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in the Presidio; a portion of Islais Creek at Glen Canyon Park; and a small tributary of 
Yosemite Creek in McLaren Park. The creeks within the Presidio empty into the Ocean or 
the Golden Gate and do not receive treatment. 

The creeks that now flow into the CSS present the greatest opportunity for SFPUC to 
reduce base flows and wet-weather flows, as well as combined sewer discharges. Table A-2 
summarizes the historic creeks that flow into the CSS. At this point, little is known about the 
creeks’ flow rates and feed water (spring or stormwater), or the condition of their historic 
stream paths. Those characteristics would need to be investigated to determine the 
feasibility, benefits, and costs of stream daylighting. 
 
Table A-2  Historic Creeks that Flow into the Combined Sewer System 

Creek Watershed Creek Type End Point 

Hayes Creek  Channel Likely ephemeral, 
flowing only during 

wet weather 

Southeast Water 
Pollution Control Plant 

Mission Creek  Channel Perennial Southeast Water 
Pollution Control Plant 

Precita Creek Islais Creek  Islais Creek Perennial Southeast Water 
Pollution Control Plant 

Islais Creek  Islais Creek Perennial Southeast Water 
Pollution Control Plant 

Yosemite Creek  Yosemite Perennial Southeast Water 
Pollution Control Plant 

Cayuga Creek Sunnydale  Sunnydale Perennial Southeast Water 
Pollution Control Plant 

Streams that fed Pine Lake 
(Laguna Puerca) 

Sunset Perennial Oceanside water 
Pollution Control Plant 

Streams that fed Lake 
Merced  

Lake Merced Perennial Oceanside water 
Pollution Control Plant 

2.2  Current Efforts for Daylighting in San Francisco 

There are several active proposals for daylighting creeks in San Francisco. This section 
describes proposals for: 1) the North Branch of Islais Creek that runs through and beneath 
Glen Canyon Park and the Glen Park neighborhood; 2) a drainage area of Lake Merced 
that runs through San Francisco State University; and 3) Tennessee Hollow in the Presidio. 

Other informal proposals, not described in detail here, have been made for daylighting 
portions of Cayuga Creek though the Living Library Think Park in the Balboa Park 
Neighborhood, and the flow path of Yosemite Creek from McLaren Park that drains into 
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Yosemite Slough. These proposals have not been formally investigated and it has not been 
determined whether or not the drainage patterns would still support a creek. 

Glen Park Community Plan’s Proposal for Islais Creek 

Islais Creek currently flows freely in Glen Canyon Park and enters the combined sewer at a 
culvert near the recreational buildings at the end of the park, adjacent to Elk Street. The 
creek historically had enough flow in the winter to host a steelhead run, and local residents 
remember catching trout in the Glen Park Commercial District (San Francisco, 2003). Now 
the creek flows through a 60-inch pipe that drains into city’s CSS. Before being developed, 
the Islais Creek drainage basin was 293.9 acres (SFPUC, 2006). The current watershed is 
74.4 acres and the sewershed is 312 acres (SFPUC, 2006).  

In 2003, the San Francisco Planning Department completed the draft Glen Park Community 
Plan, which proposed several programs, policies, and designs to improve the community. 
The plan explores the opportunity for bringing Islais Creek to the surface (Figure A-2) 
through the neighborhood along Kern Street, in addition to creating a natural corridor along 
the stream path. The neighborhood periodically experiences localized flooding along the 
historic creek path. The illustrated plan in Figure A-3 shows the restored creek running 
down Elk Street, opening the park to the neighborhood (San Francisco, 2003).  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Figure A-2 Location of Islais Creek Daylighting Proposal 
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Figure A-3 Illustration of Proposed Islais Creek Corridor  
(Source: San Francisco Planning Department, 2003) 

The proposal states that daylighting Islais Creek would allow for more localized stormwater 
management through Green Streets design and the creation of a detention pond located 
behind the St. John’s school. Daylighting Islais Creek could also allow for educational 
opportunities and demonstration projects (San Francisco, 2003). While many community 
members were enthusiastic about the prospect of daylighting, there were concerns about 
dangers from mosquitoes, stormwater drainage and too little creek-water capacity. 
Determining the feasibility of daylighting would require extensive studies, outreach and 
funding. 

