARE .3 Regulated Projects

If you answered YES to ltemn |.18.5, then the project s & .3 Regulated Project The profect must include appropriate site design
maasures and source controls AND hydraulically-sized stormwater treatment measures. Hydromaodification management may
also be required; refer to Section I to make this determination. If final discretionary approval was granted on or after
DECEMBER 1, 2011, Low Impact Deveiopmant {LID)} requirements apply, except for “Special Projects.” See Section 1l

LE. Identify C.6 Construciion-Phase Stormwater Requirements
Yes No
LE1  Does the project disturh 1.0 acre (43,560 s0.11.) or more of land? (See ltem [ JE5]
LA.10). If Yes, obtain coverage under the state's Construction General Permit at
hitps:femarts waterboards. ca.qovismartafiaces/SwSmartsLoginsp. Submit o
the municipality a copy of your Notice of Intent and Storm Water Pollution
7 Pravention Plan (SWPPP) befors a grading or building permif is issued.

-

LE.2 s the site a "High Priority Site” that disturbs less than 1.0 acre (43,560 sq.it.) ]
of land? (Municipal staff will make this detarmination,)
= "High Priority Sites” ave sites thal require a grading permit, are adjacent to
a creek, or are olherwise high priority for starmwater protection during
consfruction (see MRP Provision C.6.e.ii{2))

» NOTE TQ APPLICANT: All projacts require appropriate stormwater best management practices (BMPs) during
construction. Refer to the Section il to identify appropriate construction BMPs.

> NOTE TO MUNIGIPAL STAFF: [ the answer is "Yes" to either question In Sectlon E, refer this projact to construction site
Inspection steff to be addead to their list of projects that require stormwater inspections at least monthly during the wet
season {October 1 through Aprit 30),

2 FINALSaptember 28, 2012




Stormwater Requiremenis Checklist

. Implementation of Stenmwater Reguirements

IL.A. Compleie the appropriate sections for the project. For non-G.3 Regulated Frojacts, Sactions I3, ILG, and ILD apply. For
C.3 Reguiated Projects, ali sectlons of Section 1| apply.

1.B. Select Appropriate Slte Design Meastres

¥ Reguired for C.3 Regulated Profects.

¥  Slariing December 1, 2012, projects that create andfor replace 2,500 - 10,000 sq.it, of impervious surface, and stand-
alone single family homes that creafe/roplace 2,500 sq.ft, or more of impervious surface, must include one of Site
Deslgn Measures & firough Al
» Al other projscts are encouraged to implement site design measures, which may be reguired at mumcrpehty

discretion.

»  Consult with municipal staff about requirements for your project,

ILB.1 Is the sile design measure included in the praject plans?

Pl
Yes No Sheg? No.

0l K . Direct roof runoff into clsterns or rain barrels and use rainwater for |rr:gat|on
or other non-potable use,

3 B “b. Direct roof runoff onto vegetaled aress,

- | . Diract runoff from sidewalks, walkways, andfor patios onto vegelated atess.

- . Direct runoff from driveways and/or unicovered parking lois onto vegetated

[ areas.

[ . Construct sidewalks, walkways, andfor patios with permeable surfaces.

m &l . Consfruet bike lanes, driveways, andfor uncovered parking lots with
permeable surfaces.

M} K] . Minimize land disturbance and impervious surface (aspecially parking lots).

. Maximize permeabliity by clustering development and presgrving open

1
space.

[} Use micro-dsteniion, inchuding distributed landscape-bassd detention.

1 j. Prolect sensitive areas, including wetland and riparian areas, and minimize

= changes to the natural fepography.

I . Self-treating aras (see Section 4.1 of the .3 Technical Guidanca)

3 = . Self-retaining area (see Section 4.2 of the G.3 Technlcal Guidancs)

3 kl

. Piant or preserve interceptor trees {Section 4.5, C.3 Technical Guidance)

*

7 Bes MRP Provision ©.3.2.(6) for non-6.3 Regulated Projedts, €.2.6.(2)(a) for Regulated Projects, C.8.1 for projects that oreate/raplace 2,500
to 10,000 sq.f&. of Impervious surfece and stand-afone single family homes that createl/replace 2,500 sq.ft. or mare of impenious sirface.
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Stormweter Reguiraments Checklist

I.C. Select approptiate source cotitrols (Appliss to C.3 Regulated Profects; encouraged for otfisr projects. Consult municipal staff, B)

Faatures that

2

See MRP Provision C.3.a.l(7) for nan-C.3 Regulated Projects and Provision C.3.0.{1) far C.3 Regulated PEoJec?s.
Any cannection to the sanitary sewer system s subject to sanitary district approval.
Businesses that may have outdoor process aclivities/equipment include machine shops, auto repair, industries with pretreatment facliiies,

é‘;ﬁ;&?ﬁ, require source Soutce control measures ;fe!;gﬁ:gﬁ:;?jgg:i
project? control {Rofer to Local Source Conirol List for deta_lled requirements) in project plans?
MEeRSUres
Plan
Yoz | No Yes | No | SheetNo.
E | 1 | storm Draln Mark et-slie ihlets with the words “No Dumping! Flows 1o Bay” or equivalant. 3
1| [& | Floor Drains Plumb interior floor diains 1o sanitary sewer” for prohiblt]. (R
| [®] | Parking parage | Plumb interior parking garage floor drains to sanitary sower,” 0ol O
| [0 | Landscaping = Retaln existing vegetation as practicable, (R
= Select diverse species appropriate to the site. Inchude plants that are pest-
andfor disease-resistant, drought-tolerant, and/or attract beneficial insects.
= Minimize use of pesticides and quick-release feriilizers.
= Use efficient irrigation system; design 1o minimize runoff,
I Bl |PeckSpaiFountain | Provide connaction to the sanitary sewer to facliitate draining. . NI R|
- Food Service Provide sink or other area for equipment cleaning, which is: |
Equipment » Connected lo 2 grease interceptor prior fo sanitary sawer dlscharge
{pon- = Large enough for the largest mat or piece of equipment to be cleansd.
restential) ¥ Indoors or in an outdoor roofed area designed to prevent stormwater run-on .
and run-off, and signad 1o require eguipment washing In this area.
[1| [ | RefuseAreas | = Provide a roofed and enclosed area for dumpsters, recycling contalners, ete,, | | [Z
designed to prevent stormwater run-on and runaeff,
= GConnect any drains in or beneath dumpsters, compactorsé and tallow bin
areas serving food service facllities to the senitary sewer.
] Outcloor Process| Petform process activiles eitter Indoors or in roofed outdoor area, designed to O
Activities prevent stormwater run-on and runof, and to drain to the sanitary sewer.”
i Outdoor » Coverthe area or desigin o avoid pallutant contact with stormwater runoff. O
Equipraent/ » Locate area only on paved and contained araas.
Materials = Roof storage areas that will coptain non-hazardeus liguids, drain to sanliary
Storage sewet’, and contain by berms or shmilar,
3| | Vehicel » Roofad, pave and berm wash area t6 prevent stormwater run-on and runett, | 11| [
Equipment plumb 10 the sanitary sewer’, and sign as a desianated wash area,
Cleaning = Commersial car wash facitifies shall discharge to the sanitary sower.”
E1 | 3@ | vehice = Daslgnate rapai/maintenance area Indoors, or an outdoors area designedto | [[1| [
Equiptnant prevent stormwater run-on and runoff and provide secondary containment.
Repair and Do not install drains in the secondary confainment areas.
Maintenance No floor dralns unless pretreated prior o discharge to the sanitary sewer. © o
=  Gonnaect containers or sinks used jor parls cleaning 1o the sanltary sewer.
1| B | Fuel = Fueling areas shall have impermeable surface that is a) minimally graded to R
Dispensing prevent ponding and b) separated from the rest of the site by a grade break.
Areas = Canopy shall extend at feast 10 ft in each divection frem sach pump and draln
away from fusling area.
£ | B | Loading Docks ] = Cover andfor grade to minimize rup-on te and runoff from the loading area. |l
«  Position downspouts to direct stormwater away from the lpading area.
v Draln waier from loading dock areas to the sanitary sawer,”
« Ingtall door skids between the frailers and the building.
[ [ | Fire Sprinklers | Design for discharge of fire sprinkier fest water to tandscape or sanltary sewer.® [
7 Miscellanaous | = Drain condensate of air conditioning units to landscaping. Large air N
Drain or Wash conditioning units may connect to the sanitary sewer,
Watsr » Roof drains shall drain to unpaved area where pracficable.
= Drain boiler drain lines, roof fop equnpmant all washwater 1o sanitary sewer®.
21 & | Architectural = Discharge rinse water to sanitary sewer ®, or collect and dispose properly NI
Copper offsite. See flyer "Requirements for Architestural Copper.”
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Stormwater Requiremenis Checldist

[L.B. Implement construction Best Management Practices (RMPs) (Applies fo afl projects).

Yes
A

Best Management Practice (BMP)

Attach the munlcipality's construction BMP plan sheet (o project ;Jlans and reguire contractor fo implement the
applicable BMPs on 1he plan sheet,

Temporary erosion controls to siabllize all denuded areas unill permanent eroslon controls are established.

B og

Delineate with fisld markers clearing limits, easements, setbacks, sensitive or critical aress, buffar zones,
fress, and diginage courses,

Provide notes, speciflcations, or attachments describig the following:

» Consiruction, operation and maintenance of erosion and sediment controls, include inspestion frequancy,;
i « Nstheds and schedule for grading, excavation, fifling, clearing of vagetation, and storage and disposal of
! excavated or cieared material;

= Speclfications for vegstative caver & mulch, include methods and schedules for planting and fertilization;

» Provisions for temporary antdfor permanent irrigation.

I3 ERE R E]
o

Perform clearing and earth moving activities only during dry weather,

Use sediment controls or filiration fo remove sediment when dewatering and obtain all necessary permnits.
Protect all storm drain inlets in vicinity of site using sediment confrols such as berms, fiber rolls, or filters.

Trap sediment on-site, using BMPs such as sedimeni basins or fraps, earthen dikes or berms silf fences,
check dams, soil hlankets or mats, covers for soll sfock piles, efc.

Divart on-site runoff around exposed areas; divert off-site runoff around the site (e.g., swales and dikes),

Protect adjacent properties and undisturbed areas from construction impacts using vegetative buffer strips,
sediment barriers o filters, dikes, mulching, or other measures as appropriate,

Limit construction access routes and stabillze designated access paints.

No cleaning, fueling, or maintaining vehicles on-sife, except in a designated area where washwatar is
contained and fraatad.

Stare, handle, and dispose of construction materialsiwasies properly 1o prevent contact with stormwater,

B G| BN B EEE

Contractor shalt frain and provide instruction fo all employees/subconiractors ra: construction BMPs.

{Zontrot and prevent the discharge of all potential poliutants, including pavement cutting wastes, paints,
concrete, petroleum products, chemicals, washwater or sediments, rinse water from architectural copper, and
non-stormwater discharges to storm dralns and watercourses.

OO0 C|g) O-gp Dioigs

HHERT

PROJECTS THAT ARE NOT C.3 REGULATED PROJECTS STOP HERE!

ILE. Feasibilitylinfeasibility of Infiltration and Rainwater Harvesting/Use {Applies fo C.3 Regulated Projects ONLY)

- Except for some Speciaf Projects, C.3 Regulated Frofects must include low impact development {LID) treatment measures. LID

! treatment measures are rainwater harvesting, infiltration, evapotransplration, and biofreatment (landscape-based freatrment with special
soilg). Bictreaiment is allowaed ONLY if it Is infeasibls to fraat the amount of runoff speclfied in Provision C.5.d with rainwater
Harvesting, infiltrafion, ant evapotranspiration,

Yag No N/A
ILE.T s this project a “Speclal Projest”?  (See Appendix K of the C.3 Technical Guidance for
criteria.)
¥ If No, confinue fo ltem ILE.2, [ & |

> If Yos, orifthere is potential thaf the project MAY be & Specraf Project, complefe the
Special Projects Worksheet,

LE.2  Infiitration Potential. Based on shie-specific soli report’’, do site solls elther:
a. Have a safurated hydraulle conductivity {Ksat) Jess than 1.6 Inches/bour), or, if the
Kzat rate is not available, .
b.  Conslst of Type C or D solls? hd| [ I
¥ If Yes, Infiltration of the C.3.¢ amount of runoff is infeasible, Confinue fo HL.E.3.
¥ I No, complete the Infiliration Feasibility Worksheet, If infiltration of the C.3.d
amaunt of runoff is found fo be feasible, skip to ILE.8; if infiltration is found to he
infeasible, conlinue to ILE.S.

1 no site-spaciiic soll report is avatiable, refer to soll hydraulic conduclivity maps in C.3 Technlcal Guidance Appendix 1.

5 FINAL September 28, 2012




Stormwater Reguirements Cheokiist

I.E.3 Recycied Water. Check the box if the project Is Installing ang using a recysled water plumbling system for non-potable
watsr use, .
{0 The project is installing a recycled water plumbing system, and the instaliation of a second non-potable water system
for harvested rainwater Is Impracilcal, and considered infeasible due to cost considerations.
¥ [ you checked this box, there Is no need for furthar svaluation of rainwater harvesiing. Skip fo ILE.9.

ILE4 Potential Ralnwater Capture Arvea,

a. Refer io the Table of Imperviaus and Parvious Surfaces in Seelion |, and enter the
total syuare footage of impervious surface that will be replaced andfor created by the
project. 35,189 8q. ft.

b, If LB.6 indicates that 50% or more of the existing impervious surface will He replaced
with new impervious surface, then add any existing imparvicus surface that will remain

in place to the amount in [LE4.a, 0 Sq. ft.
¢. Convert the amount in tem ILE.4.b from sguare faat o acres (divide by 43,560), If

ILE.4.b is not applicabla, convert the amount in ILE 4.2 from square feat to acres. This 0.8l

is the profect's Potentlal Rainwater Gapfure Area, in acres. Acres

LES Landscape Irrigation: Feaslbiliiy of Ralnwater Harvesting and Llse

2. Enfer area of onslte landscaping. 0.033  Agres

b. Mulliply the Potential Rainwater Capture Arsa (the amount in ILE.4.c} imes 2.5, 2.0 Acres
¢ Is the amount In 11.E.5,a {onslte landscaping) LESS than 2.5 fimes the size of the A Yes 1 Ne
amou%’g? in 1.LE.8.b (the product of 2.5 times the size of the Potential Rainwater Capture
Araa) 7

¥ I Yes, iriigation use of the C.3.d amount of runoff Is infeasibie. Confinue to I1.E5.6.

¥ If No, it may be possible ta meet the trealment requirements by directing runoff
from imporviaus areas fo self-refaining areas (see Section 4.2 of the C.3
Technical Guidance). If not, referfo Table 11 and the curves in Appendix F of
the LID Feasibillty Report to evaluate feasibiiity of harvesting and using the €.3.d
amounht of runoff for irigefion. If thet analysis shows that i is feasible to harvest
and use the C.3.d anrount of runoff, complete Part § (Facfors Other than
Demand} of the Rainwaler Marvesting/Use Feaslhilify Worksheet. Skip to ILE. 7.

