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March 14, 2018

San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: Supporting Approval of Project - 430 Main Street
Dear Commissioners,

I am writing in support of the proposed development project at 430 Main Street. The developers have taken
an active interest in working with the community to ensure the neighborhood’s long-term viability and
success. They have shown exceptional care for the neighborhood, getting to know the local community and
1ts needs. San Francisco needs more commumnity-minded developers like Tidewater Capital.

The existing building is a small self-storage facility, which does not contribute to the vibrancy or foot traffic
in the area. Although this neighborhood is rapidly changing and growing, the current inefficient use of space
hinders further positive change and activity along the southern half of both Main and Beale Streets, which
border the property. Tidewater’s proposed development of a 144-unit residential building (with onsite BMR)
is a better use of the space, and would add much needed units to San Francisco’s overall housing supply.

The San Francisco Fire Fighters Union represents members who work in the nearby fire houses and the fire
boat house. This project would add to the neighborhood and potentially increase housing supply which will
give our members the chance to live within walking distance to work.

As a Firefighter, air quality and its impacts on health are at the forefront of my concerns. I have also seen the
extensive air quality studies and see no public safety issues with the buildings impact on its neighbors.

I believe the residential development at 430 Main Street will be a welcome addition to this neighborhood of
San Francisco. It will increase the housing stock and provide construction jobs. I support the 430 Main Street
project and urge the Planning Commission to approve the project.

Sincerely,

> /? RECEIVED
f_ .,_, e =
Tom O'Conng MAR 20 20w

President of the San Francisco Fire Fighters Union 798

. CITY & COUNTY OF S.F.
cc: . . o PLANNING DEPARTMENT
Jonas Ionin, Planning Commussion Secretary CPC/HPC

To be distributed to all Planning Commissioners

Affiliated with INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF FIRE FIGHTERS, AFL-CIO, CLC
-



From: Secretary. Commissions (CPC)

To: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: ACTION: Plz put in 3/22/2018 PC Minutes Verbatim As Submitted Today (per Sunshine 67.16)
Date: Friday, March 23, 2018 12:23:30 PM

For the minutes.

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309,Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: :) [mailto:gumby5@att.net]

Sent: Thursday, March 22, 2018 7:47 PM

To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

Subject: ACTION: Plz put in 3/22/2018 PC Minutes Verbatim As Submitted Today (per Sunshine 67.16)

Dear Mr. lonin. Per subject line. Thank you. — Rose

VAGUE UDGs ORCHESTRATE FUTURE CHANGES TO
PLANNING CODE (PCODE) AS THEY VIOLATE THEM TODAY

PCOMMISSION = ENFORCERS OF PCODE, WHY THEN PASS
UDGs TODAY THAT DON'T FOLLOW PCODE & IS ILLEGAL?

UDG IDEAS CRAFTED TO CHANGE EXISTING/FUTURE DESIGN
GUIDELINES & MUCH OF PCODE TO ALIGN.

TO FIX ILLEGALITY OF UDGs NOT FOLLOWING PCODE TODAY,
AMENDMENTS TO PCODE TO LEGITIMIZE ITS EXISTENCE WILL
COME BEFORE THE COMMISSION & BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
TO REMEDY.

UDGs = WRITTEN AS A FORCE OF LAW WITHOUT THE REVIEW
OF LAW

WITHOUT HAVING THE PCODE AMENDMENTS IN HAND,
THOUGH PLANNING STATED MURKY UDGS SUPPOSED TO


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/

GIVE GREATER CERTAINTY TO NEIGHBORHOODS BUT
CONTRARY, CAN'T MAKE FULLY INFORMED DECISION TO
PASS TODAY.

IF COMMISSION & PLANNERS REVIEW PROJECTS BASED ON
FLAWED & ILLEGAL UDGs, ANYTHING IN IT NOT FOLLOWING
PCODE NEEDS TO BE REJECTED OR YOU’LL HAVE MADE
ILLEGAL LAND USE DECISIONS.



From: lonin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards. Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore. Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis; Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram (andrew@tefarch.com);

Diane Matsuda; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY

Subject: FW: Commission Update for Week of March 26, 2018
Date: Monday, March 26, 2018 12:13:50 PM
Attachments: Commission Weekly Update 3.26.18.doc

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department|City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309;Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Tsang, Francis

Sent: Monday, March 26, 2018 8:57 AM

To: Tsang, Francis

Subject: Commission Update for Week of March 26, 2018

Good morning.

Please find a memo attached that outlines items before commissions and boards for this week.
Let me know if you have any questions or concerns.

Francis

Francis Tsang

Deputy Chief of Staff

Office of Mayor Mark Farrell
City and County of San Francisco

415.554.6467 | francis.tsang@sfgov.org
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To: 

Mayor’s Senior Staff

From: 

Francis Tsang

Date: 

March 26, 2018

Re: 

Commission Update for the Week of March 26, 2018

This memorandum summarizes and highlights agenda items before commissions and boards for the week of March 26, 2018. 


Film (Monday, March 26, 2PM) - CANCELLED

Small Business (Monday, March 26, 2PM)


Discussion Only


· Small Business Commission Feedback and Recommendations to the State of the Retail Sector Report.

Action Items

· Approval of Legacy Business Registry Application and Resolution:


· Kabuki Springs & Spa

· Board of Supervisors File No. 180053 – Planning Code - Massage Establishments - Union Street Neighborhood Commercial District - Ordinance amending the Planning Code to conditionally permit Massage Establishments, as defined, in the Union Street Neighborhood Commercial District; affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act; making findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and findings of public convenience, necessity, and welfare under Planning Code, Section 302.

Environment (Tuesday, March 27, 5PM) - CANCELLED

Port (Tuesday, March 27, 2PM)


Discussion Only


· Executive Director’s Report


· Informational presentation on the Disclosure Responsibilities of the Port Commission under Federal Securities Laws


· Report on the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce City Trip to Washington, D.C. – March 21-23, 2018

Action Items

· CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL AND REAL PROPERTY NEGOTIATOR – Property: Boudin Properties located at Seawall Lot 301 at Fisherman’s Wharf - An executive session has been calendared to give direction to staff regarding real estate negotiations for the proposed lease amendment of Port property located at SWL 301 at Fisherman’s Wharf.  In this Executive Session, the Port's negotiators will seek direction from the Port Commission regarding price and terms of payment, including term, rent structure, improvements, rent credits and other factors affecting the form, manner and timing of payment of the consideration for the lease amendment in order to enhance the capacity of the Port Commission during its public deliberations and actions to set the price and payment terms that are most likely to maximize the benefits to the Port, the City and the People of the State of California. (Closed Session)


· Request authorization to advertise for competitive bids for Construction Contract No. 2797, Pier 29 Utility Upgrade and Beltline Building Sewer Re-routing Project. 


· Request authorization to issue a Request for Qualifications to identify Qualified Developers/Operators of Electric Vehicle Charging Infrastructure and to negotiate lease terms with qualified entities to construct and operate electric vehicle charging stations at Seawall Lot 314, Piers 30/32, Pier 54, and/or Pier 70 Building 109. 

PUC (Tuesday, March 27, 130PM)


Discussion Only


· Revenue Bond Oversight Committee Annual Report and Audit Findings


· CleanPowerSF Update

· Sewer System Improvement Program Update


· Bay Area Water Supply and Conservation Agency Report

· 2018 Water and Wastewater Rate Study Update

· Workshop: Update on Power Business Plan and Affordable Access to Distribution: The Power Business Plan describes six strategies, including ensuring affordable access to the distribution grid. Staff will update the Commission on efforts to secure and maintain affordable access to the grid for the 2,500 metered and 9,000 unmetered service points currently connected, and review impacts to customers. 


Action Items

· Accept work performed by Yerba Buena Engineering & Construction, Inc., for Contract No. WD-2641R, Habitat Reserve Program, Homestead Pond, San Andreas Reservoir Wetlands, Adobe Gulch Grasslands, for a total contract duration of 1,847 consecutive calendar days (approximately five years); approve Modification No. 12 (Final) decreasing the contract amount by $146,356, for a total contract amount of $7,103,114; and authorize final payment to the contractor. 


· Approve the plans and specifications, and award Contract No. WW-672, Wastewater Enterprise Elevator Maintenance, Repair and Modernization 2018-2021, in the amount of $1,316,300, to the lowest, qualified, responsible and responsive bidder, Kone Inc., to service and maintain all Wastewater Enterprise and Southeast Community Center elevators, for a duration of three years.

· Authorize the General Manager to negotiate and execute Amendment No. 1 to the Memorandum of Understanding for the Potable Reuse Exploratory Plan with Silicon Valley Clean Water, the Bay Area Water Supply & Conservation Agency, and the California Water Service Company to: (1) add Redwood City and the City of San Mateo as parties; (2) expand the scope of the feasibility study to include additional analysis as a second phase of work; (3) extend the term by 28 months (two years and four months), for a total term of 41 months (three years and five months); and (4) increase SFPUC’s share of funding by up to $50,000, for a total not-to-exceed amount of $81,000.


· Approve Amendment No. 1 to Agreement No. CS-211A, Specialized and Technical Services with CDM Smith/ATS, a Joint Venture; Approve Amendment No. 2 to Water Enterprise-funded Agreement No. CS-211D, Specialized and Technical Services with URS Corporation; and authorize the General Manager to negotiate and execute these amendments, increasing Agreement CS-211A by $1,500,000, for a total not-to-exceed agreement amount of $6,500,000; and increasing Agreement CS-211D by $1,000,000, for a total not-to-exceed agreement amount of $7,490,000, with no change to the contract duration, subject to the Board of Supervisors approval pursuant to Charter Section 9.118.