Lake Merced: San Francisco State University’s Proposal 

San Francisco Sate University is developing a 10-year Master Plan to reconfigure their 
campus for the future as well as to create a more sustainable environment. Their plan 
includes looking at daylighting or recreating a creek corridor that flows to Lake Merced (see 
Figure A-4). The historic creek currently flows in a pipe located 75 feet below grade and 
covered with fill and under athletic fields. The new plans for the creek include bringing it to 
the surface and making it the focal point of an expanded campus. The project would direct 
stormwater runoff into the historic creek corridor (Braswell, 2006). The plan calls for 
phasing out the use of an old parking garage that covers the path of the creek and 
re-vegetating the area with native plants and riparian vegetation. The area is covered by 
Phase II MS4 permit and is subject to Phase II requirements for stormwater management. 
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Figure A-4 Location of proposed stream daylighting 
through San Francisco State University 

 
Tennessee Hollow Watershed Project 

Tennessee Hollow watershed drains 271 acres in the Presidio National Park of San 
Francisco and provides the source of fresh water for Crissy Field, a recently restored 
wetland. The creek does not flow into the CSS. Tennessee Hollow has three tributaries and 
is a spring-fed system. In the late 1800s, parts of the creek were filled and most of the 
creek was diverted into pipes and underground drains by the U.S. Army. The watershed 
was also altered and reduced by diverting the runoff from the adjacent neighborhoods of 
Presidio, Pacific Heights into the city’s CSS. The creek flows year-round through lined 
channels and storm drains. The Presidio Trust’s plans (see Figure A-5) include exploring 
options for removing non-historic housing, infrastructure and recreational amenities, 
restoring surface drainage and enhancing wildlife habitat (Presidio Trust, 2002). 

2.3  Other Promising Opportunities 

Several other buried creeks in San Francisco may provide opportunities for diversion and 
daylighting, including the following: 

• Yosemite Creek in McLaren Park. 

• Cayuga Creek - Living Library Think Park. 

• Hayes Creek, a permanently “wet” street near city hall. 

• The creeks that flow into Pine Lake Park and Laguna Puerca. 
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Figure A-5 Location of Proposed Tennessee Hollow Daylighting 
  

• Precita Creek currently flows under Cesar Chavez Street, within a flooding area of 
concern. The street is heavily trafficked and does not have much green space except 
ball fields across the street. 

3.  Recommendations 

3.1  Further Study 

Much more analysis needs to be completed to determine whether stream daylighting is 
feasible and desirable for San Francisco. While there are several places where community 
members have expressed interest, without more analysis, it is not clear what the benefits 
would be to the combined sewer system. The following considerations would need to be 
further explored: 

1) How much flow would be available for the creek bed? 

2) Is the creek spring fed or does is convey storm runoff? 

3) Is it a perennial or seasonal creek? 

4) What regulatory issues would be triggered? If the creek conveys stormwater runoff, 
would it be covered under Phase II regulations? If the water is sufficiently clean, 
would it be permissible to discharge directly to the Bay, ocean, or lake? 
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5) What is the condition of the historic flow path? Has it been developed? Is there space 
(i.e., a right-of-way or purchased properties) to daylight the stream? Or is it feasible to 
reroute the stream into a separate pipeline? 

6) What is the level of community acceptance? 

7) How would SFPUC quantify the various services performed by a pipe as compared to 
a restored waterway? What are the differences in the operations and maintenance 
costs and capital investments? 

3.2  SFPUC Programs 

Stream diversion and daylighting can be incorporated into two programs that are currently 
being developed as part of the Sewer System Master Plan: 1) flood management, and 
2) Low Impact Design/urban watershed management. These two programs provide an 
opportunity to evaluate innovative strategies, such as stream daylighting, to improve 
surface drainage and CSS level of service. As these programs focus in on specific sites, 
such as flood-prone areas and redevelopment areas, stream diversion and daylighting 
should be included in their toolbox of potential solutions. 
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BUILDING CODE 2007 Edition

Chapter 13C GREEN BUILDING REQUIREMENTS
1

Chapter 13C
GREEN BUILDING REQUIREMENTS

[Added 9-4-2008 by Ord. No. 180-08]

SECTION 1301C – INTENT

     The purpose of this chapter is to promote the health, safety and welfare of San Francisco residents, workers,
and visitors by minimizing the use and waste of energy, water and other resources in the construction and
operation of the City and County of San Francisco’s building stock and by providing a healthy indoor
environment. The green building practices required by this chapter will also further the goal of reducing the
greenhouse gas emissions in the City and County of San Francisco to 20 percent below 1990 levels by the year
2012, as stated in Board of Supervisors Resolution No. 158-02 and the City’s 2004 Climate Action Plan.