ILE.6 Indoor Non-Pofable Uses: Feasibility of Rainwater Harvesting and Use {check the box for the applivatie praject fipe,
then fill in the requested information and answer the question): 3

[ a. Residential Project

. Number of dwelling units (total post-project): Units

i. Divide amountin (i} by the amount in ILE 4.c (Potentlal Ralnwaier Capture Area): - Dufac

fli. Is the amount in (i) LESS than 100 dwelling units per acre of capture area? O Yes [1 No
Bl b. Commerciat Project

i.  Floor area {total interior post-project square footage): o Sg.it.

ii. Divide amount in (i} by the amount in ILE.4.c (Potential Rainwater Capture Area): 0 Bqftfac

fli. Is the amount in (if) LESS than 70,000 square fest per acre of capture area? B Yes L[] Ne

[Tl ©. School Project
L, Floor area ffotal interlor post-project square footage): e 5ot
ii. Divide amount in §) by the amount in L,E.4.c (Potential Ralnwater Capture Area); Sq.ft/ac

lii. Is the amount in {ii) LESS than 21,000 square feet per acre of capture area? [J Yes 11 Ne

n

3

2 Landsvaps areas must be contiguots and within the samee Drainage Management Area to irgate with harvested rainwater via gravity flow,
* Rainwater hatvested for indoor use Is typically used for tailet/urinal flushing, industrial processes, or other non-potable uses.
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‘ Stormwater Requirements Chechdist
iLE.6 Indoor Non-Petable Uses: Feasiblity of Rainwater Harvesting and Use {continued)

I3 d. Industrial Project
i.  Estimated demand for non-potable weter (galions/day): Gal,

ii. Isthe amountin (i} LESS than 2,4007 ' [l Yes [1 Ne

If you chechked “No', refer fo the curves in Appendix F of the LID Feasibility Report fo
evaluate feasibillly of harvesting snd using the C.3.d arount of runoff for industrial
use. T

£1 e Mixed-Use ResidentialiCommercial Project™ Residential Commercial

1. Number of residential dwelling units and square footage of

commercial floor area: Units Sqit.
. Percentage of total interior post-project floor area serving each

activily; % %
fit. Proraied Potential Rainwater Capture Area per aciivity (mulfiply

amount in |LEA.c by the percentages in [H]): Acres _ Acres
iv. Prorated project demand per acre of Potentie! Reinwater Capture

Area (divide the emounts In [] by the amounts in Jii]): Dufac ____ Sgftac

v. Is the amountin (iv) in the residential column Jess fthan 100 dwelling units per
acre of capture area, AND Is the amount in the commercial column less than
70,000 square fest per acrs of capture area? [3 Yes [J Neo

» Ifyou checked "Yes" for the above question for the applicable project fyps, rainwater harvesting for indoor use is
considered infeasible, uniess the project includes ons ar more buildings that each have an Individual roof area of
10,000 sq. 1. or more, In which cese further analysls fs nesded. Complste Seclons ILE.8 and ILES of this form for
aach such bullding, then confinue to ILET.

¥ ifyou checked "No” for the question applicable fo the fype of project, rainwater harvesting for indoor use may be
feasible. Compiate the Rainwater Harvesting Feasibility Worksheel, and then conlinue fo ILE.7.

ILE.T  Idenfify and Attach Additional Feaslibility Analyses

if further analysis is conducted based on results In ILE. 1, LE.2, ILEE, or H.E.6, indicate the analysis that is
conducted and attach the applicable form or other documentation (check all that appiy):

[Tl Special Projects Warkshest (if reguired in ILE.1)
[ infiltration Feasibilitty Worksheet (if required in ILE.2}

[ Rainwater Harvesting and Use Feasibility Worksheel (if required in ILE.8 or I.E.6), completed for:

[} The entire project ,
] Individual building{s), if applicable, describe;

[0 Evaluation of the feasibility of harvesting and using the C.3.d amount of runoff for irfigation, based on
Table 11 and the curves in Appendix F of the LID Feasibllity Report (If required in [LE.5).

[0 Evaluation of the feasibility of harvesting ard using the €.3.d armount of runoff for non-potable
industrial use, hased on the curves in Appendix F of the LID Feasibility Report {if required in LE.6.d),

ILE.8 Finding of Infiliration Feasibilitylinfeasibilily

infiliration of the C.3.d amount of runaff is nfeasible 17 any of the fellowing conditions apply (check all thet apply):
gl The "Yes" box wes checked for Hem ILE.2.
1 Completion of the inflitration Feasibifity Warksheet resulted in a finding that infiltration of the G.3.¢ amount of
runoif is infeasible,
¥  Based on the above evaluation, infiltration of the C.3.d amownt of runoff is (check one):
El infeaslible [0 Feaslble
S
1 For a mixed-use projest involving activities other than residential and commercial acivitios, follow the steps for residentisl/commerclal

mixed-use projects. Prorate the Potential Rainwater Caplure Area for each activity based on the percentags of the projest serving each
activity,
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Stormwater Requirements Checldist

ILE.2 Finding of Rainwater Harvesting and Use Feasibility/infeasiblilty

Harvesting and use of the C,3.d amount of runoff is infeasible if any of the following apply (check all that appiv):
The project will have a recycled water system for non-potable use (ILE.3}.
Only the *Yes" boxes were checked for lems 1LE.5 and HLE.8.

Completion of the Rainwater Harvesting and Use Feasibility Workshest resulted in & finding that harvesting and
use of the G.3.d amaount of funoff is infensible,

Evaluation of the feasibility of harvesting and using the C.3.d amount of runoff for irigation, based on Takle 11
and the curves in Appendix F of the LID Feasibllity Report, resulted In a finding of infeasibiiity.

Evaiuation of the feasibility of harvesting and using the C.3.d amount of runoff for non-potabls industrial use,
based on the curves in Appendhx F of the LID Feasibllity Report, resulted In a finding of infeasibility.

»  Based on the above svaluation, harvesting and using the C.3.d amount of runoff is (check ona):
[} Infeasible [ Feastble

O O osd

KE10. Use of Biotreatment

If findings of Infeasihility are mads in both 1LE.8 (Infiltration) and H.E.8 (Rainwater Harvesting and Uss), then the
applicant may uge appropriately designed bioratention facilities for compliance with (.3 freatment requirements.

»  Applicants using blofreaiment are encouraged to maximize infiltrafion of stormwater if sife condifions allow.

Continue to Section ILF on the next page.
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Stormwater Reguirements Checldist
ILF. Stormwater Treatment Measures {Anplies fo C.3 Regulatad Projacts)
ILEA  Check the applicable box and indicate the freatment measures fo be included In the projest.

Yas No

[ [l | Isthe project a Spactal Project?  If yes, consulf with municipal staff about the need to prepare a discussion
of the feastbility and Infeasiblilty of 100% LID treatment. Indlcate the iype of hon-LID treatment {0 be used,
the hydraulle sizing method®, and perceniage of the amount of runoff specified in Provislon C.3.d that is
treated:

on-LID Treatment ' Hydralic sizing method % of C.3.d ampunt of runoff freatad
i [l Media filter

Cl Tree well filler

1 { Is it infeasible to freat the C.3.d amount of runoff using either Infiliration or rainwater harvesting/use {see
ILE.8 and ILE.9)? if ves, indicate the biotreatment measures to be used, and the hydraulic sizing meihod:
Blotreatment Maasures Mydraulic slzing method
Bioratention aren Flow Based 2{c)
[11 Flow-through planter
'] Other {specify):

[N [T | tsitfeasible fo treat the C.3.d amount of runoff using elther Infiltration or rainwater harvesting/use (see LE& -
and ILE.9)? If yes, indicate the non-biotreatment LID measures to be used, and hydravlic sizing method:
LID Treatment Measure (non-blotreatment) Hydraulic; sizing method
[l Rainwater harvesting and use
[1 Bioinfiltration®
[ Infittration trench
1 Gther {speciiy);

! . ) * Hydraulic Sizing Method: Indicate which of the following Provision C.3.d.i hydrautic sizing mathods were used:

1. Volume based approaches — Refer to Provision C.3.d.L{1):
1{&} Urban Runoff Quality Management approach, or
1{b} 80% capiure approach (recommendesd volume-based approach).

2. Flow-based approaches — Refer to Provision C.3.d.1.(2):
2a) 10% of 50-year peak flow approach,
2{b) Percentile rainfall intensity approach, or
2{c) 0.2-inch-per-hour Intensity approach (thiz is recommended flow-based approach AND the basis for the 4% rule of
thumb described in Section 5.1 of the C.3 Technical Guidance).

: 3. Combination hydraylic slzing approach — Refer to Provision C.3.d.L{3):
3 : if a combination fiow and velume design basis was used, indicate which flow-based and valume-based criteria wers used.

1.6, Is the project a Hydromoedification Management™ (HM) Preject? (Complete this section for C.3 Regulated Projects)

1.1 Doss the project create andfor replace 1 acre (43,560 sg. ft.) or more of Impervious surface? (Refer to lterm LB.1.)
[l Yes. Coninue to itern 1.G.2.
B No. The project Is NOT required fo incorporate HM measures. Skip to ifem Il,@. 6 and check “No.”

IL.G.2 s the total impervious area increased over the pre-project condition? {Refer to ltem LB.1.)
1 vYes, Confinue to fiem 11.G.8. :
O MNo. The project is NOT required to incorporate HM measures. Skip to Hem ILG.6 and check “No.”

% See Section 6.1 of the C.3 Technical Guidance for condltions In which bioratention areas provide bioinflltration.

** Hydromodification is the mediflication of & sireany's hydrograph, taused In general by increases in fiows ari durations that resuli when land
is developed {made more mpervieus), The effests of hydromodiication (nclude, but are notlimited to, Increased bed and bank ercsion, joss of
habiat, Increased sediment transport and deposition, and increased fleoding. Hydremaodification management control measures are designed
to reduce these effects.

o
o
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Stormwater Requirements Checklist

11.63.3 s the site loeaied in & tidally influenced/depositional area, or in the exireme eastern portlon of the county that Is not subje{:i
{o HM requirements? {See HMP Susceptibility Map in Appendix | of the C.3 Technical Guidance.)

I3 Yes. Project is exempt from HM requirements, Attach map indicating project location. Skip to I1.G.6 ana’ check “No
I71 No. Continue to 11.G.4.

I.G.4 Is the site located in & high slope 2one or spacial consideration watershed, as shown on the HMP Susceptibility Map?
1 Yes. Profect is subject fo HM requirements, Attach map indicating project lovafion. Skip to IL.G.6 and check "Yes."
[ No. Gontinue fo ILG.5.

NG5 Forsltes lacated in & white area on the HMP Susceptibility Map, has an engineer or qualified environmental professtonal

determined that runoff from the project flows only through a hardenet channel or enclosed pipe along its entire length
before emplying into a waterway In the exempt area?

[3 Yes. Project is exempt from HM reguirements. Affach slgned statement by qualified professional. Go fo I1.6.6 and
check "No.”

[1 No. Project is subject to HM reguirements. Affach map indicating profect location. Go fo flem G.6 and check "Yes."

1.G.6 s the project a Hydremedification Management Project?
L1 Yes. The project is subject fo HM requirements in Provision C.3.g of the Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit,
B No, The project is EXEMPT from HM requlrernents,

3 HM requirements are impracticable. {Attach documentation needed to comply with the impracticability provision in
MRP Aftachment B.)

¥ IFthe profact is subject fo the HM requirements, incorporate In the profect ﬂaw duration stormwater control measures
designed such that post-project stormwatar discharge rates and durations match pre-project discharge rates and
durations. The Bay Area Hydrology Mode! (BAHM) has been developed fo size flow durafion conirols. See
www.havarsafivdroloaynodelorg. Guidance is provided in Chapter 7 of the G.3 Technical Guidance.

fL.H Stormwater Treatment Measure and/HM Conirol Owner or Operator's Information:
Name:__-3 ATW EST /o0 P@m_ﬁﬁfﬂfS
pddress: L0\ CALAFDrnds ST Sulie 3"{{\% =i LA i)
Phone;_*{ I~ w:‘?’i’i'j;myl’f Email;

¥ Applicant must call for ingpection and receive inspection within 45 days of installation of freatment messures andior
hydromodification ranagement confrofs.

Name of applicant complating the form; David Franco

Signature;_ %&‘4‘”"”’3 Date: 6-18-2014
|-

80 For Completion By Municipal Stalf

HI1 Alternative Certification: Was fhe treatment system sizing and design reviewad by a quallfled third-party professional that
Is not a member of the project team or agency staff?

[1vYes ] No Name of Reviewer

2. Cenfirtm Operations and Malntenance (O&N) Subhmittak:

The following questions apply to C.3 Regulated Frojects end Hydromodification lanagement Frojects,
Yes Ne NiA

fll2.a Was maintenance plan submitiad? 0 M i}
.2.b Was maintenance pkan approved? (] [l {a
li,2.c Was maintenance agreement submltted? (Date executed:____ . )Y [] i [

7]

¥ Attach the oxecuted mainfenance agreement as an appendix fo this checkiist.
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Starmwater Requlrements Cheokiist
.3 Incerporate HM Controls {if reguired)

R Ave the applicable items for HM complianee included in the plan submittal?

Yes No NA | Documentation for HM Compliance .

[l [} L1 | Siie plans with pre~ and post-projact impervious surface areas, surface flow directions of entire
site, locations of fiow durafion conirols and site design measures per HM site design requirament

Ll X | Sails report or other site-speciic documant showing sofl fypes at all parls of site

L 1 X if project uses the Bay Area Hydrology Model (BAHM), & list of mode} inpuds.

| ] [ | i project uses custom modeling, & summary of the modsling caloudatiobs with cotresponding
graph showing curve matching {existing, post-projact, and post-project with HM controls curves),
goadness of fit, and (@lowable) low fiow rate,

M| 11 [ | # project uses the Impracticabliity Provislon, a listing of all applicable costs and a brief description
of the aiternative HM project (name, location, date of start up, entity responsible for.
maintenance).

i | [ | ifthe project uses alternafives to the default BAMHM approach or settings, & written description

and ratiohale.