· Award three Interim Greenhouse Grant Program Grants, PRO.0099(G).A-C, to Hunters Point Family (PRO.0099(G).A), Old Skool Café (PRO.0099(G).B), and San Francisco Conservation Corps (PRO.0099(G).C), to help residents from Bayview-Hunters Point develop skills and gain access to living wage jobs in the urban agriculture, horticulture, and food-related green industries; and authorize the General Manager to execute three grant agreements, each with a duration of two years, for amounts not-to-exceed $350,000 for Hunters Point Family, $175,000 for Old Skool Café, and $175,000 for San Francisco Conservation Corps, with an option to extend the agreements by one year each and by a cumulative amount of not-to-exceed $300,000.

· Conference with Legal Counsel – Existing Litigation: City and County of San Francisco v. County of Alameda, San Francisco Superior Court Case No.: CGC-564901, Date Filed: March 9, 2018 (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel – Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Tariff Withdrawal per 35.15: Notice of Termination of the 1987 CCSF Interconnection Agreement – PG&E Rate Schedule FERC No. 114 to be effective 6/30/15. Case No.: ER15-702-000/Date Filed: December 23, 2014 (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel – Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Tariff Withdrawal per 35.15: Notice of Termination of The CCSF Facilities Charge Agreement for Moscone to be effective 6/30/15. Case No.: ER15-703-000/Date Filed December 23, 2014 (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel – Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, §205(d) rate filing per 35.13 (a)(2)(iii): City and County of San Francisco Transmission Owner Tariff Replacement Agreements to be effective 7/1/15, Case No.: ER15-705-000/Date Filed: December 23, 2014 (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel – Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, §205(d) rate filing per 35.13 (a)(2)(iii): City and County of San Francisco Wholesale Distribution Tariff Replacement Agreements to be effective 7/1/15. Case No.: ER15-704-000/Date Filed: December 23, 2014 (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel – Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Notice of Termination of Facilities Charge Agreements between PG&E and the City and County of San Francisco. Case No.: ER15-735-000/Date Filed: December 23, 2014 (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel – Existing Litigation: City and County of San Francisco v. Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Complaint under Sections 206 and 306 of the Federal Power Act. Case No.: EL15-3-000/Date Filed: October 9, 2014 (Closed Session)

Board of Appeals (Wednesday, March 28, 5PM) - CANCELLED

Fire (Wednesday, March 28, 5PM)


Discussion Only


· DISCUSSION ON HOW FIREFIGHTERS ASSESS THE PLAN OF ATTACK ON A WORKING FIRE - Deputy Chief of Operations, Mark Gonzales to explain how firefighters assess the plan of attack on a working fire.


Action Items

· RESOLUTION 2018-01 Resolution acknowledging the heroic efforts displayed by the members of the SFFD who responded to the 4 Alarm fire on March 17, 2018 at 659 Union Street.


Police (Wednesday, March 28, 530PM) - CANCELLED

Southeast Community Facility (Wednesday, March 28, 6PM)


Discussion Only


· 1550 Evans Update

· Legacy Council Brunch Date: May 20th


· Southeast Community Facility Committee Chairs


· Southeast Community Facility Budget


· 1800 Oakdale Update


· Interim Greenhouse Grant Program

Action Items

· 9916 Program and Introduction of Apprentices 

· Student Enrollment/Courses Offered for 2016-17 and 2017-18 School Year

· Resolution to support San Francisco Public Utilities Commission Rates Increase

· Letter in support of The California Coalition For Equity In Early Care And Education

Status of Women (Wednesday, March 28, 4PM)


Discussion Only


· UN Commission on the Status of Women Meetings

Action Items

· Resolution Recognizing Cynthia Goldstein


· Resolution Recognizing Dr. Moses Grossman

· Youth Commission’s proposed legislation to reduce incarceration of homeless transitional aged youth


· Mayor’s Task Force on Anti-Human Trafficking 3rd Annual Human Trafficking in San Francisco Report


Housing Authority (Thursday, March 29, 4PM)


Discussion Only


· Presentation by the Human Services Agency: “From the Seven Street Corners to Today”


· San Francisco Police Department-Crime Statistics


· PHA Summary Report-February 2018


· SFHA Corrective Action Plan Summary Update

Action Items

· Annual Meeting: Election of the President and the Vice President of the Board of Commissioners of the Housing Authority of the City and County of San Francisco

· [RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR ENTER INTO A SECOND AMENDMENT TO THE GROUND LEASE AGREEMENT (PHASE IA (2)-HUNTERS VIEW PROJECT- OPEN SPACE WITH HUNTERS VIEW ASSOCIATES, L.P. TO EXTEND THE TERM OF THE GROUND LEASE AGREEMENT UNTIL AUGUST 3, 2018]


· [RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A FISCAL YEAR 2017 SECTION 8 MANAGEMENT ASSESSMENT PROGRAM (SEMAP) CORRECTIVE ACTION PLAN (CAP) WITH SPECIFIC TASKS AND DATES FOR ACCOMPLISHMENT FOR THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO (AUTHORITY) ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR AND STAFF TO IMPLEMENT FOR SUCCESSFUL RECOVERY OF PERFORMANCE]


· [RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR WRITE-OFF OF VACATED TENANT ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE IN THE AMOUNT OF ONE HUNDRED NINETEEN THOUSAND THREE HUNDRED TWELVE DOLLARS ($119,312) FOR THE PERIOD OCTOBER 1, 2017 TO DECEMBER 31, 2017]


· [RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS PRESIDENT AND ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO ACKNOWLEDGE THAT THE MARCH 30, 2018 DEADLINE TO EXECUTE LIMITED PARTNERS INVESTOR EXIT AGREEMENTS FROM THE HOPE VI PROJECT OWNERS HAS BEEN EXTENDED TO JUNE 30, 2019 PER THE PUBLIC HOUSING AGENCY RECOVERY AND SUSTAINABILITY AGREEMENT AND ACTION PLAN BETWEEN THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT AND THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO ADOPTED ON JUNE 22, 2017]


· [RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO AWARD A CUMULATIVE ONE HUNDRED FIFTY TWO (152) PROJECT BASED VOUCHERS PENDING THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT (HUD) APPROVAL FOR A TWENTY (20) YEAR CONTRACT WITH BRIDGE HOUSING CORPORATION/MISSION HOUSING DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, BRIDGE HOUSING CORPORATION/ THE JOHN STEWART COMPANY, TENDERLOIN NEIGHBORHOOD DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION/MISSION ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AGENCY AND TENDERLOIN NEIGHBORHOOD DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION FOR CERTAIN PROJECTS TO MEET THE HOPE SF RELOCATION NEEDS IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE ADMINISTRATIVE PLAN PURSUANT TO 24 CFR 983.152]


· [RESOLUTION APPROVING REVISIONS TO THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO PROCUREMENT PROCEDURES MANUAL TO CONFORM TO CURRENT CODE, 2 CFR PART 200- UNIFORM ADMINISTRATION REQUIREMENTS, COST PRINCIPLES AND AUDIT REQUIREMENTS FOR FEDERAL AWARDS AND THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF URBAN DEVELOPMENT'S GUIDANCE ON SUCH CODE WHICH WILL PROVIDE CLARITY FOR THE ADMINISTRATION OF CONTRACTS AND PROCUREMENT ACTIVITY]


· [RESOLUTION APPROVING THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO’S FISCAL YEAR 2018 REVISED OPERATING BUDGET FOR THE FISCAL YEAR ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 2018]


· [RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO SUBMIT PUBLIC HOUSING AGENCY RECOVERY AND SUSTAINABILITY ("PHARS") ACTION ITEM: “PORTFOLIO TRANSFORMATION” DELIVERABLES DUE ON MARCH 15, 2018, COMPLETE REQUEST FOR QUALIFICATIONS PROCESS FOR SCATTERED SITES TO THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT (HUD) FIELD OFFICE]


· CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL-EXISTING LITIGATION - DISTRICT COUNCIL 16 v. SAN FRANCISCO HOUSING AUTHORITY (Case No: CV17-2541JCS) (Closed Session)

Planning (Thursday, March 29, 1PM)

Consideration of Items Proposed for Continuance

· 768 HARRISON STREET – located on the north side of Harrison Street between corner of Lapu Lapu and 4th Streets; Lots 033 & 062 in Assessor’s Block 3751 (District 6) - Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2014.06.26.9588, proposing demolition of the existing two-story industrial building and new construction of a sevenstory (75-ft tall) mixed-use building with approximately 975 square feet (sq ft) of retail use on the ground floor, 6,199 sq ft of office use on the second floor, and 11 dwelling units on the third thru seventh floors. The proposed project is located in a MUO (Mixed-Use Office) Zoning District and 85-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Pending (Proposed Continuance to April 19, 2018)

· 2525 VAN NESS AVENUE – west side of Van Ness Avenue between Union Street and Filbert Street, Lot 004 in Assessor’s Block 0527 (District 2) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 253 and 303 to construct an approximately 65-foot tall building of approximately 70,080 square feet containing 28 dwelling units, approximately 2,000 square feet of ground floor retail, and up to 14 offstreet parking spaces. The project site is located in a RC-3 (Residential-Commercial, Medium Density) Zoning District and 65-A Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Pending (Proposed Continuance to May 3, 2018)

· 650 DIVISADERO STREET – southeast corner of Divisadero and Grove Streets; Lot 002B in Assessor’s Block 1202 (District 5) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 121.1, 271, 303, 746.10 and 746.11 to permit the development of a 6-story mixed-use building containing 66 residential dwelling units above 26 ground floor parking spaces and 3,528 square feet of commercial uses within the Divisadero Street Neighborhood Commercial Transit (NCT) District, the Fringe Financial Services Restricted Use District and 65-A Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions (Continued from Regular Meeting of December 14, 2017) (Proposed Continuance to June 21, 2018)

Discussion Only


· 505 HOWARD STREET – east side of Howard Street between 1st and 2nd Streets, Lot 183 in Assessor’s Block 3736 (District 6); Informational presentation on Lehigh University’s Abbreviated Institutional Master Plan (IMP), pursuant to Planning Code Section 304.5. Receipt of this IMP does not constitute approval or disapproval of any proposed projects contained in the IMP by the Planning Commission. The Abbreviated IMP contains information on the nature and history of the institution, the location and use of affiliated buildings, and development plans. 