SECTION 1302C – DEFINITIONS

     For the purposes of this chapter, certain terms are defined as follows:

     DEMOLITION means, where the existing building is determined to be an historical resource under the
California Environmental Quality Act, proposed removal of sufficient material from an existing building to meet
the definition in Planning Code Section 1005(f), or, where the existing building is determined not to be an
historical resource under the California Environmental Quality Act, proposed removal of sufficient material
from an existing building to meet the definition in Planning Code Section 317(b)(2), whether the occupancy of
the existing building is residential or commercial.

     GREENPOINT RATED, GREENPOINTS and GREENPOINTS CHECKLIST mean the residential green
building rating system and checklist and certification methodology of the non-profit organization Build It Green.

     HIGH-RISE BUILDING means a building that meets the definition of “high-rise building” in Section 202 of
this Code.

     HIGH-RISE RESIDENTIAL BUILDING means a Group R occupancy residential building that is a high-rise
building.

     HISTORICAL RESOURCE is a property that meets the terms of the definitions in Section 21084.1 of the
CEQA Statute (The California Environmental Quality Act [Public Resources Code Section 21084.1]) and Section
15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines, as determined by the San Francisco Planning Department.

     LARGE COMMERCIAL BUILDING means a commercial building or addition of Group B or M occupancy
that is 25,000 gross square feet or more or is a high-rise building.

     LEED® and LEED® Checklist mean the Leadership in Energy and Environment Design rating system,
certification methodology, and checklist of the United States Green Building Council (USGBC).

     MAJOR ALTERATIONS means alterations where interior finishes are removed and significant upgrades to
structural and mechanical, electrical and/or plumbing systems are proposed where areas of such construction
are 25,000 gross square feet or more in Group B, M or R occupancies of existing buildings.

     MID-SIZE COMMERCIAL BUILDING means a commercial building of Group B or M occupancy that is
5,000 or more and less than 25,000 gross square feet, and is not a high-rise building.

     MID-SIZE RESIDENTIAL BUILDING means a Group R occupancy residential building that has five or
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more dwelling units and is not a high-rise building.

     NEW LARGE COMMERCIAL INTERIORS means first-time tenant improvements where areas of such
construction are over 25,000 gross square feet or more in Group B or M occupancy areas of existing buildings.

     SMALL RESIDENTIAL BUILDING means a Group R occupancy building that has four or fewer dwelling
units and is not a high-rise building.

SECTION 1303C – SCOPE

     Projects in the City and County of San Francisco that are within the scope of this chapter are: (1) newly
constructed Group R occupancy buildings, (2) newly constructed commercial buildings of Group B or M
occupancies that are 5,000 gross square feet or more, (3) new first-time build-outs of commercial interiors that
are 25,000 gross square feet or more in buildings of Group B or M occupancies, and (4) major alterations that
are 25,000 gross square feet or more in existing buildings of Group B, M or R occupancies, where interior
finishes are removed and significant upgrades to structural and mechanical, electrical and/or plumbing systems
are proposed.

     Exempt from this chapter are (1) City and County of San Francisco projects, which are subject to Chapter 7
of the San Francisco Environment Code, (2) any new building in which laboratory use of any occupancy
classification is the primary use, and (3) any building undergoing renovation in which the area of renovation will
be primarily for laboratory use of any occupancy classification.

     All buildings within the scope of this chapter must meet or exceed the energy requirements contained in the
2005 California Building Energy Efficiency Standards, including California Code of Regulations, Title 24, Parts
1 and 6, or the version of those standards that is applicable at the time a permit application is filed. If the
increased minimum energy efficiency standards specified in this chapter do not apply, a project must comply
with the applicable California Building Energy Efficiency Standards.