>  Municipal staff: Refer to the “Flow Duration Gonirol Review Worltsheet for HIA Submiftals™ to review fhe
dosumentation submifted for HM compliance.
L4 Annual Dperations and Maintenance (O%M) Submittals:

For C.3 Regulated Projects and Hydromodification Management Projects, Indicate the dafes on which the Applicant submitted
annual reporls for profect O8M:

.5 Commenis:

11.6 Motes:
Section | Notes:
Bection |l Notes:;
Section Il Notes:

HLT Project Close-Out:

7.2 Were final Condifions of Approval met? [ [

HL7.b  Was initlal inspection of the complated irestmentHM measure(s) corducted? [ I 0
(Date of inspaction;____ }

W.7.¢  Was mairtenance plan submitted? ] [ 4
{Date executed: }

I.,7.d  Was project information provided to staff responsible for O8M verification inspections? (] [ [
(Date provided to inspection staff; )

Name of staff confirming project is closed out;

Sighaiure: . Date:

Name of O&M staif receiving information;

Signature: Date:

Appendices
Appendix A: O&M Agreement
Appendix B: Q&M Annual Report Form
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Bay-Friendly Basics Landscape Checklist

“This Bay-Friendly Basles Checklist is for all new consfruction end renovation of landstapes that are 2,500 square
feet of inigaled area or greater and require a permit, The Bay-Friendly Basics represents the 9 required practices
i . Srom the Bay-Friendly Landscape Scorecard. (tis considerad a minimum saf of practices 1o improve the
snvirenmantal performance of the landscape, Projects are recommended 1o to meet all applicable measures on
the checklist, For measures thed are not applicable or are not in the project's scope of work, check "N/A" and
make a nofe of why ihe measure does notapply to the project (attach additional sheets if necessary). For
elaotronic coples of this checkist, and other Bay-Friendly Landscaping resources, visil: www BayFriendiv.org

praject; 4ih & Spenger
Address; 1901 Fourh Strast, Batkelay DA Date: <June 20th, 2014

Yos No WA Measure & Reguiremeant Docymentation Notes
FAL I 1 Muleh
) Reguirement » Subrnlt square foolage of planting areas as Area Tres Planisrs:
Al soft on sile s protected with a minium of 3 wall as cubiz vards raquirad o cover planting 18251 ’
inches of mulch after constyuction. areas to a minkmum three-nch {3*) depth, Gubic Yards Muchc
~ Submlt & dellvery ticket or recelpt of j{:s:‘g;sws'
Respmandation purchased muleh andfor, seast
lse renycled or greenwastie mulch Instead of - Subrmilt recelpts for eheet mulghing materlals | Gubic Yards Nich;
fandscape fabric. Trees identified for removaiare  Jandior, Sadyd
chipped and used on site as mulch, on-site storage  |* (Optioral) Submit photos of irees being Area Parking Planters:
space permitting. ) chipped for mulch (If applicable). éﬁsﬁaﬂs phsch:
276yt i
Reference
Bay-Friendly Landscaps Guidefines, Practice 4.1; 25%“12?:?"' Plantors:
Bay-Friondly Guide lo Muleh, avakable at Cubic Vards Mugte
www, BayFriendly.org. Provides sources of resyelod 10,38 yd?
mulch and propar application of mulch and
information an sheet muiching. Ares Passn Plantors:
2356 of
Cubio Yards Much:
0.87 ydt
Amend the Solt with Compast Before Planting
Requirement + Submit the site soll or imported topsoeil
Compost Is specified as the soil amendment, atthe  Janalysis. No suils analysis is reguired if 1 of To be
raies indicalad by & solf analysls to bing the soll compost is used. included in
prganic matter content to a minimim of 3.5% by dry |+ Submit+H35 compost datalls from RS
waight or 1 inch of compost. IEthe imperted orsite  Jconstruction dacuments, Sp@G!f!C&"t[OﬂS
soil meals the organic content of 3.8% or more, then |+ Submilt the recelpt or delivery ticket for the
the requirement |5 waived. compost, indicating the amount of the compost
delivered/purchased.
Recommendation
Purchase compast from & producsr who particlpates |8 waiver is requesied based on soll organic
it tha £).S. Composting Councli's Stanttard Testing  |metfer content er the needs of plani palefle.
Assurance{STA} program 1o ensure gualily. » Submita completed piant palette with species
that need little/no sull organlc.matter identified,
Refersnce and inclute the source of information on their
Bay-Friendly Lantiscaps Guidelines, Practice 4.7;  |soll needs OR
Mode) Bay-Friendly Solf specifications, at + Subsit a solls report that Indicates the soil has
www BavFriendly.org; LLS. Compnsting Councll an organic matter content of 3.8% or greater.
Slandard Testing Assurance program expianation ’
arf list of paricipating producers can be fourd al:
www compostingsaencilorg
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Bay-Friendly Basics Landscape Checldist

Yos Ho NiA

Measure & Regulrement

Documantation

Notes

i1l 13- Reduce and Recycle Landscape Construction Waste

Rargulrement

Divert 50% of lantscape construction and
demolition wasle by weight. Verify the locat
furisdiction’s minlmurn requirement and reporting
prosedures for construeiion and demoligon (C&D)
recycling.

Reference:

StopWaste,Ony, Builders’ Gulde to Reuso &
Retyeting: A Directory for Construttion and
[emolition Materials and sampla Waste
Management Plan for recycling C&D malerfais at
v BuildGreanMow.Org.

» State the peroent divarsion goal In the design
documents.

~ List specific goals and recytling end ruse
requlrarrents In plans and specifications.

* Require confractors to review the waste
rianagement plan with subcontractors and to
include contract language requiring
subgontraciors comply with the plan,

= Prior to constructfon, complete s construztion
waste managemsent plan. The City should
pravide a smaple template, o one can be
dewnloaded at www BuildGresnNay.org.

» After construction, provide fingl waste
managentent plas with backup documentation,
if materials were sent to a C&D Recycling
facility, apply a facility average diversion rate
because nof ali matesials can be recydlad,
Mogt large C&D facliities have a calculated
divarsion rate and cen provkie you with
dosumentation stafing the percentage of
materials racycled at that facility {typically 50%
to B0%},

To be
included in
specifications

S

Choose & Logate Plants to Grow to Natural Size

Reguiramsnt

Species will be selected and planis spaced io allow
them to grow to thelr natural size and shape .
Pruning for siructural integeity and health of plant is
petrltted. It addition, plants jocatett in a row or
adjacant to buildings, sidewalks or roads will be
spaced between thelr minimum and maximem
mature plant spresd according to a published
refarence plant book and stiit fit inle thier planiing
araa without significant overhang. Trees must meel
the spacing requiraments only when adiacent fo
butldings, In a row or other adjacent fo ether vestical
chstructions, Vines are not subject to spacing
refpirements.

Reaference

Bay-Friendly Landfsvape Guldelines , Practices 2,1,

Bay-Friendly Plant lists are available at

www. BavFriendlv.org, BronsetinCarl, David Frogs
end Bart OBrlen, California Netive Flants for the
Garden, East Bay Municipal Ulility District, Flanfs
and Landseapes for Summer Dry Climeles;
Sunset, Western Garden Book.

- Submit plant legora indicating plant spacles,
spacing and mature spread of plant. Indicate
thie source of information on spacing and
spread.

= Submit a statement signad by the Landscaps
Architect, Deslgner or Conteactor verifying that
installed plants meet this requirement.

See Planting
Plan & Plant
List

Verion 2.1 December 2011
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Bay-Friendly Basies Landscape Checldist

Plant & Pest as thvasive In the'Sah-Franclsce, Bay
Area are Insloded in the planting plan.

Definition

An Invasive speites Is defined as & specles that Is
non-native (ar alien) to the ecosystem under
consideration and whose infroduction causes or is
tikelay to cause economic or anvironmental harm or
harm to human health. Federal Executive Order
1311,

Reference

Bay-Friendly Landscape Gulelines, Practice 2.1d;
Don't Plant A Pestbrochures for trees and planis
avaiiablo at www.cal-ing.arg:

winw. cablpe. orgf|plinventoryhvesdlist.ohp.

invasive to the Sen Franclsco Bay-Area.

+ Submit the complate plani paletis.

+ Submit a statenent signed by the Landscape
Architect, Deslgner or Conteattor confiming
that ne invasive species were substituted for
specified spesies,

Ya‘s Na NIA Moasuyre & Requivament Docummghtation Notes
: Ej] 5. Do Mot Plant Invasive Plant Spacies
Reguiremont » Corpare the eomplate list of plants b the .
None of the plant speoies listed by CAL-IPC's Don't | plant palette to the CalIPC st of plants that are | Sa€ Plant List

. Grow drougiit tolerant CA native, Mediterranean or climate adapied planis

Rexiirement

A minimur of 75% of the tatal number of plants in
non-turf areas must pe species that require no er
Jithe summer watesing once established, Species
shiould be adapted 10 the dlimate ln which they will
be planted, a5 referencedt by a published plant
reference. If plants are given a rangs of waler nesds
from “peccasional to moderate” for example, the
landseape designer must determine if the plant will
require slther oceasional or moterate watering
based o site, soil, and ciimate conditions and
calegorize the plant appropriately,

Recommendation
Califernta native or Maditerranesn spaties are
strongly recammended.,

Reference
BayrFrIandly Lsndsca,ue Gm’de!!nas Practioe 4.2

« Submit & plant legend that ldantifies specles.
number of plants, ¥rigation requirements (and
ireference sourge of the water requirensent),
total number of drought tolerant plants and iotal
number of npr-urf plants. (download a Bay-
Friendly plant lagend tamplate to facilitate this
process at www.BayFriendiy.om).

» Subinil a statement slgned by the Landscape
Architest, Designer or Contraclor verifying that
installed plants mest this tequirement.

See Planting
Plan & Pant
List

Version 2.1 December 2011
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Bay-Friendly Busics Landscape Checklist

Yeu Ho WA Measura & Requirament Bocumantation Notes
7. Minimize the fawn
Reguirement » Sybmit calculations of square feet of turf,
A maximum of 25% of fotal Irrigated area.is axcluding eports and multiple use fislds, and No lawn
speciied as turd, with sports of mittiple use fiekds sruate foel of total irrigated area, included in
axempted, = Submt planting plans with sports and multiple )
use felds identified, Melude a statementahout | Project

Reference

Bay-Friendly Landscape Guldeiings, Pracilce 4.3;
Bay-Friendly Lawn Allernatives plant list at

www. BavEriendly.org: Brookiyn Botanle Garden
Publications, Fasy Lawns, Law Maintenance Nafive
Grasses for Gardeners Everywhere.

the purpose of multiple use fields.

+ Submit as stalement signed by the .
Landscape Architect, Deslaner or Contractor
ihat installed turf rneets the requiremenis for
this credit.

8, Specify Weather-Based brripation Controllers (autematic, self-adjusting) that Inckides 2 Moisture &/or Rein Sensor Shirteff
T |Reguirement » Submit the make and mods! and product
Waenther-based irdgation controllers, soll moisture  jsheet of the {rvigation controller, To be
based contrallers or other self-adjusting imigation + Provide a statement gigned by the Landscape inclu ded in
contrallers, shall be required for all Irgation Architent, Designar or Contractor that the . .
systorns, Installed controller is a self-adjusting model and Spef:lfma’mns
Includes shut off capacity.
Reference
Bay-Friendly Landscape Gulkielines, Praclice 4.6,
;T EBMUD website has a list of recommended self
! j adjusting conirollers at www.ebrsud.com,
. Sprinkler & Spray Heads are Not Specifiod for Areas Less Than § Feet Wide
Requirernent + Subimil statement algned by ks Landscape
Sprinkler and spray heads are not specified in areas JArchitect, Deskiner or Contractor veritying that Tobe
{ess than or equal to 8 feet wids to prevent Irfigation as Installed does not have sprinkier or included in
overspray and runoff. Acceptable alternatives spray heads in planied areas less than 8 feet o
include drip, subsurface drip, bubblers er no wide. specifications
trrigation. Bubblars shall not excead 1.5 gallons per
minule per bubbler,

Bay-Frisndly Basics: Bay-Friendly Basics represents the § required practites in the Bay-Friendly Landsc.ayé Beorecard, Landscapes that achieve the

Bay-Friendly Basles will achleve signlfisant environmental benefits for the project and community as well as taking the first step toward becoming a Bay-Frisndly
Rated Landscape. f a praject Is Interested In seeking to quatiy as a Bay-Friendly Rated Landscape, It must also earn a minimum of 60 points on the Bay-

Friendly Lantscape Seorecard amd be evaluated by a qualiled Bay-Friendly Rater. Piease vish www,BayfiiendlyCoalition.org to learn more about teXing this
next step in suslainabllity. The Bay-Fiiendly Basies is not a substitute for exercising sound judgment In parficular circumstances, Rather, the Bay-Friendly Basics
is deslgned to help local governments raise the minimum enviranmentst requirements for landscape projects that req%ire 8 heirni.

} This ehecklist works well with the Small Comerclal Green Bullding Checkiist avalluble at www.&tapv)vaste.urgismallcmnmerclaI.
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SUMMARY

SITE: This project, the Spenger Block, is bounded by Fourth Street &
Fifth Street and Hearst & University and is zoned CW

PROJECT GOAL:

This urban infill project in the West Berkeley CW Zone will merge the
ambiance and scale of Fourth Street with the Spenger Block. This project
will revitalize Spongers and thus help save a City of Berkeley Land Mark
building. The project will extend Fourth Street one block South and
connect it with the emerging commercial/residential area south of the
University overpass.

PROJECT DETAILS:

A. Spengers Restaurant will be reduced in size from 25,250 sq ft to
15,940 sq ft.

1. 1,200 sq ft restaurant office area will be demolished.
2. 2,320 sq ft. will be converted into a Beer Garden Restaurant
3. 5,790 sq ft of the restaurant will be converted to retail.

B. New Construction:

1. On the corner of Hearst and Fourth Street a new building
9,200 ft of retail and 9,000 office above. 31 feet in height.

2. On the corner of Hearst and Fifth Street a new building
4,400 ft of retail 17 feet in height.

3. 1,200 ft outdoor beer garden patio
700 sgft. of “incubator retail” will be created.

C. The project impact:

1 With the demolition of Zentrum Retail (13,300 sqgft.) and
Spenger office (1,200 sq ft.) the net increase in total sq ft
for the entire block is 10,000 sq ft.

2 Project Parking is increased by 33 spaces over the current
77 spaces available. 100 customer spaces will be
available across from Spenger’s restaurant. Thus, 210
spaces are available to service total project square footage
of 65,700 sq ft of Restaurant, Retail, and Office uses

2 June 25, 2014



Fourth & Spenger
PROJECT OVERVIEW

This urban infill project is located on Fourth Street between Hearst and
University Ave is zoned CW. The site is also the original home to
Spengers Restaurant a designated City of Berkeley Landmark. The goals
for this project are threefold:

Goals:

1. To assure the preservation of this City of Berkeley
Landmarked Building.

The restaurant facility will be modernized and renovated. The
Spenger restaurant will be reduced in size from 25,260 to
15,940 sqft. The reduction in size is mainly accomplished by
converting space to 5,790 sqft. to retail and a 2,320 sqft. beer
garden.

2. To integrate the Spenger block between Hearst and
University Ave. to the fabric of Fourth Street.

We create a point in the middle of the Fourth Street Spenger
block where the new building meets the older Spenger building.
At this meeting point there is a Paseo which will generate major
pedestrian activity. The pedestrian Paseo is created by old and
new buildings. The architecture of each building contributes
equally to the life of the street and the Paseo .

3. To connect two growing areas separated by University Ave.
overpass.

By locating the Paseo in the middle of the block, the hub of
activity will reach out and link the emerging neighborhood South
of the overpass.

3 June 25, 2014



Modernizing Spengers Facilities

The Spenger facility is currently oversized for the marketplace. In
order to insure economic survival of this specialized restaurant facility, the
size of the restaurant must be reduced. Spengers will be reduced in size
from 25,350 to 15,940 square feet.