Action Items

· EXTENDING LOWER POLK ALCOHOL RESTRICTED USE DISTRICT FOR FIVE YEARS [BOARD FILE NO. 180190] – Planning Code Amendment introduced by Supervisor Peskin to amend the Planning Code to extend the Lower Polk Street Alcohol Restricted Use District to June 1, 2023; to expand the circumstances in that District when temporary closures of Liquor Establishments are not considered abandonment of such uses, and provide that such temporary closures in that district are not considered an enlargement alteration intensification, abandonment, or change of use, provided that any demolition permits required for the repair, renovation, or remodeling work have been approved January 1, 2018; affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act; making findings of consistency with the General Plan and the eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1; and making findings of public necessity, convenience, and welfare under Planning Code Section 302. Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Modifications

· 500 TURK STREET – northwest corner of Turk Street and Larkin Street, (Assessor’s block/lot 0741/002) – Certification of the Final Environmental Impact Report. The project site is occupied by a one- to two-story, 20- to 30-foot-tall, 7,315-square-foot tire and automobile service building and associated surface parking. The project would demolish the existing building and surface parking and construct an eight-story, 79-foot-tall, 106,000-squarefoot building that would contain 107 affordable residential units and one manager’s unit. Constructed in 1935, the building is individually eligible for listing on the California Register. The project site is located in a Residential-Commercial, High Density (RC-4) District, the North of Market Residential Special Use District No. 1, and 80-T Height and Bulk District. NOTE: The public hearing on the Draft EIR is closed. The public comment period for the Draft EIR ended on January 16, 2018. Public comment will be received when the item is called during the hearing; however, comments submitted may not be included in the Final EIR. Preliminary Recommendation: Certify

· 114 LYON STREET – east side of Lyon Street between Oak and Page Streets; Lot 020 in Assessor’s Block 1220 (District 5) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 317 to legalize the merger of four dwelling units into two dwelling units. The proposed project would legalize the merger of four dwelling units into a 3,096 sq. ft. dwelling and a 341 sq. ft. studio unit behind the garage in a four-story residential building. The subject property is within a RH-3 (Residential, House, ThreeFamily) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Disapprove

114 LYON STREET – east side of Lyon Street between Oak and Page Streets; Lot 020 in Assessor’s Block 1220 (District 5) - Request for Variance, pursuant to Planning Code Section 134(c), to legalize the construction of a deck and stair located the rear yard of the 4-story four-unit residential building. The subject property is within a RH-3 (Residential, House, Three-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. 

· 135 HYDE STREET – west side of Hyde Street between Turk Street and Golden Gate Avenue, Lot 002 in Assessor’s Block 0346 (District 6) – Request for Downtown Project Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Section 309, with exceptions to requirements for Rear Yard (Section 134) and Reduction of Ground-Level Wind Currents (Section 148). The project would demolish the existing one-story, 4,950 square-foot building last used as an automotive repair garage, and construct a new 8-story over basement, 80-foot tall mixeduse building with approximately 45,322 gross square feet. The proposed building would include 69 dwelling units with approximately 3,336 square feet of common open space for residents, 940 square feet of ground-floor commercial space, a basement garage with 18 vehicle parking spaces and 1 car-share space, 69 Class 1 bicycle parking spaces in the garage, and 6 Class 2 bicycle parking spaces along Hyde Street. The project site is located in the Downtown General Commercial (C-3-G) Zoning District, 80-X Height and Bulk District, and within the Downtown Plan Area. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

135 HYDE STREET – west side of Hyde Street between Turk Street and Golden Gate Avenue, Lot 002 in Assessor’s Block 0346 (District 6) – Request for Variance from exposure requirements of Planning Code Section 140, for 31 of the 69 proposed dwelling units in the project. These dwelling units face onto a proposed courtyard within the project, but do not meet the strict Code requirements of this Section; therefore a Variance is required. The project would demolish the existing one-story, 4,950 square-foot building last used as an automotive repair garage, and construct a new 8-story over basement, 80-foot tall mixeduse building with approximately 45,322 gross square feet. The proposed building would include 69 dwelling units with approximately 3,336 square feet of common open space for residents, 940 square feet of ground-floor commercial space, a basement garage with 18 vehicle parking spaces and 1 car-share space, 69 Class 1 bicycle parking spaces in the garage, and 6 Class 2 bicycle parking spaces along Hyde Street. The project site is located in the Downtown General Commercial (C-3-G) Zoning District, 80-X Height and Bulk District, and within the Downtown Plan Area.


· 429 BEALE STREET (ALSO 430 MAIN STREET) – midblock between Harrison and Bryant Streets, Lots 305 & 306 in Assessor’s Block 3767 (District 6) – Request for Downtown Project Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Section 309.1, with an exception from the dwelling unit exposure requirement of Planning Code Section 140, to demolish an existing 35,625 sq. ft. commercial building, merge both parcels, and construct a new 140,280 sq. ft., nine- to ten-story and 84 ft. tall residential building containing 144 dwelling units, 10,800 sq. ft. of open space, 111 indoor bicycle parking spaces, and a 17,720 sq. ft. underground garage with 72 accessory automobile parking spaces. The subject property is located within a RH-DTR (Rincon Hill – Downtown Residential) Zoning District and 84-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

· 48 SATURN STREET – north side of Saturn Street between Temple Street and Upper Terrace, Lot 005 in Assessor’s Block 2627 (District 8) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 249.77 and 303(c), to construct a new 39-foot tall, foot two-family dwelling on a vacant lot. The project site is located within a RH-2 (Residential House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Disapprove

· 160 CASELLI AVENUE – between Danvers and Clover Streets, Lot 008 in Assessor’s Block 2690 (District 8) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 317 to allow demolition an existing single-family residence and illegal structure at the rear of the property and removal of an unauthorized dwelling unit. The proposal includes new construction of a 3-story 2-unit structure at the front of the property within the RH-2 (Residential, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).


· 280 7TH STREET – located on the western side of 7th between Folsom and Howard Streets, Lot 290 in Assessor’s Block 3730 (District 2) – Request for a Large Project Authorization (LPA), pursuant to Planning Code Section 329, for the new construction of a six-story (65 feet in height), mixed use building and a five-story 951 feet in height) residential building (collectively measuring approximately 25,602 gsf) with a total of 20 dwelling units, approximately 861 square feet of ground floor commercial space, 21 Class 1 bicycle parking spaces and 4 Class 2 bicycle parking spaces, and private and common open space. Under the LPA, the project is seeking a modification to certain Planning Code requirements, including: 1) rear yard (Planning Code Section 134); 2) dwelling unit exposure (Planning Code Section 140); and, 3) ground floor active use (Planning Code 145.1). The subject property is located within a WMUG (WSoMa Mixed Use-General) Zoning District and 65-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).


· 43 EVERSON STREET – south side approximately 150 feet east of the intersection with Beacon Street, Lot 024 in Assessor’s Block 7542 (District 8) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2016.01.27.8097 proposing construction of a three-story horizontal rear addition, addition of an accessory dwelling unit and remodel the front facade and interior of a single family dwelling within a RH-1 (Residential House, One-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Staff Analysis: Abbreviated Discretionary Review Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not Take DR and Approve

Misc. 

· Zoning Variance Hearing (Wednesday, March 28, 930am)


From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: Son, Chanbory (CPC

Subject: FW: Opposing Whole Foods 365 Store on Polk and Jackson
Date: Monday, March 26, 2018 12:23:41 PM

Jonas P. lonin,

Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department!|City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309}Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Body Harmony [mailto:bharmony@mindspring.com]
Sent: Sunday, March 25, 2018 10:00 PM

To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC);
Koppel, Joel (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)

Cc: Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Rahaim, John (CPC); Peskin, Aaron (BOS)

Subject: Opposing Whole Foods 365 Store on Polk and Jackson

To Whom It May Concern,

| strongly oppose the Whole Foods 365/AMAZON store on Polk and Jackson. This will create transportation and
parking nightmares only adding to the current terrible situation the city has created with bus depots and The Van
Ness Project taking up more parking spaces. Bus number 27 and 12 currently have terminals on the block and tend
to back up as it is already ! It is not uncommon for there to be 2 #27 Bryants and 2 #12 buses backing up Jackson
street. There is currently not enough parking to serve the existing businesses, much less adding an Amazon outlet
store where Instacart and Delivery trucks are surely going to crowd the streets even more.

The Highest and Best use of 1600 Jackson is Housing units with parking allocation.

| urge the property owner/developer to move the 2014 housing application forward.

Please San Francisco, stop pimping out the city and vote for the needs of the people.

And while you’re at it, we’d appreciate a solution to the homeless situation which gets worse and worse on this very
block of Polk and Jackson by the day.

Thank you for your service to the people of SF.
Sincerely,

Anne Aymakoglu
SF Resident and Polk Gulch Business Owner


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
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From: Secretary. Commissions (CPC)

To: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: ACTION: Plz put in 3/22/2018 PC Minutes Verbatim As Submitted Today (per Sunshine 67.16)
Date: Monday, March 26, 2018 12:24:38 PM

For the minutes.

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309,Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: :) [mailto:gumby5@att.net]

Sent: Thursday, March 22, 2018 7:47 PM

To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

Subject: ACTION: Plz put in 3/22/2018 PC Minutes Verbatim As Submitted Today (per Sunshine 67.16)

Dear Mr. lonin. Per subject line. Thank you. — Rose

VAGUE UDGs ORCHESTRATE FUTURE CHANGES TO
PLANNING CODE (PCODE) AS THEY VIOLATE THEM TODAY

PCOMMISSION = ENFORCERS OF PCODE, WHY THEN PASS
UDGs TODAY THAT DON'T FOLLOW PCODE & IS ILLEGAL?

UDG IDEAS CRAFTED TO CHANGE EXISTING/FUTURE DESIGN
GUIDELINES & MUCH OF PCODE TO ALIGN.