SECTION 1304C – GREEN BUILDING REQUIREMENTS

1304.0  Applicability. The following green building requirements shall apply to all projects within the scope of
this chapter. Wherever reference is made to the LEED® or GreenPoint Rated systems, a comparable equivalent
rating system may be used if approved by the Director. The applicable LEED®, GreenPoint Rated or equivalent
versions of performance standards for any applications subject to this chapter, regardless of application dates,
are:

LEED®-CI v2.0 - LEED® for Commercial Interiors (June 2005)

LEED®-CS v2.0 - LEED® for Core and Shell (July 2006)

LEED®-NC v2.2 - LEED® for New Construction (July 2007)

GreenPoint Rated (GPR) – GPR v2007 (March 2007)

     Wherever specific LEED® prerequisites or credits are cited, such references are to LEED® -NC v2.2. More
recent LEED® and GreenPoint Rated versions may be used, provided the credits and points achieved are as or
more stringent than LEED® -NC v2.2 or GPR v2007.

     Wherever the LEED® or GreenPoint Rate systems include a minimum energy or other performance
requirement, the permit applicant may choose to meet the minimum performance requirements with an
alternative equivalent method approved by the Director.

1304C.0.1  Compliance. Compliance with any of these requirements may be verified and/or certified by any
means, including third-party equivalent, as approved by the Director.

1304C.0.2  Solar electric systems. The installation of any solar photovoltaic energy system must meet all
installation criteria the California Energy Commission’s Guidebook “Eligibility Criteria and Conditions for
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Incentives for Solar Energy Systems.” An energy credit from solar photovoltaic (PV) energy systems may be
used to demonstrate compliance with the Ordinance’s general compliance requirements. This credit is available
if the solar PV energy system is capable of generating electricity from sunlight, supplying the electricity directly
to the building, and the system is connected, through a reversible meter, to the utility grid. The methodology
used to calculate the energy equivalent to the photovoltaic credit shall be the CECPV Calculator, using the most
recent version prior to the permit application date, which may be found on the web site of the California Energy
Commission.

1304C.0.3  Stormwater. Stormwater management shall meet the “Best Management Practices”
and “Stormwater Design Guidelines” of the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, and shall meet or
exceed the applicable LEED SS 6.1 and 6.2 guidelines.

1304C.0.4  Solid waste. Areas provided for recycling, composting and trash storage, collection and loading,
including any chute systems, must be designed for equal convenience for all users to separate those three
material streams, and must provide space to accommodate a sufficient quantity and type of containers to be
compatible with current methods of collection.

1304C.0.5  Building demolition. Applications subject to this Section, whereby construction of a new building is
proposed within five years of the demolition of a building on the site, where such demolition occurred after the
effective date of this ordinance, shall be subject to the following requirements:

1304C.0.5.1  The sustainability requirements for new buildings pursuant to Sections 1304C.1, et seq. shall be
increased as follows:

1304C.0.5.1.1  For projects attaining a LEED® certification and where the building demolished was an
historical resource, the required points shall be increased by 10 percent of the total available in the required
LEED® system. Where the building demolished was not an historical resource, the required points shall be
increased by 10 percent of the total required of the applicable LEED certification requirements absent a
demolition. For projects opting to be GreenPoint Rated, 25 additional points must be achieved, where the
building demolished was an historical resource, or 20 additional points must be achieved where the building
demolished was not an historical resource. The Director shall determine, on a case-by-case basis, increased
requirements in similar proportions for projects achieving compliance using other green building rating systems.

     For projects subject to 1304C.2.1, Mid-Size Commercial Buildings, and this Section 1304C.0.5, where the
building demolished was not an historical resource, the following requirements apply:

     The water use reduction required in 1304C.2.1.4 shall take effect on January 1, 2009, and permit applicants
must submit documentation to verify that a minimum 30 percent reduction in the use of potable water was
achieved. (LEED® WE3.2)

     The enhanced commissioning required by Section 1304C.2.1.6 shall take effect January 1, 2010.

     The energy generation or purchase required by Section 1304C.2.1.7 shall take effect January 1, 2011.

     Effective January 1, 2012 permit applicants must submit documentation to verify achievement of one
additional credit in accord with LEED® MR3, MR4, MR5, MR6, or MR7.