The plan is to remove a small 1,200 square foot office from the site
and convert 8,110 square feet from restaurant to small retail shops and a
beer garden. The Spenger facility is also burdened by an outdated 13,300
retail space (formally Zentrum antiques), which will be demolished. (See
Demolition/conversion diagram below)

New Construction ste
500 sa 1t ¢

Matal
L3 13,300 5 !
46 Park
L sk Bt , Yo Ba Demoliehed oy -
n.ﬁ’ { e
°
<
a . ‘ - 3
- Esisteg Retal | =
~ Source” p|  Bear Garden <
» 2 %’ a| Conversion = >
s | ) -
. ° =
Ii Nov: Con'f'::u.cbon site N :
Yol 2 i . Retat
2 N Conversion
h Oemolrshant
:‘N | Fourth Street
w L ——
Spenger Parking Lot - not part of this project
Existing Reted ]
{4
-4

° Existing site and demolition plan
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Removal of a 13,300 foot metal structure shown above was formerly
Zentrum Antiques. Its removal allows for the creation of 110 car parking lot.
This new parking area will be screened and generously landscaped and
include Bio Swale filtration/landscaping treatment to filter rain water.

5 June 25, 2014



Connecting Spengers to Fourth Street

The survival of Spengers will depend on generating new customers.
At present Spengers stands isolated in a sea of parking with no pedestrian
traffic. Itis an island to itself. Our goal is to integrate Spengers into the
fabric of the pedestrian traffic of Fourth Street.

We create this connection between the old and the new by
constructing new buildings on the two corners of Hearst & Fourth Street and
Hearst & Fifth Street. The site for the larger building on the corner of Fourth
& Hearst is designed to maximize activities in the center of the Spenger
block. This is cleverly achieved by the creation of a small Paseo of retail &
office activity. The Paseo then terminates at the beer garden restaurant and
several small “incubator retail ” spaces; this will help to energize the Paseo.

Fifth Siraal
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Fourth Straesi

This project will continue the design patterns demonstrated by
Fourth Street of street retail. Buildings are low in scale, maximizing views
of sky and sun. The new building continues the street wall of small
storefronts with parking in back of buildings and the pedestrian rhythm. All
these elements respect the land marked Spenger building and bring
Fourth Street to this next block.
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The new building at the corner of Fourth Street is at a two story scale
which carries the Fourth Street experience to the Spenger Block. The
building is no more than 31’ in height. With such a low scale the building
integrates and enhances the landmarked Spengers building.

view new building corner Hearst and Fourth Street

7 June 25, 2014



New building proposed for corner 5™ Street and Hearst.

View of 740 Hearst. Exterior remodel to accommodate new accessibility ramp

Linking Fourth Street to Residential

To the South of Spenger’s a new residential neighborhood is emerging.
Five hundred new housing units will be at or near Fourth and University
8 June 25, 2014



Ave., 250 of these units are already in place. 250 more are planned to be
constructed within the next 18 months.

These new neighbors will help to activate the new Paseo and retail shops
along Fourth Street. And likewise, the proposed plan will encourage
Fourth Street shoppers to explore new shops emerging just south of the
University overpass. Thus, this project creates the linkage for two West
Berkeley neighborhoods, Fourth Street North and Fourth Street South.

Small retail shops on both sides of the Paseo and the main office entry to
the second floor office energizes the middle of the Spenger block.

9 June 25, 2014



Two sub neighborhood areas connected by the activity node at the center
of the Spenger

Impact on the City of Berkeley Land Marked Building

In 1998 the exterior fagade of the fourth street frontage of
Spenger’s Restaurant was landmarked by the City of Berkeley. Special
consideration was given to the cottage dating back to 1892. We honor
this designation in several ways. All new construction is low in scale and
does not overwhelm the Spenger building. The changes we are
requesting do not effect the 1892 cottage. The changes we request will
bring more activity and life to the street. Raising the activity level will
enhances Spenger’s ability to survive economically. Survival of the
restaurant will, in the final analysis, save this highly specialized, land
marked building.
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At present time only one entry node exists along this 400 foot strech of
sidewalk. The small office section to the left of this rendering will be
removed

Our plan to place one storefront entry in the middle of the Spenger
building and convert parts of the building to retail. This will bring the
block to life. The 1892 cottage portion is strictly landmarked and remains
unaltered. A complete Historical Assessment Report by Interactive
Resources is a part of this submission.

proposed new streetscape for Spengers

Landscape Plan

Landscape of trees and plants is an integral part of the Fourth
Street pedestrian experience. The plan will continue the successful
pattern of street trees on 4 sides of the Spenger block. Parking areas are
screened and fully landscaped in accordance with the Bay Friendly
Landscaping Program.

The Paseo is designed with permeable materials in accordance
with the C3 requirements. All new roof run off of water will also be
captured and directed into Landscaped beds that feature Bio Swale
filtration that will treat all storm water run off.
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Parking and Transportation

At the present time there are 77 parking spaces on site and 100
spaces across Fourth Street in the Spenger lot. These spaces are
committed as customer parking spaces for the restaurant. The current
parking configuration serves 56,600 square feet of retail and restaurant
uses.

The proposed plan demolishes 14,500 square feet, of retail and
restaurant uses, and builds 24,600 feet of new construction. Therefore,
the net increase of all buildings is 10,000 feet. In the new plan parking
increases from 77 spaces to 110 spaces. In the new plan the 100 spaces
across the street remain as customer spaces. Thus, there are 210 spaces
available to serve customers and employees of this project.

The plan also provides for:

36 Bicycle racks
4 low emission vehicle parking spaces
3 public Charging stations
26 Public parking meters under the overpass within 100 feet.
Proximity to Transportation hub
a. AC Transit hub is within 300 feet of the site
b. The Capital Corridor train also is within 300 feet.
6. Taxi stands are in view of site .

agrONE
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Aerial View Proposed Project
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PROJECT DATA SUMMARY

EXISTING PLAN

PROPOSED PLAN.

EXISTING PROPOSED
Square Feet PARKING/CODE PARKING Square Feet PARKING/CODE PARKING
footnotes 100  customer footnotes 100 customer
RESTAURANT 25,250 1 84 77 RESTAURANT 19,460 1 65 110
OFFICE 2,000 2 Bl OFFICE 11,000 2 22
RETAIL 28,600 3 57 RETAIL 35,390 3 71
TOTAL ALL BUILDING 55,850 " 145 cars 177 cars TOTAL ALL BUILDING 65,850 " 158 cars 210 cars
footnotes footnotes
Spengers 25,250 1 Spengers 15,940 1 TOTAL INCREASE IN SQ.FT. 10,000
Beer Garden 2,320 1
office on top 2,000 2 Beer Garden Patio 1,200 1 TOTAL INCREASE PARKING: 33 cars
Office on Top 2,000 2
Anthropology 11,500 3 2nd floor Hearst & 4th S 9,000 2
Zentrum Antiques 13,300 3
PaperSource 3,800 3 Paseo Retall 3,890 3
Fish Market Retail 1,900 3
Maker Shack Retall 700 3
1st floor Hearst & 4th St 9,200 3
Anthroopology 11,500 3
PaperSource 3,800 3
Retall hearst & 5th Stree 4,400 3
55,850 " 65,850
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Neighborhood Meeting

An invitation was sent out to 275 neighbors and neighborhood
groups inviting them to a presentation at 5:30 pm on June 12 The project
was presented at the offices of Abrams/Millikan on Fourth Street.
Approximately 20 people attended. We received generous verbal support
and interest for the project by most of the attendees. Seven neighbors
signed a petition in favor of the project. A copy of the invitation and the
signed petition is submitted with the application.

About Jamestown Properties, Owner

Founded in 1983 in Cologne, Jamestown is a leading real estate
investment firm with U.S. headquarters in Atlanta and regional
offices in New York, Washington, DC, Boston, and San Francisco.
Jamestown is known for prominent landmark properties including
Chelsea Market and One Times Square in New York, The Newbury
Collection in Boston, and 22 Fourth and Ghirardelli Square in San
Francisco.

Jamestown is more than a traditional real estate private equity firm
focused on allocating capital. Rather, Jamestown is a full-service
real estate operating platform. Jamestown is an engaged ownetr,
with a multi-disciplined team of professionals who understand
business and take an active role in supporting tenants success.
For more information go to: www.JamestownLP.com

15 June 25, 2014



PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT
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Artists Concept

PROJECT INFORMATION
1901 & 1919 Fourth Street

e Structural Alteration Permit

e Minor Partial Demolition

* Construct new Parking Lots

* New Mixed Use Retail Two Story
Structure of approx 18,000 SF &

* 4,400 New Single Story Retail

APPLICANT INFORMATION

Elliott Abrams
Abrams ¢ Millikan
1834 Fourth St.
Berkeley, CA. 94710
510 306 - 8580

For More information check the
Planning Department Web Page:
www.ci.berkeley.ca.us/planning
or call 510 981-7410

PUBLIC MEETING NOTICES:
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FOURTH & SPENGER
APPLICANT’'S STATEMENT
HISTORICAL RESOURCE ASSESSMENT
for
LPC STRUCTURAL ALTERATION PERMIT

1919-1955 Fourth Street and 740/750 Hearst
Berkeley, California

June 27, 2014

Prepared for
Abrams/Millikan
1834 Fourth Street

Berkeley, CA

Prepared by
Kimberly Butt, AIA
Interactive Resources, Inc.
117 Park Place
Richmond, CA
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Executive Summary

The project known as Fourth and Spenger proposes to maintain Spenger’s Fresh Fish Grotto restaurant as
a West Berkeley cultural icon; reinstate retail at the former location of the 1949 fish market; revitalize the
Spenger’s building; and continue the successful retail of Fourth Street south below Hearst Avenue. The
current property includes two parking areas, one single-story commercial building on Hearst Avenue, a
warehouse on Fifth Street, and the Spenger’s building on Fourth Street. The proposed project includes:

¢ the construction of a new, two-story commercial building at the corner of Hearst and Fourth;
¢ the construction of a new one-story commercial building at the corner of Hearst and Fifth;

e the demolition of the Fifth Street warehouse;

o selective demolition and alteration of the north end of the Spenger’s building;

o the development of a new commercial alleyway or “paseo”;

e the expansion of the Fifth Street parking lot.

The Spenger’s building is a listed City of Berkeley Landmark, and as such any alterations to the building
are to be reviewed by the Landmark Preservation Commission (LPC) and must meet the provisions of the
Berkeley Municipal Code, Chapter 3.24 and the applicable Standards in the Secretary of the Interior’s
Standard for the Treatment of Historic Properties. After a thorough review of the site, the property and
the proposed project Interactive Resources asserts the following findings:

o the Spenger’s building is a City of Berkeley Landmark, and therefore a historic resource as
defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA);

e no other building on the property appears to be eligible for listing as a historic resource;

o the proposed new buildings appear compatible in overall size, scale, mass and style;

o the proposed alterations to the Spenger’s building do not conflict with the provisions of the
Berkeley Municipal Code, Chapter 3.24;

¢ the proposed alterations to the Spenger’s building meet the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards.

It appears that the building was designated primarily for its cultural significance as an iconic restaurant
and fish market started by Johann Spenger in West Berkeley, as well as for the building’s connection to
West Berkeley’s maritime history. The character defining features as identified in the LPC minutes from
the building’s designation include the Fourth Street frontage, in particular the original gable-roof
residence in the center of the fagade. The LPC minutes also identified the numerous maritime artifacts as
significant to the property, however these artifacts are the personal property of the Spenger family and
their ultimate disposition is not under the control of the current property owner. Further, the Fifth Street
warehouse was specifically excluded from the Landmark designation, and is not considered a historic
resource. The proposed project would preserve and rehabilitate the most significant features of the
Spenger’s building and the Fourth Street frontage. The proposed alterations would occur primarily at the
north end and would encompass later building additions that do not notably contribute to the building’s
cultural significance. In conclusion, Interactive Resources, Inc. finds that the proposed project would be
beneficial to the property and the surrounding area in terms of viability, aesthetics and historic
compatibility, and meets the necessary outlined provision for historic properties.

Fourth & Spenger Applicant’s Statement - Historical Resource Assessment
LPC Structural Alteration Permit Page 1 of 27
Interactive Resources Project No. 2013-073



Introduction

Background Information

The proposed project known as Fourth and Spenger is located in West Berkeley on a site bound by Fourth
Street and Fifth Street between Hearst Avenue and University Avenue. The applicant is proposing to
construct a new low-rise commercial building on the site of an existing parking lot at the corner of Hearst
Avenue and Fourth Street and a new single-story commercial building at the corner of Hearst Avenue and
Fifth Street; undertake alterations to the existing Spenger’s building, a City of Berkeley Landmark; and
demolish an existing warehouse at Fifth Street. Interactive Resources, Inc., as the project historic
preservation consultant, has prepared the following Applicant’s Statement Historical Resources
Assessment for the Landmarks Preservation Commission (LPC) Structural Alteration Permit application.

Methodology

The following report is based on a review of existing materials provided by the applicant, targeted
archival research pertaining to the property, site visits to the property to inspect existing conditions and
take photographs, project plans and schematic design documents provided by the project architect, and
meetings with the applicant and the City of Berkeley preservation planning staff. Site visits were
conducted on November 15, 2012 and November 20, 2013. Targeted archival research was conducted at
the Berkeley Public Library, the Berkeley Permit Service Center, and at the Berkeley Architectural
Heritage Association offices, as well as through select on-line resources. The assessment of historic
significance is based on the guidelines for nominating historical resources to the National Register of
Historic Places (NRHP) and California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR), and the criteria for
consideration for designating City of Berkeley landmarks, historic districts and structures of merit.

Existing Conditions

The subject property is located in West Berkeley, directly east of Interstate 580 and north of the overpass
at University Avenue. The area features a combination of uses including retail, industrial and residential.

The site, located at the south end of the prominent retail section of Fourth Street, features two commercial
buildings, a warehouse and three paved parking areas.

Two retail stores occupy the smaller, gable roof structure, at the northeast section of the property which
fronts Hearst Avenue. The simple, single-story building was originally constructed as a parcel post annex
for the United States Postal Service in 1955, and although it has been significantly altered over time, the
original utilitarian volume is still apparent behind the modern retail facade. The building is constructed of
concrete block with concrete tilt-up infill panels and structural wood “bowstring” trusses at the interior.
The exterior is primarily finished in painted stucco.

The Spenger’s building and warehouse occupy the central and southwestern sections of the site, and
present a conglomeration of numerous additions that have occurred over the past century. Currently
occupied by a maritime-themed restaurant, the combination one and two-story Spenger’s building fronts
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Fourth Street and is clad primarily in painted, horizontal wood channeled siding. Much of the building
features a flat roof surrounded by a unifying parapet, however two small building sections on the west
side and the large eastern warehouse addition feature gable roofs. The original circa 1892 gable-roof
cottage stands at the center of the Fourth Street facade and is punctuated by two, two-over-two wood
windows over three, non-original porthole windows. The majority of openings occur on the Fourth Street
facade with one metal gate, eight doors, and numerous windows. The south walls feature very little
fenestration and there are no openings on the corrugated metal-clad east wall. The west side fronts an
alley and features a loading dock adjacent to a large metal awning at the rear, and a horizontal wood-clad
wall pierced by five short, rectangular windows at the front end.