TO FIX ILLEGALITY OF UDGs NOT FOLLOWING PCODE TODAY,
AMENDMENTS TO PCODE TO LEGITIMIZE ITS EXISTENCE WILL
COME BEFORE THE COMMISSION & BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
TO REMEDY.

UDGs = WRITTEN AS A FORCE OF LAW WITHOUT THE REVIEW
OF LAW

WITHOUT HAVING THE PCODE AMENDMENTS IN HAND,
THOUGH PLANNING STATED MURKY UDGS SUPPOSED TO


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/

GIVE GREATER CERTAINTY TO NEIGHBORHOODS BUT
CONTRARY, CAN'T MAKE FULLY INFORMED DECISION TO
PASS TODAY.

IF COMMISSION & PLANNERS REVIEW PROJECTS BASED ON
FLAWED & ILLEGAL UDGs, ANYTHING IN IT NOT FOLLOWING
PCODE NEEDS TO BE REJECTED OR YOU’LL HAVE MADE
ILLEGAL LAND USE DECISIONS.



From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: Vu. Doug (CPC

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)

Subject: FW: Letter of Support - 430 Main Street
Date: Monday, March 26, 2018 1:32:35 PM
Attachments: 430 Main Support Letter.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department|City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309;Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Bruce Agid [mailto:bruce.h.agid@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, March 26, 2018 1:27 PM

To: Koppel, Joel (CPC)

Cc: Richards, Dennis (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC);

richhillissf@gmail.com; Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Kim, Jane (BOS)
Subject: Letter of Support - 430 Main Street

Planning Commission President Hillis,
Attached you will find my letter of support for the Project 430 Main St.
Thank you in advance for your consideration of my comments.

Bruce Agid
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March 26, 2018

Rich Hillis, Commission President
San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, 4t Floor

San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: Supporting Approval of Project: 430 Main Street
Dear Commissioner Hillis,

I am writing in support of the proposed development project at 430 Main Street. Craig Young of Tidewater
Capital reached out to me as a Board Member of the South Beach/Rincon/Mission Bay Neighborhood
Association. With that said, my letter of support is being written strictly as someone involved in the
community and a long-time resident in Mission Bay.

The basis of my support is outlined below:

1. This development replaces an underutilized parcel of land; currently a small self-storage facility. It
will provide many housing units to San Francisco’s overall supply; 144 units, 19 of them Below
Market Rate (BMR), right in the heart of the city. In addition, with its location, accessible for
residents to many robust public transportation options and walkable to many jobs in the Transbay,
SOMA and Financial Districts.

2. Although this neighborhood is rapidly changing and growing, the current inefficient use of space
hinders further positive change and activity along the southern half of both Main and Beale Streets,
which border the property. This development will add to the vibrancy and foot traffic in the area.
Not only does this help build community it also contributes to the safety of the neighborhood.

3. The developer has taken an active interest in working with the community to ensure the
neighborhood’s long-term viability and success. They have shown exceptional care for the
neighborhood, getting to know the local community and its needs. Meeting residents on multiple
occasions to address questions and hosting regular community meetings, they demonstrate they are
truly partners with the community.

In summary, I’'m in support of the 430 Main Street project and ask the Planning Commission to approve the
project.

Sincerely,

Bruce Agid
Mission Bay Resident

cc:
Jane Kim, Supervisor District 6

Jonas Ionin, Planning Commission Secretary

To be distributed to all Planning Commissioners






From: lonin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Son. Chanbory (CPC

Subject: FW: 430 Main Street & 429 Beale Street; Agenda Item #13
Date: Monday, March 26, 2018 2:31:14 PM

Attachments: image001.png

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309;Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Andrew Junius [mailto:ajunius@reubenlaw.com]

Sent: Monday, March 26, 2018 2:25 PM

To: Stephen M. Williams; lonin, Jonas (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); richhillissf@gmail.com
Cc: Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); 'Craig Young'

Subject: 430 Main Street & 429 Beale Street; Agenda Item #13

President Hillis, Commissioners, and Secretary lonin:

This office represents the project sponsor for the proposed residential project at 430 Main
Street/429 Beal. The Tidewater team has been talking with homeowners at BayCrest and
others in the neighbor for over 3 years. The project team has met with BayCrest 20 times,
and had over 30 additional correspondences with them about the project. Additionally, a
number of residents and HOA members have attended Tidewater's monthly community
coffees that have been held each of the past 9 months and gotten real-time updates on the
project from us. The neighbors have had more than enough time to prepare. Now, a week
before the hearing, we are informed that they have hired an attorney and need more time to
prepare. These kinds of delay tactics should not be condoned by the Commission.

We look forward to presenting the project to you this Thursday. Thank you.

REUBEN, JUNIUS &ROSE, ..»

Andrew J. Junius, Managing Partner
O. (415) 567-9000
C. (415)336-3796

ajunius@reubenlaw.com

www.reubenlaw.com

From: Stephen M. Williams [mailto:smw@stevewilliamslaw.com]
Sent: Monday, March 26, 2018 12:39 PM

To: jonas.ionin@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com
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REUBEN. JUNIUS & ROSE, u.r




Cc: kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org;

planning@rodneyfong.com; MILICENT.JOHNSON@sfgov.org; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; 'Craig Young'
<cyoung@tidewatercap.com>; Andrew Junius <ajunius@reubenlaw.com>
Subject: Request For Continuance 430 Main Street & 429 Beale Street; Agenda Item #13

All:

Please find attached our request for a brief continuance of the matter involving 430 Main
Street & 429 Bedle Street; Agenda Item #13.

Steve Williams

Stephen M. Williams
1934 Divisadero St.

San Francisco, CA 94115
Ph: (415) 292-3656

Fax: (415) 776-8047

The information transmitted isintended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential
and/or privileged material. Any review, retransmission, dissemination or other use of, or taking of any action in reliance upon
thisinformation by persons or entities other than the intended recipient is prohibited. If you received thisin error, please
contact sender and delete the material from any computer.


mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:planning@rodneyfong.com
mailto:MILICENT.JOHNSON@sfgov.org
mailto:myrna.melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:cyoung@tidewatercap.com
mailto:ajunius@reubenlaw.com

From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

To: Richards. Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore. Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Son. Chanbory (CPC)

Subject: FW: Support letter for 135 Hyde

Date: Monday, March 26, 2018 4:18:48 PM

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309;Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Anand Singh [mailto:asingh@unitehere2.org]
Sent: Monday, March 26, 2018 4:18 PM

To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

Cc: Perry, Andrew (CPC)

Subject: Support letter for 135 Hyde

March 26, 2018

San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Viaemail ¢/o Commission Secretary Jonas lonin (Commissions.Secretary @sfgov.org)

Dear Commissioners:

On behalf of UNITE HERE Local 2, | writein support the proposed project at 135 Hyde
Street, which is expected to come before you on March 29. Local 2's union hall stands on the
adjacent block of Golden Gate Avenue.

In addition to working to raise the standards for hospitality workers citywide, our union has
taken pains to improve conditions on the streets around our home in the Tenderloin. Alongside
our neighbors, we have organized street activation events and community dialog to make this
part of the city safer for the working people who live here.

A revived parcel at 135 Hyde, with the residential and ground-floor commercial components
proposed, will be awelcome improvement to this neighborhood. We encourage you to
approveit.
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Sincerely,

Anand Singh
President, UNITE HERE Local 2

CC: Andrew Perry, Planner



From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: Richards. Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore. Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Son. Chanbory (CPC); Vu. Doug (CPC

Subject: FW: 430 Main Street/Tidewater Capital

Date: Monday, March 26, 2018 4:20:30 PM

Attachments: Tidewater - 430 Main Street Letter.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309,Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Andrew Robinson [mailto:arobinson@theeastcut.org]
Sent: Monday, March 26, 2018 4:10 PM

To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

Subject: 430 Main Street/Tidewater Capital

Dear Mr. lonin,

Please find attached aletter from The East Cut Community Benefit District documenting the
community outreach conducted by Tidewater Capital in support of their development site at
430 Main Street.

We would like Planning Commissioners to note the excellent outreach done, and the expected
continued involvement in the neighborhood.

Please reach out to me with any additional requests for information.

Regards,
Andrew

Andrew Robinson

Executive Director

The East Cut Community Benefit District
160 Spear Street, Suite 230
415-536-5880 (O)

415-891-7302 (C)
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160 Spear Street
Suite 230

San Francisco
CA 94105

415 536 5800
info@theeastcut.org
theeastcut.org

THE EAST CUT

March 26, 2018

San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: 430 Main Street Development
Dear Planning Commissioners:

The East Cut Community Benefit District (The East Cut CBD) has been
informed of a proposed development at 430 Main Street by developer
Tidewater Capital. While not located within our district's boundaries, the parcel
in question is adjacent to and therefore of interest to The East Cut CBD.

The aspects of this development that directly support the mission of The East
Cut CBD and serve to enhance neighborhood cleaning, safety and economic
development efforts include their plans to implement:

= Streetscape improvements along Main and Beale Streets, including
additional trees and public seating

= 24-hour building operation including security, front desk concierge and
facilities staff

» Pedestrian-scale sidewalk lighting

» High-definition perimeter security cameras

We have been impressed by Tidewater’'s community outreach, and the
developer has agreed to continue to be responsive to the community during
the construction phase. We expect this will be the case. We also look forward
to collaborating with the developer to ensure construction barricades are
maintained and nighttime lighting is in place to enhance the public rights of
way and promote pedestrian safety.

Finally, Tidewater has also pledged to partner with The East Cut CBD and the
adjoining property to improve the block overall, an area that has been a source
of challenges for The East Cut District’s stakeholders.