     In addition to the above, where the building demolished was an historical resource, effective January 1, 2009
through January 1, 2011 permit applicants must submit documentation to verify achievement of one additional
credit in accord with LEED® MR3, MR4, MR5, MR6, or MR7. Effective January 1, 2012, two additional credits
in accord with LEED® MR3, MR4, MR5, MR6, or MR7 are required.

1304C.0.5.1.2  Except where the demolished building was determined to be an historical resource, if the
occupant loads of the commercial portion of the replacement structure calculated in accord with Section 1004 of
this Code and the number of dwellings in the residential portion are each tripled, for those buildings attaining
LEED® certification, the required points shall be increased by 8 percent of the total points required absent a
demolition. For such projects pursuant to demolitions opting to be GreenPoint Rated, 17 additional points must
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be achieved. Where occupant loads and residential density are quadrupled, the required points for projects
attaining LEED® certification shall be increased by 6% of the total required absent a demolition, and for those
opting to be GreenPoint Rated, 15 additional points must be achieved. The Director shall determine, on a
case-by-case basis, appropriate increased requirements in similar proportions for projects achieving compliance
using other green building rating systems.

1304C.0.6  On-site retention of historical features. For alterations of buildings determined to be historical
resources, additional points or credits shall be granted for retention and in-situ reuse or restoration of certain
character defining features, as follows:

TABLE 1304C-A

SIGNIFICANT HISTORICAL
ARCHITECTURAL FEATURES

PERCENT
RETAINED*

LEED POINTS FOR
RETENTION

GREENPOINTS
FOR RETENTION

Windows @ principal façade(s) At least 50 2 7

Windows @ principal façade(s) At least 75 3 11

Windows @ principal façade(s) 100 4 15

Other windows At least 50 1 3

Other windows 100 2 6

Exterior doors @ principal façade(s) 100 1 3

Siding or wall finish @ principal
façade(s)

80 1 4

Trim & casing @ wall openings on
principal façade(s)

100 1 3

Roof cornices or decorative eaves visible
from right-of-way

100 1 3

Sub-cornices, belt courses, water tables,
and running trim visible from right-of-way

80 1 3

Character-defining elements of significant
interior spaces

At least 50 2 7

Character-defining elements of significant
interior spaces

100 4 15

Other exterior ornamentation (e.g.
cartouches, corbels, quoins, etc.) visible
from right-of-way

80 1 3

*     Retention includes the rehabilitation and repair of character-defining features that conform to the Secretary
of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties.
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1304C.0.7  Maintenance of required features. Any structure subject to this chapter shall maintain the green
building features required herein, regardless of subsequent alterations, additions, or changes of use, unless
subject to more stringent requirements.

1304C.1  Requirements for New Group R Occupancy Buildings.

1304C.1.1  Small Residential Buildings. Upon the operative date of this chapter , the permit applicant must
submit a GreenPoints New Home Construction Checklist but no points are required to be achieved. Effective
January 1, 2009, applicants must submit documentation demonstrating that a minimum of 25 GreenPoints from
the checklist will be achieved. Effective January 1, 2010 through 2011, a new building must be GreenPoint
Rated and applicants must submit documentation demonstrating that a minimum of 50 GreenPoints from the
checklist will be achieved. Effective January 1, 2012, a new building must be GreenPointRated and applicants
must submit documentation demonstrating that a minimum of 75 GreenPoints from the checklist will be
achieved.

1304C.1.2  Midsize Residential Buildings. Upon the operative date of this chapter , permit applicants must
submit a GreenPoints Multifamily Checklist but no points are required to be achieved. Effective January 1,
2009, applicants must submit documentation demonstrating that a minimum of 25 GreenPoints from the
checklist will be achieved. Effective January 1, 2010, a new building must be GreenPoint Rated and applicants
must submit documentation demonstrating that a minimum of 50 GreenPoints from the checklist will be
achieved. Effective January 1, 2011, a new building must be GreenPoint Rated and applicants must submit
documentation demonstrating that a minimum of 75 GreenPoints from the checklist will be achieved.

1304C.1.3  High-Rise Residential Buildings.