Property History

History of the Plan Area

The property is located within an area known as West Berkeley, and historically known as Ocean View.
West Berkeley is generally defined by San Pablo Avenue to the east, the San Francisco Bay to the west,
Gilman Street to the north and Ashby Avenue to the south. The area is Berkeley’s earliest neighborhood
with Euro-American settlement beginning in the early 1850s, as people came west with the Gold Rush. In
1858, 57 people were living in Ocean View, and by the 1860s, the developing town had a population of at
least 100 and the land use consisted of a mixture of farms and industry. Additionally, as the community
was located along the Bay, it had a strong tie to the maritime culture of the time.

The area was significantly impacted by both the founding of the University of California at Berkeley and
the completion of the transcontinental railroad in the late 1860s. In the early 1870s, the Berkeley Land
and Town Improvement Association was incorporated and began laying out new streets in Ocean View;
marketing the area; and working toward the establishment of a ferry directly to San Francisco. In an effort
to avoid annexation by Oakland, Ocean View incorporated with the community of Berkeley in 1878 and
then became known as West Berkeley.

Early industry in the area included factories producing soap, watches, shoes, gloves, beer and glass. By
the turn of the century the area became predominantly industrial. Still, the population grew to about 1,500
and improvements in the infrastructure included the establishment of services such as telephone and
electricity and the construction of churches, a post office, a school and a town hall. Circa 1892 Johann
Spenger established his grocery store and fish market near the corner of University and Fourth Street.

West Berkeley experienced significant growth following the 1906 earthquake and fire, and numerous
factories relocated to the area from San Francisco. Further, several government-sponsored construction
projects encouraged the development of West Berkeley between the mid-1910s and World War 1l. These
projects included: a pier at the end of University Avenue, the Eastshore Freeway, Aquatic Park, and the
University Avenue overpass over Third Street. The area subsequently experienced tremendous growth
during World War Il, but development began to stall postwar. In the mid-1960s the City created an
Industrial Park to help spur growth, which led to the replacement of many residences with large factories.
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In recent years the area has again transformed with the introduction of mix-use developments including
shopping and affordable housing.!

History of the Buildings

1919-1955 Fourth Street/Spenger’s Fish Grotto
(APNs 057-2100-008-06, 057-2100-008-05, and 057-2100-007-02)

The oldest section of 1919 Fourth Street was initially constructed as a residence along Strawberry Creek
for Johann Spenger circa 1892. Later, the family opened a grocery store and fish market in a shed on the
north side of the residence. Then in 1933 Johann’s son Frank Spenger converted the original family home
into a seafood restaurant. From 1932 to 1960 permits were taken out on an average of one every two years
for various additions and alterations, which both widened the dining areas along the street frontage and
expanded the kitchen and storage spaces at the rear (east) side of the site. In 1949 a permit was issued for
the construction of a fish market. In 1954, a two-story addition with a banquet room on the ground floor
and private quarters on the second floor was constructed at the north side of the existing building. Circa
1967 a large warehouse was constructed at the rear of the site, extending back across the depth of the lot
to Fifth Street. In 1968, a free-standing wood-frame, single-story addition was constructed on the north
side of the 1954 banquet room. Finally, after demolishing several existing buildings on the south side of
the parcel, the “Oyster Bar” addition was completed in 1975. In 1998 the Spenger family closed the
restaurant. When the new owners re-opened the restaurant in 1999 an extensive interior remodel was
undertaken that included the entire reconstruction of the kitchen, and the removal of several walls, floor
and ceiling finishes. Alterations at the exterior included the removal of the “flower stand” and metal
awning north of the main entry, the construction of a new exit from the bar north of the lobby, and the
addition of new building-mounted lighting and signage.

Building Chronology (Major additions and alterations)

€.1892 Johann Spenger constructed the original gable roof, wood frame, two-story residence.
1933 The house was converted into a restaurant by Frank Spenger, Johann’s son.

1949 The single story fish market constructed on the north side of the original residence.
1954 Two-story Banquet Hall addition constructed at the north side of the existing building.

Engineer and Architect: Cline and Zerkle, Berkeley, CA
Builder: Walter Payne Contracting Co.

1967 Warehouse at 1914 Fifth Street constructed as storage for the restaurant.

1. The majority of the area’s history is taken from Carey & Co, Berkeley Rail Stop and Transit Plaza, Historic
Architectural Survey Report, October 29, 2002 and the 1919-1955 Fourth Street City of Berkeley Landmarks
application.
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1968 Offices constructed north of the 1954 Banquet Hall addition.

Architect: Apaydin, Angell, Lockwood, Associates, Berkeley, CA

1973 Frank Spenger, Sr. dies.
1975 The south “Qyster Bar” addition was completed.
1998 The restaurant sold to new owners.

1919-1955 Fourth Street designated a Berkeley Landmark excluding
APN 057-2100-007-02.

1999 New signage and lighting added at the exterior. Exterior metal awning on Fourth Street
frontage removed. Various interior renovations were undertaken. “Flower Shop” to the
left of the entry removed. Entrance to the bar north of the main entry extended out to be
flush with exterior wall on Fourth Street.

Architect; Larry Dean Hart, Portland, OR

740/750 Hearst Avenue/Parcel Post Annex (APN 057-2100-001-04)

The property at 740/750 Hearst was initially developed between 1911 and 1929 with single story
residential buildings located toward the east side. The subject building was constructed in 1954, spanning
what had been two parcels and requiring the demolition of two houses and three freestanding garages.
Frank Spenger owned the property, sponsored the project, and leased the building to the United States
Government for use as a parcel post annex. The construction of the simple industrial building occurred
during the period when the growth of the neighborhood was stalling and the City of Berkeley was
beginning to encourage more industrial uses. With the development of the surrounding area into a
prominent retail sector, the building was initially renovated in the early 1980s to serve as retail and office
space for the Nature Company. It was again altered in 2002 to accommodate new retail companies.?

Building Chronology (Major additions and alterations)

1954 Parcel post annex building constructed.
Architect: (Lorimer) Skidmore & Walling

1983 Major building renovation for change in use to retail and office spaces. Exterior loading
docks enclosed.

2002 Major interior and exterior remodel for new retail spaces.

2. Permit Files for 740/750 Hearst Street. Berkeley Permit Service Center.
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Historic Eligibility Status

1919-1955 Fourth Street/Spenger’s Fish Grotto

The historic eligibility of the subject property at 1919-1955 Fourth Street has been previously evaluated
several times. In 1979, the property was recorded by Stephanie Manning of the Ocean View
Neighborhood Preservation Association and was, at that time, found to be potentially eligible for the
National Register of Historic Places.® In 1998, Ms. Manning and Doug Morse prepared a City of Berkeley
Landmark Application for the property.* Doug Morse wrote an addendum to the application dated
October 15, 1998. The addendum requested the inclusion of 1955 Fourth Street, the site of the 1975
“Qyster Bar” addition and provided a more detailed description of the existing building.’

The property was successfully listed as a City Landmark in November 1998. The Landmarks Preservation
Commission (LPC) moved to landmark the “Fourth Street frontage and parcels therein as significant
historical landmarks, especially considering the original cottage, the relation to the Oceanview (sic)
neighborhood and early 1900°s waterfront, and the direct relationship to the bay and maritime history.”
The Commission found that “the restaurant is important to the community’s history as a cultural resource,
drawing patrons from all over the Bay Area.” The motion also notes the exterior historic maritime
artifacts as significant and mentions that Strawberry Creek flows under Spenger’s and that the nearby
shell mound may extend under the site. Finally, the motion states that the “structures on the Fifth Street
frontage are excluded.”® Eight commissioners voted in favor of the application with one abstention.

Although the official Notice of Decision has not been located, it appears from the meeting minutes that
the Landmarks Board included portions of the building ranging in address from 1915 to 1955 Fourth
Street or assessor’s parcel numbers 057-2100-008-06 and 057-2100-008-05. The portion of the structure
at 1914 Fifth Street or assessor’s parcel number 057-2100-007-02 was specifically excluded from the
nomination.

The building was again evaluated in 2002 by Carey & Co. as part of the environmental review for the
proposed Rail Stop and Transit Plaza project. Carey & Co. found that the subject property was not
eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) due to its overall lack of historic integrity.
The property was found to possess historical significance under Criterion A for the property’s association
with the early development of West Berkeley and under Criterion B for its association with Johann
Spenger. The property was not found to be significant under Criterion C for it architectural
characteristics, because while the building is typical of “modest 1890s Victorian residential architecture,

3. Stephanie Manning, Historic Resource Inventory: Spenger House and Market. Recorded on DPR 523 forms.
(Berkeley: 1979.)

4. Stephanie Manning and Doug Morse, City of Berkeley Ordinance #4694 N.S. Landmark Application: Spenger’s
Fish Grotto, (Berkeley: September, 1998.)

5. Memorandum to the Members of the Landmarks Preservation Commission from Mark Rhodes, Secretary,
regarding Spenger’s Fish Grotto, October 30, 1998.

6. Berkeley Landmarks Preservation Commission Minutes (November 2, 1998): 3. The official record of the
Notice of Decision has not been located.
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extant historic fabric does not display features of the period that are particularly notable and does not
possess high artistic value.” Finally, a property must possess both historic significance and physical
integrity to be eligible for the NRHP. The report found that the only aspect of physical integrity that has
not been altered or compromised was its location. Therefore, property was found ineligible for the
NRHP.’

The property is currently not listed on the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) or the
NRHP. However, it is listed on the California Office of Historic Preservation Historic Property Data File
with a status code of 3S, meaning “the property appears eligible for the NRHP as an individual property
through survey evaluation.”® This status code was attributed to the property from the Historic Resource
Inventory completed by Stephanie Manning in 1979 and has not been updated since.’

Although the building was found ineligible for listing on the NRHP due to lack of integrity and has not
been formally re-evaluated since, it is still considered a historic resource in the context of CEQA because
the building is designated as a local landmark. Section 15064.5(a)(2) of CEQA includes in its definition
of historical resources "a resource included in a local register of historical resources, as defined in section
5020.1(k) of the Public Resources Code or identified as significant in an historical resource survey
meeting the requirements section 5024.1(g) of the Public Resources Code, shall be presumed to be
historically or culturally significant.” Section 5020.1(k) of the Public Resources Code defines a local
register of historical resources as “a list of properties officially designated or recognized as historically
significant by a local government pursuant to a local ordinance or resolution.” Therefore CEQA section
15064.5, in addition to Berkeley Municipal Code Chapter 3.24, applies to the landmarked portions of the

property.
740/750 Hearst Avenue/Parcel Post Annex

The subject property at 740/750 Hearst Avenue does not appear to have ever been previously evaluated
for historic significance. The property is not currently listed as a City of Berkeley Landmark, nor is it
listed on the CRHR or the NRHP.

740/750 Hearst was constructed in 1955 as the Parcel Post Annex for the United States Post Office with
Frank Spenger as the official project sponsor and property owner.™ The building is old enough for
consideration as a historical resource. After an initial review of the property’s permit history and a site
visit to the property, it appears that the building would not be eligible for local, state, or national listing.
Although the building was associated with the United States Post Office in Berkeley, it does not appear
that the building is historically significant under any of the established criteria.

7. lris Starr, AICP, Redevelopment Coordinator memo to Caltrans District 4 — Local Assistance, “Summary:
Environmental Review for the Rail stop and Transit Plaza project,” (December 3, 2002.)

8. *“User’s Guide to the California Historical Resources Status Codes & Historic Resource Inventory Directory,
California Office of Historic Preservation Technical Assistance Series, no. 8,” Sacramento, CA: California
Department of Parks and Recreation, 2004.

9. Manning, Historic Resource Inventory Form.

10. Permit files for 740/750 Hearst Avenue.
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The building does not appear to be eligible for listing in the NRHP or the CRHR under Criterion A/1.
Although the building was part of West Berkeley’s industrial growth through the 1950s and 1960s, it does
not appear to have played a significant role in the historical development of West Berkeley. Additionally,
it does not appear to be eligible under NRHP/CRHR Criteria B/2, C/3, or D/4. No persons, other than
Frank Spenger as building owner, have been identified as being significantly associated with the building
and who appear to have made a significant contribution to local, state, or national history. Further,
although Frank Spenger owned the building, his connection is not significant enough for eligibility.
Constructed in 1954, the building does not appear to be a significant example of an architectural type.
While the industrial building is modestly indicative of the Modern style, it is not an outstanding example
of the type, nor was it designed by a master. Further, the building does not appear to possess the potential
to yield information important to the prehistory or history of the local area, state, or the nation. Finally,
although the building maintains some aspects of integrity, including its overall form and location,
numerous features have been significantly altered such as the exterior facades, siding and windows.
Therefore, building does not appear to be eligible for the NRHP or the CRHR.

Further, the City of Berkeley’s Landmarks Preservation Commission maintains the role of designating
structures and sites having special historical and architectural interest and value. Procedures to identify
and designate cultural resources locally are outlined in Section 3.24.110 of the Berkeley Municipal Code.

For landmarks and historic districts, the general criteria used when considering structures, sites and areas
for landmark or historic district designation are as follows:

“1. Architectural merit:

a. Property that is the first, last, only or most significant architectural property of its
type in the region;

b. Properties that are prototypes of or outstanding examples of periods, styles,
architectural movements or construction, or examples of the more notable works of
the best surviving work in a region of an architect, designer or master builder; or

c. Architectural examples worth preserving for the exceptional values they add as part
of the neighborhood fabric.

“2. Cultural value: Structures, sites and areas associated with the movement or evolution
of religious, cultural, governmental, social and economic developments of the City;

“3. Educational value: Structures worth preserving for their usefulness as an educational
force;

“4, Historic value: Preservation and enhancement of structures, sites and areas that
embody and express the history of Berkeley/Alameda County/California/United

States. History may be social, cultural, economic, political, religious or military;

“5. Any property which is listed on the National Register described in Section 470A of
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Title 16 of the United States Code.”

Structures of merit may be designated if the structure does not currently meet the criteria as set out for a
landmark, but it worthy of preservation as part of a group.™

The Parcel Post Annex building does not appear to meet any of the five identified criteria. The building
does not exhibit exceptional architectural merit under any of the three outlined categories. It was designed
as a simple utilitarian industrial building with only minor elements indicative of the Modern style. It is
not the first, last, only or most significant architectural property of its type in the region, and it does not
add exceptional value to the neighborhood fabric. Nor does the building appear to maintain any cultural,
educational or historical value. It was historically used as a parcel post warehouse and is not associated
with any significant historical developments. Finally, the building is not listed on the National Register.

Proposed Project

The proposed project includes the construction of a new two-story building on the northwest corner of the
site in place of an existing parking lot and a new one-story building on the northeast corner of the site;
selective demolition of and alterations to 1919-1955 Fourth Street; and demolition of the warehouse at
Fifth Street. The project would reduce the square-footage of Spenger’s Restaurant from 25,250 to 15,940;
rehabilitate the 1949 fish market space into a retail unit; and provide new retail and restaurant spaces at
north end of the Spenger’s building.