Sincerel

y,
/ y
ayya
gy
ndrew Robinson
Executive Director

/






From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: Vu. Doug (CPC

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)

Subject: FW: Letter of Support - 430 Main Street
Date: Monday, March 26, 2018 4:47:18 PM
Attachments: Letter of Support - 430 Main Street.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department|City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309;Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Jacob Adiarte [mailto:JAdiarte@nccrc.org]

Sent: Monday, March 26, 2018 4:37 PM

To: richhillisssf@gmail.com

Cc: Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent
(CPC); joe.koppel@sfgov.org; Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC)

Subject: RE: Letter of Support - 430 Main Street

Mr. Hillis and Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission:
Please find attached a Letter of Support from Carpenters Local Union 22 for the proposed project at 430
Main Street in San Francisco.

Regards,

Jacob Adiarte
Lead Field Representative

This message and any attachments may be privileged, confidential or proprietary. If you are not the
intended recipient of this email or believe that you have received this correspondence in error, please
contact the sender through the information provided above and permanently delete this message.
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\ United Brotherhood of Carpenters

“‘.

: ) and Joiners of America
Y4 LOCAL UNION NO. 22

March 26, 2018

Rich Hillis, Commission President
San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, 4" Floor

San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: Supporting Approval of Project 430 Main Street
Dear Commissioner Hillis,

The members of Carpenters Local 22 in San Francisco strongly support the proposed
development at 430 Main Street, which will create over one hundred union construction jobs
for our community members. These jobs will pay union wages with retirement and health
benefits as well as provide a gateway for new apprentices, including women and minorities
from our local community to begin a career in Construction.

The developers working with a union general contractor have taken an active interest in
working with the community to ensure the neighborhood’s long-term viability and success.
They have shown exceptional care for the neighborhood, getting to know the local community
and its needs. San Francisco needs more community-minded developers like Tidewater Capital.

The existing building is a small self-storage facility, which does not contribute to the vibrancy or
foot traffic in the area. Although this neighborhood is rapidly changing and growing, the current
inefficient use of space hinders further positive change and activity along the southern half of
both Main and Beale Streets, which border the property. Tidewater’s proposed development of
a 144-unit residential building (with onsite BMR) is a better use of the space, and would add
much needed units to San Francisco’s overall housing supply. The 3,468 members of Local 22
welcome this new development that will increase the vibrancy and safety of this neighborhood.

In contrast to the site’s previous developer, Tidewater has approached development of this site
with care, meeting residents on multiple occasions to address questions, and hosting regular
community meetings. They have responded to our concerns transparently and thoroughly, and
have demonstrated a genuine interest in being a part of this neighborhood.

We believe the residential development at 430 Main Street will be a welcome addition to this
neighborhood. We support responsible development and urge the Planning Commission to
approve this project.

2085 3rD STREET @ SAN FrANcIScO, CA 94107
TELEPHONE: (415) 355-1322 e Fax: (415) 355-1422






Let’s work collectively to bring more housing units to the City and County of San Francisco.

Regards,

VY
/’;“ gxéf""/ "“‘“‘yfz{/ f/m
feda williams

Senior Field Representative

cc: Jonas lonin, Planning Commission Secretary, commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
Myrna Melgar, Commission Vice President, myrna.melgar@sfgov.org
Rodney Fong, Commissioner, planning@rodneyfong.com
Milicent A. Johnson, Commissioner, milicent.johnson@sfgov.org
Joel Koppel, Commissioner, joel.koppel@sfgov.org
Kathrin Moore, Commissioner, kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
Dennis Richards, Commissioner, dennis.richards@sfgov.org

TW /ir
opeiu-29-afl-cio






From: lonin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards. Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore. Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Vu. Doug (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC

Subject: FW: 430 Main Street

Date: Tuesday, March 27, 2018 11:04:51 AM

Attachments: 430 Main Support Letter Maqgaie.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309,Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Maggie King [mailto:maggiekingart@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2018 8:23 AM
Subject: 430 Main Street

To Whom It May Concern,

[ am writing in support of the proposed development project at 430 Main Street. The developers have
taken an active interest in working with the community to ensure the neighborhood’s long-term
viability and success. They have shown exceptional care for the neighborhood, getting to know the
local community and its needs. San Francisco needs more community-minded developers like

Tidewater Capital.

The existing building is a small self-storage facility, which does not contribute to the vibrancy or foot
traffic in the area. Although this neighborhood is rapidly changing and growing, the current
inefficient use of space hinders further positive change and activity along the southern half of both
Main and Beale Streets, which border the property. Tidewater’s proposed development of a 144-unit
residential building (with onsite BMR) is a better use of the space, and would add much needed units
to San Francisco’s overall housing supply. As a resident, I welcome a new development that would

increase the vibrancy and safety of our neighborhood.

In contrast to the site’s previous developer, Tidewater has approached development of this site with
care, meeting residents on multiple occasions to address questions, and hosting regular community
meetings. They have responded to our concerns transparently and thoroughly, and have demonstrated

a genuine interest in being a part of this neighborhood.

I believe the residential development at 430 Main Street will be a welcome addition to this
neighborhood of San Francisco. It will increase the housing stock and provide construction jobs. I

support the 430 Main Street project and urge the Planning Commission to approve the project.


mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:planning@rodneyfong.com
mailto:richhillissf@gmail.com
mailto:doug.vu@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://maps.google.com/?q=430+Main+Street&entry=gmail&source=g
https://maps.google.com/?q=430+Main+Street&entry=gmail&source=g

March 27, 2018

Rich Hillis, Commission President
San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, 4t Floor

San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: Supporting Approval of Project: 430 Main Street
Dear Commissioner Hillis,

I am writing in support of the proposed development project at 430 Main Street. The developers have taken
an active interest in working with the community to ensure the neighborhood’s long-term viability and
success. They have shown exceptional care for the neighborhood, getting to know the local community and
its needs. San Francisco needs more community-minded developers like Tidewater Capital.

The existing building is a small self-storage facility, which does not contribute to the vibrancy or foot traffic
in the area. Although this neighborhood is rapidly changing and growing, the current inefficient use of space
hinders further positive change and activity along the southern half of both Main and Beale Streets, which
border the property. Tidewater’s proposed development of a 144-unit residential building (with onsite BMR)
is a better use of the space, and would add much needed units to San Francisco’s overall housing supply. As a
resident, I welcome a new development that would increase the vibrancy and safety of our neighborhood.

In contrast to the site’s previous developer, Tidewater has approached development of this site with care,
meeting residents on multiple occasions to address questions, and hosting regular community meetings. They
have responded to our concerns transparently and thoroughly, and have demonstrated a genuine interest in
being a part of this neighborhood.

I believe the residential development at 430 Main Street will be a welcome addition to this neighborhood of
San Francisco. It will increase the housing stock and provide construction jobs. I support the 430 Main Street
project and urge the Planning Commission to approve the project.

Sincerely,
Margaret King {1y
Resident of Portside, 403 Main St ||/
CC:

Jonas Ionin, Planning Commission Secretary
To be distributed to all Planning Commissioners






Sincerely,

Margaret King
Resident of Portside, 403 Main St


https://maps.google.com/?q=403+Main+St&entry=gmail&source=g

From: lonin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards. Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore. Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Vu. Doug (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC

Subject: FW: 430 Main Street

Date: Tuesday, March 27, 2018 11:05:13 AM

Attachments: 430 Main Support Letter v3 Johns.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309,Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Dixon Johns [mailto:dixonjohns@mac.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2018 8:15 AM
Subject: 430 Main Street

To Whom it May Concern,

I am writing in support of the proposed development project at 430 Main Street. The developers,

Craig Young, Matt Klimerman, and Ilana Lipsett of Tidewater Capital, have taken an active interest in
working with the community to ensure the neighborhood’s long-term viability and success. They have
shown exceptional care for the neighborhood, getting to know the local community and its needs. San

Francisco needs more community-minded developers like Craig, Matt, and Ilana.

The existing building is a small self-storage facility, which does not contribute to the vibrancy or foot
traffic in the area. Although this neighborhood is rapidly changing and growing, the current
inefficient use of space hinders further positive change and activity along the southern half of both
Main and Beale Streets, which border the property. Tidewater’s proposed development of a 144-unit
residential building (with onsite BMR) is a better use of the space, and would add much needed units
to San Francisco’s overall housing supply. As a resident, I welcome a new development that would

increase the vibrancy and safety of our neighborhood.

In contrast to the site’s previous developer, Tidewater has approached development of this site with
care, meeting our HOA on multiple occasions to address questions, and hosting regular community
meetings. They have responded to our concerns transparently and thoroughly, and have demonstrated

a genuine interest in being a part of this neighborhood.

I believe the residential development at 430 Main Street will be a welcome addition to this

neighborhood of San Francisco. It will increase the housing stock and provide construction jobs. I


mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:planning@rodneyfong.com
mailto:richhillissf@gmail.com
mailto:doug.vu@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/

March 27, 2018

Rich Hillis, Commission President
San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, 4t Floor

San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: Supporting Approval of Project: 430 Main Street
Dear Commissioner Hillis,

I am writing in support of the proposed development project at 430 Main Street. The developers, Craig
Young, Matt Klimerman, and Ilana Lipsett of Tidewater Capital, have taken an active interest in working with
the community to ensure the neighborhood’s long-term viability and success. They have shown exceptional
care for the neighborhood, getting to know the local community and its needs. San Francisco needs more
community-minded developers like Craig, Matt, and Ilana.

The existing building is a small self-storage facility, which does not contribute to the vibrancy or foot traffic
in the area. Although this neighborhood is rapidly changing and growing, the current inefficient use of space
hinders further positive change and activity along the southern half of both Main and Beale Streets, which
border the property. Tidewater’s proposed development of a 144-unit residential building (with onsite BMR)
is a better use of the space, and would add much needed units to San Francisco’s overall housing supply. As a
resident, I welcome a new development that would increase the vibrancy and safety of our neighborhood.

In contrast to the site’s previous developer, Tidewater has approached development of this site with care,
meeting our HOA on multiple occasions to address questions, and hosting regular community meetings.
They have responded to our concerns transparently and thoroughly, and have demonstrated a genuine
interest in being a part of this neighborhood.