1304C.1.3.1  Rating requirement. Upon the operative date of this chapter, permit applicants must submit
documentation to achieve LEED® “Certified” certification. Effective January 1, 2010, applicants must submit
documentation to achieve a LEED® “Silver” certification. Alternatively, GreenPoint Rated 50 points minimum
may be achieved to meet this requirement upon the operative date of this ordinance, and GreenPoint Rated 75
points minimum effective January 1, 2010, providing all LEED®-NC Prerequisites are also met.

1304C.1.3.2  Water efficient landscaping. Upon the operative date of this chapter, permit applicants must
submit documentation verifying that a minimum 50 percent reduction in use of potable water for landscaping
was achieved. (LEED® WE1.1)

1304C.1.3.3  Water use reduction. Upon the operative date of this chapter, permit applicants must submit
documentation demonstrating achievement of a minimum 20 percent reduction in the use of potable water.
(LEED® WE3.2) Effective January 1, 2011, the required reduction in use of water is 30 percent. (LEED®
WE3.2)

1304C.1.3.4  Construction debris management. Effective January 1, 2009, permit applicants must submit
documentation to verify that diversion of at least 75 percent of the project’s construction debris was achieved.
(LEED® MR2.2)

1304C.2  Requirements for New Group B and M Occupancy Buildings.

1304C.2.1  Mid-Size Commercial Buildings.

1304C.2.1.1  Rating requirement. Upon the operative date of this chapter, permit applicants must complete and
submit a LEED® Checklist but no points are required to be achieved.

1304C.2.1.2  Fundamental commissioning of the building energy systems. Effective January 1, 2009, permit
applicants must submit documentation prepared by a Commissioning Agent demonstrating compliance with
LEED® EA Prereq 1.

1304C.2.1.3  Water efficient landscaping. Effective January 1, 2009, permit applicants must submit
documentation verifying that a minimum 50 percent reduction in use of potable water for landscaping was
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achieved. (LEED® WE1.1)

1304C.2.1.4  Water use reduction. Effective January 1, 2009, and effective through 2010, permit applicants must
submit documentation demonstrating achievement of a minimum 20 percent reduction in the use of potable
water. (LEED® WE3.1) Effective January 1, 2011, the required reduction in use of water is 30 percent.
(LEED® WE3.2)

1304C.2.1.5  Construction debris management. Effective January 1, st 2009, permit applicants must submit
documentation to verify that diversion of at least 75 percent of the project’s construction debris was achieved.
(LEED® MR2.2)

1304C.2.1.6  Enhanced commissioning. Effective January 1, 2011, a new building must achieve enhanced
commissioning. (LEED® EA3.0)

1304C.2.1.7  Energy. Effective January 1, 2012, permit applicants must submit documentation to verify
renewable on-site energy or purchase green energy credits in accord with LEED® EA2 or EA6.

1304C.2.2  New Large Commercial Buildings.

1304C.2.2.1  Rating requirement. Upon the operative date of this chapter, permit applicants must submit
documentation to achieve LEED® “Certified” Certification. Effective January 1, 2009, permit applicants must
submit documentation to achieve a LEED® Silver rating. Effective January 1, 2012, permit applicants must
submit documentation to achieve a LEED® Gold rating.

1304C.2.2.2  Water efficient landscaping. Upon the operative date of this chapter, permit applicants must
submit documentation verifying that a minimum 50 percent reduction in use of potable water for landscaping
was achieved. (LEED® WE1.1)

1304C.2.2.3  Water use reduction. Upon the operative date of this chapter, permit applicants must submit
documentation demonstrating achievement of a minimum 20 percent reduction in the use of potable water.
(LEED® WE3.2) Effective January 1, 2011, the required reduction in use of potable water is 30 percent.
(LEED® WE3.1)

1304C.2.2.4  Construction debris management. Upon the operative date of this chapter, permit applicants must
submit documentation to verify that diversion of at least 75 percent of the project’s construction debris was
achieved. (LEED® MR2.2)

1304C.2.2.5  Enhanced commissioning. Effective January 1, 2010, a new building must achieve enhanced
commissioning. (LEED® EA3.0)

1304C.2.2.6  Energy. Effective January 1, 2012, permit applicants must submit documentation to verify
achievement of renewable on-site energy or purchase of green energy credits in accord with LEED® EA2 or
EA6.