New Buildings

The new building at the northwest corner would share a party wall with the existing building at 740/750
Hearst Avenue at the west side. The two-story building would provide approximately 18,200 square-feet,
and it appears it would be compatible in size, scale and mass to the existing buildings on the property and
north along Fourth Street. The southern end of the building footprint would extend just beyond the
footprint of the existing 1968 office addition to 1919-1955 Fourth Street and would, in part, necessitate
the demolition of this addition.

The proposed new building would be primarily clad in plaster at the columns and horizontal bands, with
the spandrels between the windows being finished in metal panels. The windows would be Kynar finished
aluminum, and the storefront will be frameless glass with glass doors or frameless glass over a poured
concrete bulkhead with wood doors. The clean design with Moderne references is in keeping with the
existing buildings located at the north side of the Hearst Avenue and Fourth Street intersection.

The second proposed new building would be located at the northeast corner of the site atop an existing
parking lot. The one-story building would provide approximately 4,400 square-feet of additional retail
space.

11. Berkeley Municipal Code, sec. 3.24.110.
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Selective Demolition and Alterations to 1919-1955 Fourth Street

The proposed project includes the demolition of the single-story 1968 office addition to Spenger’s Fish
Grotto and the adjacent exterior breezeway stair. Currently used as an office, the 1,200 square-feet wood-
frame building is physically separated from the rest of the restaurant by a breezeway and is structurally
independent. In place of the office, the project would develop an exterior pedestrian “paseo” with retail on
both sides and a new beer garden at the east end. The 1958 Banquet Room ground floor would be
subdivided into retail spaces at the interior with new storefront entrances punched into the north wall. The
exposed concrete of the north wall would be clad in horizontal wood siding to match the Fourth Street
fagade and the storefronts would feature new awnings and wall-mounted signage above. At the north end
of the west fagade the existing door and small window would be replaced with two storefront windows
with awnings and wall-mounted signage. An additional new storefront with an awning and wall-mounted
signage would be inserted at the location of the 1949 fish market just north of the original residence.
Minor alterations to the west facade include: the addition of new retail signage; the relocation and
removal of select signage; and the relocation of select wall-mounted maritime artifacts (note that the
maritime artifacts are the personal property of the Spenger family and their ultimate disposition is not
under the control of the current property owner). No other alterations are proposed for the west, Fourth
Street fagade.

At the east end of the north facade the existing loading dock would be removed and a section of the
storage room would be demolished. A new 2,320 square-foot restaurant with a 1,200 square-foot outdoor
patio would be developed in this location.

Demolition of Warehouse at Fifth Street

The 13,300 square-feet warehouse at Fifth Street, which is specifically excluded from the landmark
designation, is proposed to be demolished. The existing parking lot to the south would be reconfigured
and expanded north to the rear of 740/750 Hearst Avenue. The final parking lot would provide 110
parking spaces or 33 more than currently available on the site.

Project Benefits and Basis for Approval

As detailed above, only 1919-1955 Fourth Street/Spenger’s Fish Grotto appears to qualify as a historic
resource as defined by CEQA. Therefore the following evaluation is based on the potential effects only to
1919-1955 Fourth Street, and not to the Fifth Street Warehouse or 740/750 Hearst Avenue.

Project Benefits

The proposed project provides numerous benefits to the West Berkeley neighborhood and to Spenger’s
Fish Grotto, a designated Berkeley landmark. First, Spenger’s Fish Grotto as a business has steadily been
in decline for decades. A stable proprietor has now taken on the business, but has found that the amount
of square-footage currently allotted to the facility is significantly more than required for the restaurant and
is an impediment on the overall profitability. By converting the north end into separate retail, the
restaurant is able to continue at a more manageable size. Further, by allowing the restaurant to become
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profitable, Spenger’s as an entity and as a landmark will continue to be part of the West Berkeley cultural
landscape.

The proposed project also included the return of retail at the site of the 1949 fish market directly north of
the original house. The space is currently vacant and not in use. With minimal work required, a significant
aspect of the Spenger’s Fish Grotto history, the retail market, would be able to be revived.

The removal of the 1968 office addition and the development of the pedestrian “paseo” in conjunction
with the construction of the new building will serve to activate and integrate the block of Fourth Street
between Hearst Avenue and University Avenue. Spenger’s currently stands physically separated from the
extremely dynamic commercial segment of the Fourth Street north of Hearst Avenue. Because there is
little retail to offer south of Hearst Avenue, the pedestrian activity virtually stops north of Spenger’s.

The development of the Fourth Street has been a tremendous success in West Berkeley. The construction
of the proposed building and the alterations to the north end of 1919-1955 Fourth Street, will provide
much needed additional retail space to help the district continue to grow and thrive. With that growth,
there will need to be additional parking, which will be provided by the demolition of the Fifth Street
warehouse and the extension of the existing parking lot.

The project preserves Spenger’s Fish Grotto as a Berkeley Landmark. The most historically significant
architectural features of the building will be retained and rehabilitated, such as the original double-hung
wood windows at the original Spenger home, the horizontal wood siding, and the original neon blade
sign. Furthermore, the property will be preserved as a cultural entity with the restaurant continuing to
serve the public.

Finally, the project will serve to connect two growing areas separated by the University Avenue overpass.
The proposed location of the “paseo” in the middle of the block will act as a link between the existing
primarily commercial neighborhood north of the overpass and the emerging residential district to the
south.

Determining Significant Effects on Historical Resources

The project has been reviewed and evaluated in this report in accordance with the requirements of CEQA.
Consistency with the Secretary's Standards and Guidelines is necessary for a project to receive a Class 31
categorical exemption from CEQA as specified in Section 15331 of the CEQA Guidelines. That section
states as follows:

Class 31 consists of projects limited to maintenance, repair, stabilization, restoration,
preservation, conservation or reconstruction of historical resources in a manner consistent with
the Secretary of Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for
Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring, and Reconstructing Historic Buildings (Weeks and
Grimmer,1995).

The CEQA Guidelines provide for various classes of categorical exemptions, including Class 31
exemptions for projects that are limited to rehabilitation of historical resources in a manner consistent
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with the Secretary's Standards and Guidelines. However, this exemption cannot be used where the
proposed project may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as
defined by the CEQA Guidelines in Section 15064.5(b).

The Guidelines state that physical demolition of a resource by definition constitutes a “substantial adverse
change™ and would therefore have a significant adverse effect on the resource. Furthermore, relocation or
“alteration of the resource or its immediate surroundings” can also constitute a substantial adverse change
in the significance of an historical resource if it would result in “material impairment” of the resource. A
project is considered to result in material impairment when it "alters in an adverse manner those physical
characteristics of an historical resource that convey its historical significance and that justify its inclusion
in the California Register of Historical Resources (Section 15064.5(b)(2)(A)). However, if the proposed
project would not result in a “material impairment™ and is found to be consistent with the Secretary's
Standards and Guidelines, it will qualify for the Class 31 categorical exemption. It does not appear that
the proposed project would result in a material impairment and the project appears to be consistent with
the Secretary's Standards and Guidelines, as analyzed in detail below. Therefore, the project would not
have a significant effect on historical resources and appears to qualify for categorical exemption Class 31.

Evaluation of Consistency with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards

In accordance with the requirements of CEQA, this project is being evaluated for consistency with the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for
Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring, and Reconstructing Historic Buildings (Weeks and Grimmer,
1995). The project as proposed qualifies as a rehabilitation as defined by the Secretary’s Standards and
Guidelines:

Rehabilitation is defined as the act or process of making possible a compatible use for a property
through repair, alterations, and additions while preserving those portions or features which
convey its historical, cultural, or architectural values.

Therefore, the relevant Standards are those for rehabilitation, as stated and discussed below. In addition to
the Standards, there are numerous guidelines that expand upon the concepts outlined in the guidelines and
address specific issues that arise in rehabilitation work, including how to identify, retain, protect, preserve
and repair historic building materials and features; how and when to replace them and how to design
appropriate additions and alterations. These guidelines are numerous and will not all apply to a given
project. They will be reference where appropriate.

1. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires minimal
change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and environment.

Comment: The subject building has historically maintained uses including: a restaurant, a fish
market and various small retail entities. The proposed use would maintain the existing restaurant
use, as well as restore and add retail uses. The proposed new retail uses appear appropriate and
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are in keeping the historic uses found on site which has included a variety of retail such as a
flower shop, gift shop and car wash.*?

2. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic
materials or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided.

Comment: The historic character of the property would be retained. The removal of materials
would be limited to the 1968 office addition; an exterior stair, one door and four windows at the
1954 Banquet Room addition; one door and one window at the 1949 fish market location; the
northern loading dock and sections of the eastern storage room. All elements proposed to be
removed are non-character defining features of the historic resource. Although the 1968 addition
maintains a north wall fronting Fourth Street, the loss of this wall would not diminish the overall
understanding of the building’s historic significance. Further, at least one “Green Point” signed is
planned to be removed. Photographic records indicate that these signs were likely mounted during
the mid-1970s, and do not characterize the property.

One new storefront would be inserted at the site of the former 1949 fish market location. The
original facade configuration of the 1949 fish market storefront has previously been altered
several times with the addition of a parapet, the removal of a door and window, and the insertion
of a new recessed door and narrow building extension. Due to the numerous alterations of the
facade at this location it does not appear that the removal of the door or window would adversely
impact any features that characterize the property. The building’s distinctive features, such as the
character defining north pre-1968 facade sections, the form of the original gable-roofed residence,
the two-over-two windows at the original residence, and the significant overall spatial
relationships would be preserved.

3. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes that
create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or architectural
elements from other buildings, shall not be undertaken.

Comment: It does not appear that the proposed changes would create a false sense of historical
development and no conjectural features or architectural elements from other buildings are to be
introduced in the proposed project. Although the new siding on the north fagade would match the
existing historic siding in order to maintain continuity, the new storefronts would be clearly
modern and would illustrate that the work on the north and west fagades is a new intervention.

4. Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic significance in their
own right shall be retained and preserved.

12. Permit files for 1919-1955 Fourth Street on file at the Berkeley Permit Center.
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Comment: Many non-original features, some of which have potentially acquired historic
significance, including various additions, signage, and windows would be preserved on the west,
Fourth Street facade.

5. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship that
characterize a property shall be preserved.

Comment: The primary character defining features, finishes and construction techniques would
remain unaltered such as the overall Fourth Street facade composition, the gable roof of the
original residence, the horizontal wood siding, the two-over-two wood windows, the historic
window surrounds, the horizontal band molding at the west facade, some porthole windows, and
the original neon blade sign.

6. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of
deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall match the old in
design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials. Replacement of
missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or pictorial evidence.

Comment: The two original double-hung wood windows, the wood siding, and wood trim would
be repaired as required. Refer to Preservation Brief #9 The Repair of Historic Wooden Windows
for further information and guidance.

7. Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic materials
shall not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be undertaken using the
gentlest means possible.

Comment: No chemical or harsh treatments are proposed.

8. Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and preserved. If such
resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken.

Comment: The presence of significant archeological resources on the project site is currently
unknown. If any such resources are discovered during construction appropriate mitigated measure
shall be undertaken.

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic materials
that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and shall be
compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect the historic integrity
of the property and its environment.

Comment: The proposed exterior alterations to the Spenger’s building at the north fagade and the
north end of the west facade appear to be compatible with the historic building. The use of
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horizontal wood siding over the existing concrete north wall would be compatible with the
existing historic materials, while the insertion of the modern storefronts with awnings and wall-
mounted signage above would clearly differentiate the new work from the original elements
while still being compatible in design.

The proposed new building at the northwest corner appears to be compatible in massing, size, and
scale to the Spenger’s building. The design does not mimic any historic characteristics of the
historic building, and is clearly modern. The new building as proposed would be both
contemporary and compatible to the site.

The proposed new building at the northeast corner also appears compatible in overall massing,
size, and scale; however the building is located at such a distance from the landmark building that
it does not appear it would have any potential impact.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a manner that
if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its
environment would be unimpaired.

Comment: If the new adjacent buildings were to be removed in the future it would not impact the
historic integrity of Spenger’s Fish Grotto. Additionally, the proposed awnings and wall-mounted
signage could be removed without impairing the building.

Evaluation of Consistency with Berkeley Municipal Code, Chapter 3.24

Chapter 3.24 of the Berkeley Municipal Code outlines procedures and approvals required to
complete any construction, alteration or demolition work involving designated landmarks. The
Landmarks Preservation Commission must approve any work involving construction, alterations
or demolition to a designated landmark in order for a permit to be issued.

Section 3.24.260 also establishes review standards and criteria for permit applications for
construction, alteration, repair, and demolition of landmark properties with the follow
regulations:

A. The commission shall be guided by the standards in this section in its review of permit
applications for work on a landmark site, in an historic district or on a structure of merit site.
In appraising the effects and relationships mentioned herein, the commission shall in all cases
consider the architectural style, appearance, arrangement, height, design, texture, materials,
color and appurtenances and such other facts as may be relevant.

B. Inall instances, the proposed work shall be as appropriate for and as consistent with the
purposes of this chapter as is possible within the peculiar circumstances of the owner of the
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property and preservation or enhancement of the characteristics and particular features
specified in the designation.

C. Approval of permit applications pursuant to this section may be granted only upon
determination that the proposal conforms to the criteria set forth in paragraphs 1. and 2.
below:

1. For permit applications for construction, alteration or repair:

a. For applications relating to landmark sites, the proposed work shall not adversely
affect the exterior architectural features of the landmark and, where specified in the
designation for a publicly owned landmark, its major interior architectural features;
nor shall the proposed work adversely affect the special character or special historical,
architectural or aesthetic interest or value of the landmark and its site, as viewed both
in themselves and in their setting.

b. (Refers to historic districts and is not applicable)
c. (Refers to structures of merit and is not applicable)

2. For permit applications for demolition: the commission shall find that the designated
landmark, historic district or structure of merit or portion thereof is in such condition that
it is not feasible to preserve or restore it, taking into consideration the economic
feasibility of alternatives to the proposal, and balancing the interest of the public in
preserving the designated landmark, historic district or structure of merit or portion
thereof and the interest of the owner of the landmark site, historic district, or structure of
merit site in its utilization.

The proposed Fourth and Spenger project shall be reviewed for consistency with Section
3.24.260 as an application for construction, alteration or repair relating to a landmark site. The
proposed project would preserve all primary significant exterior features of the landmark
building; in particular the fagade of the original Spenger residence will remain unaltered. The
1968 office addition, which was identified in the landmark application, but contributes little to
the overall historic significance of the building because: the addition is physically separated from
the rest of the building; it is not one of the original sections; and it did not play a primary role in
developing the cultural significance of the restaurant. It is our opinion that the loss of the 1968
section would not significantly impact the overall historic integrity and significance of the
building, and would allow for the successful redevelopment of the property and benefit the entire
block.