I believe the residential development at 430 Main Street will be a welcome addition to this neighborhood of
San Francisco. It will increase the housing stock and provide construction jobs. I support the 430 Main Street
project and urge the Planning Commission to approve the project.

Sincerely,

Dixon Johns (\‘,ﬂ/ ‘( i

Resident of Portside, 403 main st \A/Q’/\L
\ \y‘

cc:

Jonas Ionin, Planning Commission Secretary

To be distributed to all Planning Commissioners






support the 430 Main Street project and urge the Planning Commission to approve the project.
Sincerely,

Dixon Johns



From: lonin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Vu. Doug (CPC

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)

Subject: FW: More neighbors at 430 main
Date: Tuesday, March 27, 2018 11:12:55 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309]Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Michael Sizemore [mailto:msizemorel7@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, March 26, 2018 6:33 PM

To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); richhillissf@gmail.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); lonin,
Jonas (CPC)

Subject: More neighbors at 430 main

I'm aresident of D6 and I'm losing friends and family because we don't have enough housing
built.

Please, please, please approve the 430 main (and all projects for that matter). San Francisco
depends on it. The environment depends on it.

If you want any more support please let me know.

Thanks,
Mike Sizemore


mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:doug.vu@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/

From: lonin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Vu. Doug (CPC

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)

Subject: FW: My support for 430 Main building project
Date: Tuesday, March 27, 2018 11:16:14 AM
Attachments: 430 Main Support Letter Kenan.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;|City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309;Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Joseph Kenan [mailto:joe.kenan@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, March 26, 2018 5:39 PM

To: Koppel, Joel (CPC); richhillissf@gmail.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC);
planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); lonin, Jonas (CPC);
Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

Subject: My support for 430 Main building project

Hello,

My nameis Joe Kenan, MD. | am a San Franciscan and
enthusiastic supporter of the project described in the enclosed
"Letter of Support” at 430 Main.

Feel freeto contact me directly, if | can be of assistance.
;R-’egards,

Joe Kenan, MD

Joe.Kenan@gmail.com


mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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July 6, 2017

Rich Hillis, Commission President
San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, 4™ Floor

San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: Supporting Approval of Project: 430 Main Street
Dear Commissioner Hillis,

I am writing in support of the proposed development project at 430 Main Street. The developers have taken
an active interest in working with the community to ensure the neighborhood’s long-term viability and
success. They have shown exceptional care for the neighborhood, getting to know the local community and
its needs. San Francisco needs more community-minded developers like Tidewater Capital.

The existing building is a small self-storage facility, which does not contribute to the vibrancy or foot traffic
in the area. Although this neighborhood is rapidly changing and growing, the current inefficient use of space
hinders further positive change and activity along the southern half of both Main and Beale Streets, which
border the property. Tidewater’s proposed development of a 144-unit residential building (with onsite BMR)
is a better use of the space, and would add much needed units to San Francisco’s overall housing supply. As a
resident, I welcome a new development that would increase the vibrancy and safety of our neighborhood.

In contrast to the site’s previous developer, Tidewater has approached development of this site with care,
meeting residents on multiple occasions to address questions, and hosting regular community meetings. They
have responded to our concerns transparently and thoroughly, and have demonstrated a genuine interest in
being a part of this neighborhood.

I believe the residential development at 430 Main Street will be a welcome addition to this neighborhood of
San Francisco. It will increase the housing stock and provide construction jobs. I support the 430 Main Street
project and urge the Planning Commission to approve the project.

Sincerely,

Joseph Kenan, MD
San Francisco Resident

cc:
Jonas Ionin, Planning Commission Secretary
To be distributed to all Planning Commissioners






From: lonin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Vu, Doug (CPC

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)

Subject: FW: 430 Main Street

Date: Tuesday, March 27, 2018 11:16:41 AM
Jonas P. lonin,

Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309,Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Hunter Oatman-Stanford [mailto:hoatmanstanford@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, March 26, 2018 5:29 PM

To: Koppel, Joel (CPC); richhillissf@gmail.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC);
planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); lonin, Jonas (CPC);
Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

Subject: 430 Main Street

Dear Planning Commissioners,

| am writing in support of the proposed devel opment project at 430 Main Street, a project
whose devel opers have taken an active interest in working with our community to ensure the
neighborhood’ s long-term viability and success. SoMais undergoing a period of rapid
transition, but to be a successful and vibrant neighborhood for residents, we need more
housing (and the local businesses/amenities that more full-time residents encourage).

The existing building is asmall self-storage facility, which does not contribute to the vibrancy
or foot traffic in the area. Although this neighborhood is rapidly changing, the current
inefficient use of space hinders further positive growth and activity along the southern half of
both Main and Beale Streets, which border the property. Tidewater’ s proposed development of
a 144-unit residential building (with onsite BMR) is a better use of the space, and would add
much needed units to San Francisco’s overall housing supply. As aresident, | welcome a new
development that would increase the vibrancy and safety of our neighborhood.

| don't think | need to remind you that we are in the midst of an unprecedented
housing crisis, and this project is exactly the type we need to be encouraging more
of. | believe the residential development at 430 Main Street will be awelcome addition to my
neighborhood in San Francisco, and urge you to approve the project and expedite its
completion as best you can.

Sincerely,
Hunter Oatman-Stanford

855 Folsom Street, #502
San Francisco, CA 94107


mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:doug.vu@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/

From: lonin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Vu. Doug (CPC)

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)

Subject: FW: 430 Main Street & 429 Beale Street; Agenda ltem #13
Date: Tuesday, March 27, 2018 11:34:37 AM

Attachments: Opp Brief to Project at 430 Main 429 Beale.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;|City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309;Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Stephen M. Williams [mailto:smw@stevewilliamslaw.com]

Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2018 11:24 AM

To: lonin, Jonas (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); richhillissf@gmail.com

Cc: Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); 'Craig Young'

Subject: RE: 430 Main Street & 429 Beale Street; Agenda Item #13

President Hillis, Commissioners, and Secretary lonin:

We have requested a continuance but that is opposed by the Sponsor’s
attorneys.

Please find attached our brief in opposition to the approvals requested for 430
Main Street & 429 Beale Street; Agenda Item #13---we ask that this be added
to the record for this case. What was found in the file is pretty shocking. The
current project design was REJECTED by the Dept and the UDAT based on
the unacceptable negative impacts to the adjacent BayCrest building and its
open space. The current design clearly violates numerous mandatory provisions
of the Urban Design Guidelines adopted by the Commission just last week.
However, through some stealth backdoor lobbying effort the development team
was able to sweep al of that aside to get a recommendation of approval from
the Dept.

We are asking the Commission to correct this grave error and require a new
design of this Project that complies with the Urban Design Guidelines and does
not destroy the quality of life for the neighbors.

Steve Williams


mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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LAW OFFICES OF

STEPHEN M. WILLIAMS

1934 Divisadero Street | San Francisco, CA 94115 | TEL 415.292.3656 | FAX: 415.776.8047 | smw@stevewilliamslaw.com

Rich Hillis, President March 26, 2018
San Francisco Planning Commission

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: 430 Main Street/ 429 Beale Street
Hearing Date: March 29, 2018; Agenda Items 13
2014-002033DNX—Downtown Project and Large Authorization; Demolition;
Merging of Two Development Lots; Site/Building Permit for New 84+ Building
in Excess of 50,000 Sq. Ft, Exceptions for Wind Currents and Unit Exposure

President Hillis and Members of the Commission:

Please excuse this late submittal. We have requested a continuance of this matter but in
the event the continuance is not granted we are submitting this brief.

This office represents the surrounding neighbors of the proposed project including the
owners and occupants of the adjacent buildings BayCrest. A group of interested BayCrest
homeowners has formed a group called Committee for Healthy Housing, LLC. I was
recently retained to counsel the homeowners at BayCrest and because of the delay in
providing requested information to me from the Planning Dept. I am submitting this short
letter brief.

HISTORY OF THE PROJECT

A near identical project was proposed at this site more than ten years ago. It was first
heard at the Planning Commission on April 9, 2009 as the following item:

12a. 2007.1121XV (B. FU: (415) 558- 6613)
430 MAIN STREET/ 429 BEALE STREET - north to south through lot between
Main and Beale Streets, and between Harrison Street to the west and Bryant
Street to the east; Lots 305 & 306 in Assessor's Block 3767 - Request
under Planning Code Sections 309.1, 825, and 827 for determinations
of compliance and exceptions for dwelling unit exposure. The subject
property is located within the RH DTR (Rincon Hill Downtown Residential
Mixed Use) District with an 84-X Height and Bulk Designation. The project
proposal is to construct a new eight-story, 84-foot building consisting of up
to 113 dwelling units over a below-grade parking structure for up to 57
spaces. The project also requires a Variance for open space, to be heard and

considered by the Zoning Administrator at the same hearing.
Preliminary Recommendation: Approval with Conditions
(Continued from Regular Meeting of March 19, 2009)
12b. 2007.1121XYV (B. FU: (415) 558- 6613)

l|Page
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430 MAIN STREET /429 BEALE STREET - north to south through lot between
Main and Beale Streets, and between Harrison Street to the west and Bryant
Street to the east; Lots 305 & 306 in Assessor's Block 3767 - Variance
request to allow reduction of the required open space per Planning Code

Sections 135 and 827, for the proposed construction of a new cight-story,
84-foot building consisting of up to 113 dwelling units over a below-grade
parking structure for up to 57 spaces within the RH DTR (Rincon
Hill Downtown Residential Mixed Use) District with an 84-X Height and
Bulk Designation.

(Continued from Regular Meeting of March 19, 2009) NOTE: On April 9, 2009,
following public testimony, the commission continued this item and
item 16b to May 14, 2009 with instructions to the project sponsor to
engage in community outreach and work with Department staff and
the neighbors on design and the concerns of the neighbors. Public
hearing remains open.