1304C.3  New Large Commercial Interiors and Major Alterations to Existing Buildings.

1304C.3.2.1  Rating requirement. Upon the operative date of this chapter, permit applicants for such
construction must submit documentation to achieve LEED® “Certified” Certification. Effective January 1,
2009, applicants must submit documentation to achieve a LEED® Silver rating. Effective January 1, 2012,
applicants must submit documentation to achieve a LEED® Gold rating.

1304C.3.2.2  Use of low-emitting materials. Upon the operative date of this chapter, permit applicants for
alterations subject to this subsection must submit documentation to verify the use of low-emitting materials
under LEED® EQ4.1, 4.2, and 4.3.

SECTION 1305C – IMPLEMENTATION

     Rules and regulations regarding the implementation of this chapter shall be detailed in an Administrative
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Bulletin to be prepared and issued by the Department of Building Inspection.

SECTION 1306C – HARDSHIP OR INFEASIBILITY EXEMPTION

1306C.1  Exemption. If a permit applicant for a project believes that circumstances exist that make it a hardship
or infeasible to meet fully the requirements of this chapter, the applicant may apply to the Director for an
exemption as set forth below. In applying for an exemption, the burden is on the permit applicant to
demonstrate hardship or infeasibility.

1306C.2  Application. A permit applicant seeking an exemption shall submit the following information in
support of the application:

     1.     the maximum number of credits or other compliance that the permit applicant believes is practical or
feasible

     2.     the circumstances that the permit applicant believes make it a hardship or infeasible to comply fully
with this chapter. Such circumstances may include, but are not limited to, availability of markets for materials to
be recycled, availability of green building materials and technologies, and compatibility of green building
requirements with other regulations.

1306C.3  Granting an Exemption. If the Director determines that it is a hardship or infeasible for the applicant
to meet fully the requirements of this chapter based on the information submitted with the application for an
exemption, the Director shall determine the maximum feasible number of credits or other compliance reasonably
achievable for the project and shall indicate this on the documentation submitted by the permit applicant. If an
exemption is granted, the permit applicant must achieve the number of credits or compliance the Director
determines to be achievable and shall comply with this chapter in all other respects.

1306C.4  Exemption for Historic Structure. The Director shall grant an exemption for an historic structure if the
Director determines that compliance with certain requirements would impair the structure’s historic integrity.
The historic structure shall comply with this chapter in all other respects.

1306C.5  Denial of Exemption. If the Director determines that it is possible for the application to meet fully the
requirements of this chapter, the Director shall notify the permit applicant in writing. The permit applicant must
then submit all documentation required by Section 1304C. If the applicant does not submit the documentation
within the time period required by Section 106A.3.7, or the documentation does not comply with the
requirements of Section 1304C, the Director shall disapprove the building permit.

SECTION 1307C – APPEAL

     Determinations of the Director related to this chapter are appealable to the Building Inspection Commission
pursuant to the procedure set forth in Chapter 77 of the San Francisco Administrative Code. Denial of a
building permit is appealable to the Board of Appeals pursuant to the procedure set forth in Section 8 et seq. of
the San Francisco Business and Tax Regulations Code.

SECTION 1308C – ENFORCEMENT

     The applicant’s failure to build a project in accordance with approved construction documents and plans
shall be subject to the procedures governing abatement of unsafe structures set forth in Section 102A of this
Code. In addition, the Director may require other reasonable green building measures to mitigate the failure to
comply fully with this chapter.

SECTION 1309C – CONFLICT WITH OTHER PROVISIONS OF THIS OR OTHER CODES

     In the event that the requirements of this chapter conflict with other provisions of this Code or the other
codes enforced by the Department of Building Inspection, the requirements of this chapter shall apply and the
more restrictive building design standards of this or the other codes shall prevail.

SECTION 1310C – OPERATIVE DATE
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     This ordinance shall become operative 90 days after it is adopted by the Board of Supervisors and signed by
the Mayor. If, however, the California Energy Commission has not approved the legislation by that time, this
ordinance shall not become operative until the Energy Commission has approved it.

 

Notes

1 This section contains a change from the original publication of the 2007 San Francisco Building
Code.
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