The architectural style of the landmark will remain the same, and the primary west facade will
remain essentially intact with alterations limited to the sections north of the original house. The
proposed new storefronts will be clearly modern, yet compatible with the landmark building and
will not diminish the building’s historic significance. One new storefront would be inserted at the
site of the former 1949 fish market location. The original configuration of the 1949 fish market
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storefront has previously been altered several times with the addition of a parapet, the removal of
a door and window, and the insertion of a new recessed door and narrow building extension. Due
to the numerous alterations of the facade at this location it does not appear that the insertion of a
new storefront would adversely impact any character defining features.

Further, the adjacent new building proposed would be compatible in height, size and massing to
the existing landmark building, and will help to re-engage the Spenger’s building by connecting
it to the active retail of the Fourth Street to the north. Overall, the project appears to be consistent
with Chapter 3.24 of the Berkeley Municipal Code.
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Evaluation Summary/Conclusion

Based on the above analysis, the proposed project which includes the construction of a new building at
Fourth Street and Hearst Avenue and one at Fifth and Hearst; alterations to and selective demolition of
the City of Berkeley landmark Spenger’s Fish Grotto building; removal of the Fifth Street warehouse; and
development of a new parking lot, appears to be consistent with the Secretary of Interior's Standards for
the Treatment of Historic Properties (Weeks and Grimmer, 1995) and Chapter 3.24 of the Berkeley
Municipal Code.

e The essential character defining features of the building will be preserved and rehabilitated,
ensuring the building is able to convey its historic significance as a cultural icon.

e The 1968 north end addition and select elements proposed to be removed from the Spenger’s
building do not appear to contribute to the building’s historical significance.

e The proposed storefronts, awnings, and wall-mounted signage to be located at the north end of
the Spenger’s building appear compatible in character and design, would be clearly modern, and
would not diminish the property’s historic significance.

e The Fifth Street warehouse proposed for demolition was excluded from the Landmark
designation and does not appear to be historically significant.

e The proposed new buildings appear to be compatible in size, scale, mass and style to the historic
Spenger’s building.

Further, the former Parcel Post Annex building at 740/750 Hearst Avenue does not appear eligible for
inclusion in the local, state, or national register, and therefore there is no requirement to analyze the
project consistency relative to 740/750 Hearst Avenue. Finally, the proposed project would be beneficial
to the West Berkeley neighborhood and to the landmark building itself by bringing new activity to the
building, connecting the disparate sections of Fourth Street, reintroducing retail into the 1949 fish market
space, and maintaining the culturally significant restaurant as a viable business.

Consultant Qualifications

Pursuant to Code of Federal Regulations, 36 CFR Part 61, the author, Kimberly Butt, AIA, meets the
Secretary of the Interior’s qualification standards for professionals in historic architecture and
architectural history. Ms. Butt may be contacted at (510) 236-7435 or kim.butt@intres.com.
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Licensed Architect California C30301
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Figure 2: 1929 Sanborn Map, Spenger's property shaded.
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Figure 3: 1950 Sanborn Map, Spenger's property shaded.

Figure 4: Spenger's Fish Grotto circa 1930.
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Figure 5: A cocktail napkin depicting Spenger's Restaurant and Fish Market circa 1950.
Source: Oakland Museum of California.
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Figure 6: Spenger's Restaurant and Fish Market circa 1950. Source: Spenger's Restaurant
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Figure 8: Spenger's Restaurant and Fish Market circa 1970.
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Figure 9: Fourth Street facade looking northeast.

Figure 10: Detail of the original Spenger cottage.
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Figure 11: Detail of the original wood windows and wood siding.

Figure 12: Detail of the historic blade sign.
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Figure 13: North end of the Fourth Street facade. The guardrail at the second story indicates the extent of the 1954
Banquet Hall addition.

Figure 14: 1967 Fifth Street warehouse looking northwest.
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Figure 15: 1968 office addition at the north end.

Figure 16: 1975 Oyster Bar addition at the south end.
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Figure 17: Former 1954 Parcel Post Annex looking east.

Figure 18: Existing alley between the 1967 warehouse and the former Parcel Post Annex looking west.
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State of California - The Resources Agency Primary #
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI #

PRIMARY RECORD Trinomial _

NRHP Status Code

Other Listings
Review Code Reviewer Date

Page | of 6

*Resource Name or # 1919 Fourth Street (Spenger's Fish Grotto)
P1. Other Identifier:

*P2. Location: (] Not for Publication Unrestricted a. County Alameda
b. USGS 7.5' Quad Date T *R | 1/4 of __ 1/4 of Sec ____ B. M.
c. Address 1919 Fourth Street city Berkeley zip 94705
d. UTM: (Give mare than one for large and/or linear feature) Zane rnE/ mN

e. Other Locational Data: (e.g. parcel #, legal description, directions to resource, elevation, additional LITMs, etc. as appropriate)
Assessor's Parcel Number: 057-2100-008-06
Dimensions: 184 Feet x 125 Feet
Cross Street: University Ave.

*P3a. Description: (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries.)
See attached continuation sheet.

*P3b. Resource Attributes: (List attributes and codes) HP6 Commercial Building,_1-3 Stories

" P4. Resources Present: [ Building [OJStructure  [JObject [JSite [ District [ Element of District [ Other (Isolates, etc.)
orp : e ¢ 2 e P5b. Description of Photo: (View, date, elc.)
Spenger's Fish Grotto looking southeast,

7/30/02.

*P6. Date Constructed/Age and Sources:
[ Prehistoric & Historic [ Both

1890, City of Berkeley Landmark
Application

*P7. Owner and Address:

Frank Spenger Co.

1919 Fourth Street

Berkeley, CA 94710-1933

*P8. Recorded by:(Name, affiliation, address)
Sarah M. Dreller/Kathleen Forrest

Carey & Co. Inc,
460 Bush Street
San Francisco, CA 94108

*P9. Date Recorded: 7/30/02

* P1 0. Survey Type: (Describe)
Reconnaissance

*P 1 1. Report Citation: (Cite survey report/other sources or " none ) Carey & Co. Inc., Historic Architectural Survey Report and Historic
Resource Evaluation Report for the Berkeley Rail Stop and Transit Plaza, Berkeley, California, 2002

*Attachments: [ NONE [ Locaticn Map [ Sketch Map B4 Continuation Sheet [0 Building, Structure and Object Record
[ Archaeological Record (O District Record [ Linear Feature Record [] Milling Station Record [ Rock Art Recard [JArtifact Record

] Photograph Record [0 Other: (List)
DPR 523A (1/95) *Required information




*Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder_Spenger’s Fish Grorra, 1919 Fourth St.

*Recorded by_Sarah M. Dreller/Kathleen Forrest *Date_October 2002 { Continuation O Update

Description

Spenger’s, occupying 1919 Fourch Street, is a one-and-a-half story restaurant. [t is rectangular in
plan, and of wood-frame construction with 8 /2" wood channeled siding. The original Spenger
house is now located at the center of the building, and has a wood-shingled gable roof, while the
roof of the newer construction is flat. The building has both porthole and rectangular single-lite
windows, generally in sets of two. Seven wood or glass doors are located on the main facade, one
being the main entrance to the restaurant. The building is decorated with a fishing motif, including
ship wheels, heavy rope and a battleship grey dado along the center section of the building.
Additional restaurant space is located on a section of the roof.

As noted above, the original 1892 construction by Johann Spenger is extant in the center of the
current configuration. The house did not evolve into a restaurant until 1933, under the ownership
of Frank Spenger, the son of Johann Spenger. The south addition, known as the Oyster Bar, was
completed in 1975.

It was designated a Berkeley local landmark in November of 1998. Itis also listed in the California
Historic Property Directory; according to the Northwest Information Center, Spenger’s is included
in their database as “appears eligible” for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places. It
has never been evaluated for inclusion in the California Register of Historical Resources.

Evaluation

Introduction

National Register Bulletin Number 15, How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation,
describes the Criteria for Evaluation as being composed of two factors. First, the property must be
“associated with an important historic context.”’ The National Register identifies four possible
context types, of which at least one must be applicable at the national, state, or local level. As listed
under Section 8, “Statement of Significance,” of the National Register of Historic Places Registra-
tion Form, these are:

“A. Property is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to
the broad patterns of our history.

“B. Property is associated with the lives of persons significant in our past.

“C. Property embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of
construction or represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values, or

DPR 523L (1/95)
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*Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder) n 1

*Recorded by_Sarah M. Dreller/Kathleen Forrest *Date_October 2002 X Continuation = O Update

Evaluation (continued)

Second, for a property to qualify under the National Register’s Criteria for Evaluation, it must also
retain “historic integrity of those features necessary to convey its significance.™ While a property’s
‘significance relates to its role within a specific historic context, its integrity refers to “a property’s
‘physical features and how they relate to its significance.™ To determine if a property retains the
physical characteristics corresponding to its historic context, the National Reglster has identified
seven aspects of integrity. These are:

Since integrity is based on a property’s significance within a specific historic context, an evaluation
of a property's integrity can only occur after historic significance has been established.®

represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components lack individual
distinction.

“D. Property has yielded, or is likely to yield, information important to prehistory or
history.”

“Location is the place where the historic property was constructed or the place where
the historic event occurred...

“Design is the combination of elements that create the form, plan, space, structure,
g P P
and style of a property...

“Setting is the physical environment of a historic property...

“Materials is the physical elements that were combined or deposited during a
particular period of time and in a particular pattern or configuration to form a
historic property...

“Workmanship is the physical evidence of the crafts of a particular culture or people
during any given period in history or prehistory...

“Feeling is a property’s expression of the aesthetic or historic sense of a particular
period of time...

“Association is the direct link between an important historic event or person and a
historic property.”*

DPR 5231 (1/95)

*Required information




age 4 of _0 (Assigned by recorder,_Spenger’s Fish Grorto, 1919 Fourth St

*Recorded by_Sarah M. Dreller/Kathleen Forrest *Date_October 2002 X Continuation . O Update

Evaluation (continued)

In addition to the Criteria for Evaluation, the National Register maintains a list of property types or
circumstances that generally automatically disqualify properties from listing on the NRHP. These

are:

“cemeteries, birthplaces or graves of historical figures, properties owned by religious
institutions or used for religious purposes, structures that have been moved from their
original locations, reconstructed historic buildings, properties primarily commemora-
tive in nature, and properties that have achieved significance within the past 50
years””

However, the National Register also provides for special consideration if a property described above
is either an “integral” contributor to a district that qualifies under the Criteria for Evaluation or one
of the following:

“a. A religious property deriving primary significance from architectural or artistic
distinction or historical importance; or

“b. A building or structure removed from its original location but which is significant
primarily for architectural value, or which is the surviving structure most importantly
associated with a historic person or event; or

“c. A birthplace or grave of a historical figure of outstanding importance if there is no
appropriate site or building directly associated with his or her productive life; or

“d. A cemetery which derives its primary significance from graves of persons of
.. transcendent importance, from age, from distinctive design features, or from associa-
tion with historic events; or

“e. A reconstructed building when accurately executed in a suitable environment and
presented in a dignified manner as part of a restoration master plan, and when no
other building or structure wit the same association has survived; or

“f. A property primarily commemorative in intent if design, age, tradition, or
symbolic value has invested it with its own exceptional significance; or

- “g A property achieving significance within the past 50 years if it is of exceptional

importance.”
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Evaluation (continued)

Ewvaluation Findings
The property at 1919 Fourth Street (Spenger’s Fish Grotto) is not eligible for listing on the
NRHP because it does not possess BOTH historic significance AND physical integrity.

Because the property is over 50 years old and is not one of the property types generally automatically
disqualified from listing on the NRHP, this property’s historic significance has been evaluated under
the standard National Register Criteria for Evaluation. The following is an itemized summary of
each criterion:

Ceriterion A (association with historic events): The property at 1919 Fourth Street is associated with
the early development of West Berkeley. Spenger’s business began and grew around the turn of the
20% century, when the community as a whole experienced an overall improvement in its infrastruc-
ture. The business came about as a result of, and appears to have further influenced thereafter, West
Berkeley's rise in prosperity during this time. The property is historically significant under this

criterion.’

Criterion B (association with historic persons): The property at 1919 Fourth Street is associated
with Johann Spenger. Mr. Spenger was the owner and manager of the business and a prominent
early West. Berkeley citizen. He came to the Bay Area in 1865 from Germany, working as a fisher-
man first and later, c¢. 1900, establishing a retail fish business out of his residence at 1919 Fourth
Street. The property is historically significant under this criterion.

Criterion C (distinctive architectural characteristics): The property at 1919 Fourth Street is not
architecturally distinctive. While typical of modest 1890s Victorian residential architecture, extant
architectural fabric does not display features of the period that are particularly notable and does not
possess high artistic value. The property is not historically significant under this criterion.

Criterion D {property’s potential to yield information important to prehistory or history): The
property at 1919 Fourth Street is not in itself the principal source of important information, such as
how the construction techniques employed in this building affected the evolution of local building
development. The principal source of important information regarding this property lies in its
association with events and people important to the past. The property is not historically significant
under this criterion.

Because historic significance was established, this property’s physical integrity was evaluated.
Physical features essential to the property’s ability to convey its historic significance consist of all or
most of the residential building as constructed around the turn of the 20 century and used by
Johann Spenger as a retail fish business until the establishment of a restaurant c. 1930. However,
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*Recorded by_Sarah M. Dreller/Kathleen Forrest *Date_October 2002 O Continuation O Update

Evaluation (continued)

additions to the south of the building c. 1930, to the north c. 1954, and again to the south c. 1974
have caused extensive loss of original architectural fabric, leaving only the gable roofline and two 2-
over-2 windows extant. As a result, the design, materials, and workmanship of the property’s
essential physical features have been permanently compromised. Changes to the immediate area
have altered its setting and its overall feeling and association are no longer expressed. The only
aspect of its integrity remaining unchanged is its location. The property at 1919 Fourth Street no
longer retains sufficient physical integrity to convey its historic significance and is therefore not
eligible for listing on the NRHP.

'The California Historic Resources Inventory System (CHRIS) contains one Historic Resources
Inventory form for the property at 1919 Fourth Street. The form was completed in 1979 by
Stephanie Manning, of the Ocean View Neighborhood Preservation Association. Although
Manning recognizes the property’s significance she also admits to the loss of original architectural
fabric, saying “it takes a careful eye to distinguish the evidence of Spenger’s roots.”"® The inventory
form has been given a National Register status code of 3, indicating that the property appears
eligible for listing on the NRHP, however there is no supporting discussion of Criteria for Evaluation
- or physical integrity. Additionally, NRHP thresholds for significance and integrity have risen
substantially since the late 1970s as the requirements for listing have been refined.

Endnotes

"How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation, National Register Bulletin, no. 15
(Washington, D.C.: United States Department of the Interior, 1997): 3

* How to Complete the National Register Registration Form, National Reglster Bulletin, no. 16A
(Washington, D.C.: United States Department of the Interior, 1997): 75.

> How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation, 3.

“ Ibid, 44.

* Ibid, 44-45.

¢ TIbid, 45.

Ibid, 2.

5 Ibid, 2.

? The property at 1919 Fourth Street cannot be found historically significant under Criterion A as
ar important restaurant/business in West Berkeley because it continues to have this use today; the
NRHP requires that the historic association have ended so as to allow adequate historical perspec-
tive during the evaluation process.