After the Public hearing it was continued until May 14, 2009 with a directive to “work with
neighbors etc.....” Note the near identical shape and size and need for exceptions to unit
exposure .... Then, as now, “working with the neighbors resulted in no significant changes.

The Project was approved on May 14, 2009 with some small changes (such as a ten-foot
(107) set back from the property line) and the neighbors appealed the project to the Board
of Appeals and to the Board of Supervisors under CEQA.

The neighbors lost at the Board of Appeals on August 4, 2009 by a split decision:
BOARD OF APPEALS:

430 Main Street: Appeal on the open space variance for the construction

of an eight-story, 84 foot building with up to 113
dwelling units over a below-grade parking structure for
up to 57 spaces that does not meet the dimensional
and/or exposure requirements for open space. The
Board voted 2-2-1 (President Fung and
Commissioner Mandelman in opposition with
Commissioner Goh absent) to uphold the Planning
Commission exception determination and Zoning

Administrator variance decision.

The neighbors then brought an appeal to the Board of Supervisors based on the
environmental impacts from walling up the BayCrest courtyards. The CEQA Appeal was
heard at the Board of Supervisors on October 20, 2009 as follows:
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22. 091088 [Public Hearing - Appeal of Determination
of Exemption from Environmental Review
for 430 Main Street/429 Beale Street]

Hearing of persons interested in or objecting to the decision of the
Planning Department dated February 23, 2009, Case No.
2007.1121E, that a project at 430 Main Street/429 Beale Street is
exempt from environmental review per Section 15183 of the
California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines and California
Public Resources Code Section 21083.3. The proposal would
demolish two existing one- and two-story concrete buildings on
two adjacent parcels and construct an eight-story, approximately
146,000-square foot residential building on the site following
merger of the two lots. The new building would include
approximately 113 residential units and one subterranean parking
level accommodating approximately 57 vehicles within the
Rincon Hill Area Plan, a RH DTR (Rincon Hill Downtown
Residential Mixed Use)/84-X Height and Bulk District, in
Assessor's Block No. 3767, Lot Nos. 305 and 306. (Appellant:
Dane Ince on behalf of the Opposition Team to 430 Main Street

After the Hearing the Board Made the Following Findings:

WHEREAS, On October 20, 2009, this Board voted to reverse the Planning Department's
determination that no further environmental review is necessary for the Project under the
Community Plan Exemption with respect to three different potential environmental
effects by Motion No. 091090; now therefore be it

RESOLVED, That this Board finds that the Community Plan Exemption set forth in
Public Resources Code Section 21083.3 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15183 applies to
the Project and that the FEIR addresses the Project, with the exception of three issues as
set forth herein; and be it further RESOLVED, That this Board hereby directs the
Planning Department to conduct , additional environmental review and to prepare either a
negative declaration or environmental impact report analyzing the potential impacts, as
required by CEQA, on the following three potentially significant environmental impacts:
(1) the potential air quality impacts on-site for the Project caused by concentrations of
PM 2.5 because of the Project's location near the Bay Bridge on-ramps and other
automobile arterials, which impacts were not specifically analyzed in the FEIR; and (2)
the potential impacts of the Project on the adjacent site located at 201 Harrison Street
with regard to concentrations of PM 2.5, combined with the Project's wind impacts on
201 Harrison Street, which were not analyzed in the FEIR; and (3) the Project's potential
greenhouse gas effects, which were not analyzed in the FEIR, particularly with respect to
the Project's relative contribution to the State of California's cumulative greenhouse gas
effects.

The previous owner dropped the project and turned the buildings into self-storage units
and has been quite successful in a City starved for storage space. The new owners
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acquired the building in May 2014 and immediately refiled for a nearly identical (slightly
larger) project.

The New Project Has the Same Design Flaws and Negative Impacts on the
Neighbors as the Previous Project

As shown in the attached photo, the neighboring building to the north, BayCrest

Towers at 201 Harrison Street, has three open courtyards facing directly south.

x o —— -
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Baycrest was designed at a time when the development lots to the south of it were
not zoned for residential construction. Residential construction was previously forbidden
on these lots for health reasons due to their proximity to the Bay Bridge and the
incredible amounts of air pollution and particulate matter which comes from the hundreds
of thousands of cars which use the Bay Bridge every day. These lots were later rezoned
to allow residential construction and because of the pollution, all new buildings are now
built as “sealed systems,” meaning that the windows don’t open, air intake is tightly
controlled, and air conditioning is mandatory. Because of its age, BayCrest does not have
such a system and the only means of ventilation for BayCrest are the operable windows
for all 238 apartments.

BayCrest was a “pioneer” downtown as the first residential building in the area.
The Planning Commission at that time mandated many concessions for the right to build
in what was then 100% industrial area. Accordingly, the units were built as naturally
affordable and mandatory rental housing which required that it remain rental housing for
20 (thanks to Sue Bierman) before any units could be sold. There are still BMR’s on site
and it is essentially the only “blue collar” condo development downtown. The open space
shown on the BayCrest site was what was specifically required by the Rincon Hill

4
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Special Use District (which no longer exists) for this site and imposed by the Planning
Commission when BayCrest sought its approvals back in 1984. This proposed project
secks not only to build lot line to lot line but also to merge two development lots. If there
is a merger which was not contemplated by the Rincon Hill Special Use District or the
current Rincon Hill Plan, it creates a building that is a solid mass, a building that is a
solid mass that is abutting code mandated open space. How can that possible be justified
or approved?

The Impacts from the Project Design Are Overwhelming and Negative

Allowing only a five-foot setback from the property line, (the previous shorter
project from 2009 gave 10° foot setback) the proposed project will build a solid wall 84-
feet tall (99 feet if you count the elevator penthouses) directly across the entire southern
frontage of BayCrest. This will effectively wall in all three of the open, green courtyards
at BayCrest. (See Exhibit 1 attached rendering from 2009 and south view from new plan).
The current proposal is to build as if BayCrest did not exist and to wall off all the open
space and nearly all the windows on BayCrest’s southern exposure.

It should be noted that the westernmost BayCrest courtyard is privately owned,
publicly accessible open space (POPOS—more Sue Bierman). Obviously, the new
building will permanently shadow all three of the open space courtyards of BayCrest
including the POPOS which violates a different portion of the Code/Rincon Hill
Plan/General Plan. Additionally, because it will also significantly restrict the air
circulation to these courtyards, the experts hired by BayCrest have identified a 7%
increase in the particulate matter and pollution in the center courtyard and a 15% increase
in such pollutants in the west courtyard. This was what resulted in the CEQA victory in
2009. The current experts on the other side agree with these numbers but argue that the
total particulate matter and pollution is still below the hazardous threshold. BayCrest
argues any increase is hazardous materials caused by the Project is unacceptable
especially to kids and the elderly who must open their windows for any ventilation. It is
anticipated that as climate change accelerates, summer days will get smoggier, with more
particulate matter in the air that BayCrest will have to contend with if the Project goes
forward as proposed.

The Department REJECTED the Current Design Until Backdoor Lobbying by the
Developers and their Lawyers Changed the Department’s Recommendation

The preliminary project analysis (PPA) recommended that the project sponsor
“mirror the project massing along the side lot line to relate to the adjacent property
courtyard or in some other way conjoin the open space to add to the existing courtvard
and further it as a pattern within the block to the benefit of both properties.” (relevant
portion of PPA attached as Exhibit 2) In other words, the recommendation was to create
open space that matches the open space at BayCrest so that both the new building and
Baycrest could “share™ the open space, light and air...for the BENEFIT OF BOTH
PROPERTIES.
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This same design recommendation---to “flip” the project to face BayCrest and/or
to articulate the new project to “mirror” the existing open space at BayCrest, so that both
buildings can share the open space and light and air---was made by the Dept and the
neighbors back in 2009 and rejected by the then developer. It is a design consideration
which is supported by smart urban design and common sense. BayCrest is the oldest
residential building in the entire area, built at a time when it was the ONLY residential
building in the arca and was designed to face towards lots which were never to be
developed. BayCrest should not be faulted or punished because the zoning of the lots
around it was changed.

Following the suggestion for design in the PPA, after the proposal was submitted to
the Planning Dept., this same design recommendation was made in the first Notice of
Planning Department’s Requirement #1 dated June 15, 2016 (attached as Exhibit 3). The
Department’s Urban Design Advisory Team (UDAT) stated that the Planning
Department does not support the design with the exceptions requested. In this regard, it
states as follows:

a. “Site Design, Massing and Open Space. The Planning Department does not
support an exposure exception to the extent proposed to the current a’e.sfgn. and
recommends the project be redesigned to include two building masses that are
perhaps joined by minimal bridges, relate to these two street frontages and to the
adjacent buildings, and mid-block open space to the north.” (which of course is
BayCrest—this Requirement is Exactly the Same as the PPA)

The Project Sponsor replied six months later to the Notice of Planning Department’s
Requirement #1 via correspondence dated December 1, 2016 (see letter attached as
Exhibit 5). In that response, the Sponsor replies to all the comments from the Dept’s
letter except for the design concern items raised by the UDAT. See final paragraph of the
letter from the sponsors attached as Exhibit 4.