1© Stephanie Manning, State of California Department of Parks and Recreation Office of Historic
Preservation “Historic Resources Inventory” for 1919/1921 Fourth Street, (Berkeley, CA: Ocean
View Neighborhood Preservation Association, 1979), 2.

END.

DPR 5231 (1/95)

*Required information




Appendix B -1919 Fourth Street DPR523 Update
Interactive Resources, Inc. 2014

Fourth & Spenger Applicant’s Statement - Historical Resource Assessment
LPC Structural Alteration Permit
Interactive Resources Project No. 2013-073



State of California— The Resources Agency Primary #

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI#

CONTINUATION SHEET Trinomial

Page 1of 3 *Resource Name or # 1919 Fourth Street (Spenger’s Fish Grotto)

*Recorded by: Kimberly Butt, AIA *Date: February 2014 O Continuation Update

1919 Fourth Street, also known as Spenger’s Fish Grotto, was evaluated in 2002 by Sarah Dreller and Kathleen Forrest of Carey &
Co. Inc. and recorded on DPR 523A and 523L forms as part of the Berkeley Rail Stop and Transit Plaza project. At that time the
evaluators concluded that the property no longer retained sufficient physical integrity to convey its historic significance and
therefore was not eligible for the listing on the NRHP.

The purpose of this update to the record is to update and detail the building chronology, as well as to document the significant
portions of the building that have been identified through the local City of Berkeley Landmark process.

History of the Area

The property is located within an area known as West Berkeley, and historically known as Ocean View. West Berkeley is generally
defined by San Pablo Avenue to the east, the San Francisco Bay to the west, Gilman Street to the north and Ashby Avenue to the
south. The area is Berkeley’s earliest neighborhood with Euro-American settlement beginning in the early 1850s, as people came
west with the Gold Rush. In 1858, 57 people were living in Ocean View, and by the 1860s, the developing town had a population of
at least 100 and the land use consisted of a mixture of farms and industry. Additionally, as the community was located along the
Bay, it had a strong tie to the maritime culture of the time.

The area was significantly impacted by both the founding of the University of California at Berkeley and the completion of the
transcontinental railroad in the late 1860s. In the early 1870s, the Berkeley Land and Town Improvement Association was
incorporated and began laying out new streets in Ocean View; marketing the area; and working toward the establishment of a
ferry directly to San Francisco. In an effort to avoid annexation by Oakland, Ocean View incorporated with the community of
Berkeley in 1878 and then became known as West Berkeley.

Early industry in the area included factories producing soap, watches, shoes, gloves, beer and glass. By the turn of the century the
area became predominantly industrial. Still, the population grew to about 1,500 and improvements in the infrastructure included

the establishment of services such as telephone and electricity and the construction of churches, a post office, a school and a town
hall. Circa 1892 Johann Spenger established his grocery store and fish market near the corner of University and Fourth Street.

West Berkeley experienced significant growth following the 1906 earthquake and fire, and numerous factories relocated to the area
from San Francisco. Further, several government-sponsored construction projects encouraged the development of West Berkeley
between the mid-1910s and World War II. These projects included: a pier at the end of University Avenue, the Eastshore Freeway,
Aquatic Park, and the University Avenue overpass over Third Street. The area subsequently experienced tremendous growth
during World War II, but development began to stall postwar. In the mid-1960s the City created an Industrial Park to help spur
growth, which led to the replacement of many residences with large factories. In recent years the area has again transformed with
the introduction of mix-use developments including shopping and affordable housing.

Building History

The oldest section of 1919 Fourth Street was initially constructed as a residence along Strawberry Creek for Johann Spenger circa
1892. Later, the family opened a grocery store and fish market in a shed on the north side of the residence. Then in 1933 Johann's
son Frank Spenger converted the original family home into a seafood restaurant. From 1932 to 1960 permits were taken out on an
average of one every two years for various additions and alterations, which both widened the dining areas along the street
frontage and expanded the kitchen and storage spaces at the rear (east) side of the site. In 1954, a two-story addition with a
banquet room on the ground floor and private quarters on the second floor was constructed to the north of the existing building.
Circa 1967 a large warehouse was constructed at the rear of the site, extending back across the depth of the lot to Fifth Street. In
1968, a free-standing single-story addition was constructed on the north side of the 1954 banquet room. Finally, after demolishing
several existing buildings on the south side of the parcel the “Oyster Bar” addition was completed in 1975. In 1998 the Spenger
family closed the restaurant. When the new owners re-opened the restaurant in 1999 an extensive interior remodel was undertaken
that included the entire reconstruction of the kitchen, and the removal of several walls, floor and ceiling finishes. Alterations at the
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exterior included the removal of the “flower stand” and metal awning north of the main entry, the construction of a new exit from
the bar north of the lobby, the addition of building-mounted new lighting and signage.

Building Chronology (Major additions and alterations)

c.1892 Johann Spenger constructed the original gable roof, wood frame, two-story residence.

1933 The house was converted into a restaurant by Frank Spenger, Johann’s son.

1954 Two-story Banquet Hall addition constructed at the north side of the existing building.

1967 Warehouse at 1914 Fifth Street constructed as storage for the restaurant.

1968 Offices constructed north of the 1954 banquet hall addition.

1973 Frank Spenger, Sr. dies.

1975 The south “Oyster Bar” addition was completed.

1998 The restaurant sold to new owners.

1999 New signage and lighting added at the exterior. Exterior metal awning on Fourth Street frontage removed.

Various interior renovations were undertaken. “Flower Shop” to the left of the entry removed. Entrance to
the bar north of the main entry extended out to be flush with exterior wall on Fourth Street.

The subject property at 1919-1955 Fourth Street has been evaluated several times. In 1979, the property was recorded by Stephanie
Manning of the Ocean View Neighborhood Preservation Association and was, at that time, found to be potentially eligible for the
National Register of Historic Places. In 1998, Ms. Manning and Doug Morse prepared a City of Berkeley Landmark Application
for the property. Doug Morse, also a sitting Landmark Preservation Commissioner at the time, wrote an addendum to the
application dated October 15, 1998. The addendum requested the inclusion of 1955 Fourth Street, the site of the 1975 “Oyster Bar”
addition and provided a more detailed description of the existing building.

The property was successfully listed as a City Landmark in November 1998. The Landmarks Preservation Commission (LPC)
moved to landmark the “Fourth Street frontage and parcels therein as significant historical landmarks, especially considering the
original cottage, the relation to the Oceanview (sic) neighborhood and early 1900’s waterfront, and the direct relationship to the
bay and maritime history.” The Commission found that “the restaurant is important to the community’s history as a cultural
resource, drawing patrons from all over the Bay Area.” The motion also notes the exterior historic maritime artifacts as significant
and mentions that Strawberry Creek flows under Spenger’s and that the nearby shell mound may extend under the site. Finally,
the motion states that the “structures on the Fifth Street frontage are excluded.”

It appears that the Landmarks Board included portions of the building ranging in address from 1915 to 1955 Fourth Street or

assessor’s parcel numbers 057 210000806 and 057 210000805. The portion of the structure at 1914 Fifth Street or assessor’s parcel
number 057 210000702 was excluded from the nomination.
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Review Code Reviewer Date
Page 1 of 3 *Resource Name or #: 740 Hearst Ave.
P1. Other Identifier: US Post Office Processing Center
*P2. Location: O Not for Publication O Unrestricted *a. County: Alameda
and (P2b and P2c or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.)
*b. USGS 7.5' Quad: Date: T ;R ; Y4 of Y, of Sec ; M.D. B.M.
c. Address: 740 Hearst Ave. City: Berkeley Zip: 94710
d. UTM: Zone: 10 ; mE/ mN (G.P.S.)

e. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, etc., as appropriate) Elevation: AP# 057-2100-001-04

*P3a. Description: (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries)
The subject property is located in West Berkeley, directly east of Interstate 580 and north of the off-ramp overpass at University
Avenue. The area features a combination of uses including retail, industrial and residential. The site, located at the south end of
the prominent retail section of Fourth Street, is bound by Fourth Street, Hearst Avenue, Fifth Street and the Spenger’s Restaurant
property. The parcel features one commercial building and two paved parking areas.

Two retail stores occupy the single-story, combination flat and gable roof structure, which fronts Hearst Avenue. The building is
rectangular in plan and was originally constructed as a parcel post annex for the United States Postal Service in 1955. Although it
has been significantly altered over time, the original utilitarian structure is still apparent behind the new retail fronts. The building
is constructed of concrete block with concrete tilt-up panels and structural wood “bowstring” trusses at the interior. The exterior is
primarily finished in painted stucco. The north and west facades feature modern metal storefront windows.

*P3b. Resource Attributes: (List attributes and codes) HP6: 1-3 Story commercial building

*P4. Resources Present: XIBuilding OStructure OObject OSite ODistrict OElement of District OOther (Isolates, etc.)
9 »»»»»»«««»««««« 7] Ps5b. Description of Photo:

Northwest corner of the building.

Image source Google, April 2011

*P6. Date Constructed/Age and
Sources: XIHistoric
OPrehistoric OBoth
1954/Permit Record

*P7. Owner and Address:
Jamestown
101 California Street, Suite 3155
San Francisco, CA 94111

*P8. Recorded by:
Kimberly Butt, ATA
Interactive Resources, Inc.
117 Park Place
Richmond, CA 948001

*P9. Date Recorded:
January 2014

*P10. Survey Type: Recon.
*P11. Report Citation: (Cite survey report and other sources, or enter "none.")

*Attachments: ONONE [OlLocation Map [OSketch Map OContinuation Sheet [XIBuilding, Structure, and Object Record
OArchaeological Record [ODistrict Record [OLinear Feature Record [OMilling Station Record [ORock Art Record
OArtifact Record OPhotograph Record O Other (List):
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Page 2 of 3 *NRHP Status Code 6Z

*Resource Name or # 740 Hearst Ave.

B1. Historic Name:

B2. Common Name:

B3. Original Use: US Post Office parcel post annex B4. Present Use: Commercial
*B5. Architectural Style: Industrial/Modern

*B6. Construction History:

The property at 740 Hearst was initially developed between 1911 and 1929 with single story residential buildings at the east side of
the parcel. In 1954, the residences were demolished and a parcel post annex for the United States Post Office was constructed on
the site. The property was owned by Frank Spenger, who also served as the project sponsor. This simple gable roof, industrial
building was transformed into a retail and office structure in 1983 for The Nature Company. The building has been altered several
more times in order to accommodate various new retail companies, including the last major remodel in 2002.

*B7. Moved? XINo [OYes [OUnknown Date: Original Location:
*B8. Related Features: none

B9a. Architect: (Lorimer) Skidmore & Walling b. Builder: W.G. Payne Contracting
*B10. Significance: Theme: Community Development Area: West Berkeley
Period of Significance: 1954 Property Type: Industrial Warehouse Applicable Criteria: N/A

The property is located within an area known as West Berkeley, and historically known as Ocean View. West Berkeley is generally
defined by San Pablo Avenue to the east, the San Francisco Bay to the west, Gilman Street to the north and Ashby Avenue to the
south. The area is Berkeley’s earliest neighborhood with Euro-American settlement beginning in the early 1850s, as people came
west with the Gold Rush. In 1858, 57 people were living in Ocean View, and by the 1860s, the developing town had a population of
at least 100 and the land use consisted of a mixture of farms and industry. Additionally, as the community was located along the
Bay, it had a strong tie to the maritime culture of the time.

The area was significantly impacted by both the founding of the University of California at Berkeley and the completion of the
transcontinental railroad in the late 1860s. In the early 1870s, the Berkeley Land and Town Improvement Association was
incorporated and began laying out new streets in Ocean View; marketing the area; and working toward the establishment of a
ferry directly to San Francisco. In an effort to avoid annexation by Oakland, Ocean View incorporated with the community of
Berkeley in 1878 and then became known as West Berkeley. (see continuation sheet)

B11. Additional Resource Attributes: (List attributes and codes) none

*B12. References: See continuation sheet.

B13. Remarks: e e

*B14. Evaluator: Kimberly Butt, AIA, Interactive Resources, Inc. ELETIRTE T

*Date of Evaluation: February 2014
e

SUBJECT
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B10. Significance: (Continued)

Early industry in the area included factories producing soap, watches, shoes, gloves, beer and glass. By the turn of the century the
area became predominantly industrial. Still, the population grew to about 1,500 and improvements in the infrastructure included
the establishment of services such as telephone and electricity and the construction of churches, a post office, a school and a town
hall.

West Berkeley experienced significant growth following the 1906 earthquake and fire, and numerous factories relocated to the area
from San Francisco. Further, several government-sponsored construction projects encouraged the development of West Berkeley
between the mid-1910s and World War II. These projects included: a pier at the end of University Avenue, the Eastshore Freeway,
Aquatic Park, and University Avenue overpass over Third Street. The area subsequently experienced tremendous growth during
World War II, but development began to stall postwar. In the mid-1960s the City created an Industrial Park to help spur growth,
which led to the replacement of many residences with large factories. In recent years the area has again been altered with the
introduction of mix-use developments including shopping and affordable housing.

The subject building was constructed in 1954 spanning what had been two parcels and requiring the demolition of two houses and
three freestanding garages. Frank Spenger owned the property, sponsored the project, and leased the building to the United States
Government for use as a parcel post annex. The construction of this simple industrial building occurred during the timeframe
when the growth of the neighborhood was stalling and the City of Berkeley was beginning to encourage more industrial uses.
With the development of the area into a prominent retail sector, the building was initially renovated in the early 1980s to serve as
retail and office space for the Nature Company. It was again altered in 2002 to accommodate new retail companies.

The building does not appear to be eligible for listing in the NRHP or the CRHR under Criterion A/1. Although the building was
part of West Berkeley’s industrial growth through the 1950s and 1960s, it does not appear to have played a significant role in the
historical development of West Berkeley. Additionally, it does not appear to be eligible under NRHP/CRHR Criteria B/2, C/3, or
D/4. No persons, other than Frank Spenger as building owner, have been identified as being significantly associated with the
building and who appear to have made a significant contribution to local, state, or national history. Constructed c.1954, the
building does not appear to be a significant example of an architectural type. While the industrial building is modestly indicative
of the Modern style, it is not an outstanding example of the type. Further, the building does not appear to possess the potential to
yield information important to the prehistory or history of the local area, state, or the nation. Finally, although the building
maintains some aspects of integrity, including its overall form and location, numerous features have been significantly altered
such as the exterior facades, siding and windows. Therefore, building does not appear to be eligible for the NRHP or the CRHR.

B12. References: (continued)

California Register and National Register: A Comparison, California Office of Historic Preservation Technical Assistance Series,
no. 6. Sacramento, CA: California Department of Parks and Recreation, 2006.
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Series, no. 5. Sacramento, CA: California Department of Parks and Recreation, n.d.

Gebhard, David, Roger Montgomery, Robert Winter, John Woodbridge, and Sally Woodbridge. A Guide to the Architecture of San
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Permit Files for 740/750 Hearst Avenue. Berkeley Permit Service Center.
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