Apparently, the UDAT design comments were somehow done away with quietly and
privately behind closed doors as referenced in the last sentence of the Sponsor’s letter.
Almost a year later, on November 16, 2017, the Planning Department issued its Notice of
Planning Department’s Requirement #2. By that time, the earlier UDAT comments as
well as the preliminary project analysis design concerns had somehow disappeared into
thin air without explanation. (Exhibit 5)

UDAT Had It Right and the Current Project Violates the Urban Design Guidelines

The UDAT comments from the PPA and the Notice of Planning Dept
Requirements #1 both directly reflect the letter and the spirit of the Urban Design
Guidelines which apply to this site. Clearly, this Project’s design grossly violates every
aspect of the newly enacted Urban Design Guidelines. The Urban Design Guidelines
emphasize over and again the need for “Site Design” to protect and relate to existing
buildings and especially open space. The Urban Design Guidelines require new





Rich Hillis, President March 29, 2018
San Francisco Planning Commission 430 Main/429 Beale

developments to “respect the character of older development nearby in the design of new
buildings.” (Policy 2.6)

There are numerous provisions of the Urban Design Guidelines which specifically
require that new projects match massing patterns and be sculpted to accommodate
existing building setbacks and block patterns. This is exactly what the Proposed Project
Analysis (PPA Exhibit 2) and the UDAT design comments (Exhibit 3) are saying.
Specifically, the UDG principals and policies require that new buildings be designed to
“promote building forms that will respect and improve the integrity of open space and
other public areas.” The Urban Design Guidelines establish that it is mandatory that new
buildings have the responsibility to sensitively respond to their context and existing
pattern of development to be a “good neighbor.” Below are the highlights from the
Commission’s resolution from last week approving the Urban Design Guidelines directly
applicable to this Project:

OBJECTIVE 2 CONSERVATION OF RESOURCES WHICH PROVIDE A
SENSE OF NATURE, CONTINUITY WITH THE PAST, AND FREEDOM FROM
OVERCROWDING.

Policy 2.6 Respect the character of older development nearby in the design of new
buildings. The proposed Urban Design Guidelines A2 and A3 require projects to
"Modulate Buildings Vertically and Horizontally" and "Harmonize Building Designs
with Neighboring Scale and Materials" to direct projects to be compatible with
neighboring building context. (page 3-4)

Policy 2.7 Recognize and protect outstanding and unique areas that contribute in an
extraordinary degree to San Francisco's visual form and character. The proposed Urban
Design Guidelines A2 and A3 require projects to "Modulate Buildings Vertically and
Horizontally" and "Harmonize Building Designs with Neighboring Scale and Materials"
to be compatible with neighboring building context and support the visual form and
character of the city. (page 4)

OBJECTIVE 3 MODERATION OF MAJOR NEW DEVELOPMENT TO
COMPLEMENT THE CITY PATTERN, THE RESOURCES TO BE
CONSERVED, AND THE NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENT.

Policy 3.1 Promote harmony in the visual relationships and transitions between new and
older buildings. The proposed Urban Design Guideline S2 requires projects to
"Harmonize Relationships between Buildings, Streets, and Open Spaces" asks new
projects to match massing patterns and sculpt to accommodate existing building massing,
setbacks, and block patterns. The proposed Urban Design Guideline A2 requires projects
to "Modulate Buildings Vertically and Horizontally” to be compatible with neighboring
building lot widths and massing. (page 4)

Policy 3.4 Promote building forms that will respect and improve the integrity of open
spaces and other public areas. The proposed Urban Design Guideline S7 requires projects
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to "Integrate Common Open Space and Landscape with Architecture" to better organize
building massing for the benefit of natural ground and open space. (page 4)

Built Environment Values for the City of San Francisco
Being a Good Neighbor

Good urban design is characterized by the thoughtful orchestration of buildings,
landscape, open space, and streets. Such compositions result from fundamental principles
that apply universally, as well as a deep understanding and response to site-specific
conditions. San Francisco’s architecture spans various eras and architectural styles, but its
urban fabric maintains a high degree of continuity and consistency within the variety of
buildings. The Urban Design Guidelines establish that new buildings have the
responsibility to sensitively respond to their context and existing patterns of development
while being of their moment.

Supporting Human Needs

People interact with the built environment from their homes and workplaces,
neighborhood streets, and public open spaces. Urban form that considers the quality and
functionality of the building fabric, streets, and open spaces contributes to the livability
of San Francisco. Buildings and building features that are scaled for human interaction
such as steps, doors, windows, and seating contribute to physical and psychological
wellbeing. Buildings that enhance the connection between the inner life of buildings and
the outer public realm also help engage people to the larger sense of activity and spirit of
the place. All these goals support an experience of urban life in which people are the
measure.

Quality of Life.

There are many reasons people live in and love San Francisco—its unique and beautiful
physical setting, mild climate, proximity to nature and open space. Along with promoting
a safe and healthy environment, new development should support the individual
experience, including senses of human-scale, beauty, and well-being. Human comfort is
experienced spatially and visually through scale, enclosure, proportion, visual richness
and compositional clarity. While we expect cities to feel dense, they can also remain
familiar at the human-scale. New development should contribute to an individual’s
connection to place. Some people find delight in cities because of the achievement and
physical beauty found in the spaces and buildings, while others enjoy a sense of
community. The Guidelines are intended to promote the quality of individual buildings,
and to enhance the experience of the city as a whole

Application of the Guidelines
Applicability

Good neighbors make great neighborhoods and great neighborhoods make a beloved city.
Design review ensures that new development will appropriately contribute to fostering
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vibrant, healthy, livable urban places that express and advance San Francisco’s unique
cultures and qualities. The Urban Design Guidelines establish a set of goals, values, and
qualities by which projects are evaluated in design review. They outline clear
expectations that projects must demonstrate to be successfully entitled. Application of
and compliance with the Urban Design Guidelines is mandatory in the permit review
process. Note that other guidelines may also apply depending on the zoning, location,
building type, and scale of the project. In such cases where multiple sets of guidelines
apply, the respective guidelines are viewed as “layers”, where the most specific
guidelines — in the unlikely event of a conflict - would take precedent. (Relevant portions
of the Urban Design Guidelines for “Site Design™ are attached as Exhibit 6).

The proposed project violates nearly every single site design requirement as
specified in the Urban Design Guidelines. There is nothing “respectful”, “sensitive,”
“harmonious,” “responsive” or “compatible” about erecting an eighty-four (84°) foot
blank wall (ninety-nine feet (99°) tall with the elevator penthouses) five feet (5 ") away
from the neighboring buildings’ open space court yards. The violation of the General
Plan and Urban Design Guidelines is made even more obvious when it is considered that
at least one of the walled up open space courtyards is a privately maintained public open
space under Section 138 of the Planning Code.

The Design Review Process Was Also Violated by the Secret Backdoor Lobbying

Planning Code Section 309.1, under which this Project seeks approval, anticipates
that some developers may push back on the design issues. It provides specific criteria for
Design Review and provides for a specific mechanism to be employed if a sponsor
disagrees with modifications required by the Dept. as a result of Design Review. (BTW,
the Commission should note that claims related to profitability are not criteria for Design
Review) Section 309.1, which governs this project reads as follows:

SEC. 309.1. PERMIT REVIEW IN DOWNTOWN RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS.

The provisions and procedures set forth in this Section shall govern the review of
project authorization and building and site permit applications for the construction or
substantial alteration of structures in Downtown Residential districts, the granting of
exceptions to requirements of this Code, and the imposition of modifications necessary to
achieve the objectives and policies of the General Plan and the purposes of this Code as
provided for in Section 825 and elsewhere. When any action authorized by this Section is
taken, any determination with respect to the proposed project required or authorized
pursuant to CEQA may also be considered.

The Section also sets forth specific Design Review criteria as follows:

(a) Design Review.

(1) In addition to the standard permit review process, the design of projects greater
than 50,000 gross square feet or 85 feet in height shall be subject to design review and
approval by Department staff. A detailed design review will be initiated by Department
staff working with the project sponsor, at the time an application for 309.1 review or
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building permit is filed and may take place in advance of filing a building permit
application. This comprehensive review shall resolve issues related to the project's
design, including the following:

(4) Overall building massing and scale;

(B) Architectural treatments, facade design and building materials;

(C) The design of lower floors, including building setback areas, townhouses,
entries and parking and loading access;

(D) On sloping sites, parking provided above ground pursuant to
Section 825(b)(5)(A);

(E) The provision of required open space, both on- and off-site;

(F) Streetscape and other public improvements, including tree planting, street
Surniture, and lighting,;

(G) Circulation, including streets, alleys and mid-block pedestrian pathways;

(H) Other changes necessary to bring a project into conformance with the
applicable elements and area plans of the General Plan.

The Code Section then anticipates that some sponsors may disagree with
modification or recommendations by the Dept and provides a specific procedure leading
up to the hearing process for just such an occurrence as follows:

(2) Ifthe project sponsor opposes project modifications and conditions recommended by
the Director of Planning pursuant to the design review, the Director shall prepare a
report of recommended modifications which shall be presented to the Planning
Commission for a hearing pursuant to Subsection (c) and which shall be available to the
public upon mail notification of said hearing.

In this instance the Project Sponsor was able to avoid the result of the Design
Review and to avoid any public process or review of the proposed modifications and
recommendations which the Sponsor opposed. The Sponsors were able to simply meet
with Planning officials behind closed doors and do away with the design considerations
and modifications which were at first recommended by the PPA and then were imposed
and mandated by the UDAT. No report of these modifications has been prepared or made
available to the public as required by the Code Section.

The planning process is designed to be transparent and to benefit the public. This
Sponsor is seeking exceptions for unit exposure, exceptions for creation of additional
wind currents at the ground level, for its loading dock and other exceptions, all of which
will impact the public. These “gifts” must not be simply awarded to a project which will
negatively impacts dozens of neighboring homes. Many BayCrest residents have been
there for more than 20 years and some since the building first opened. They deserve the
protection of the Planning Code and the design requirements set forth in the Urban
Design Guidelines to protect the quality of their lives and homes.

The Dept must reinstate the design requirements as set forth in the PPA and

UDAT comments or at least explain how those were cast aside. Section 309.1 further
allows for the imposition of such requirements at the hearing and may reimpose the

10
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design considerations previously mandated for the Project by the UDAT and which are
obviously required by the Urban Design Guidelines.
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BayCrest Towers Will Be Walled Off and All Direct Light Blocked From the Three Courtyards
Including the Privately Owned Public Open Space (POPOS)That Was Created As part of the

Original BayCrest Approval

This is a rending from 2009.... the Developers have been too
clever to release anything of this nature this go around. Mostly
BayCerest is not depicted at all in the proposed plans...as if it
didn’t exist. The proposal is actually much taller than this
proposal from 2009 but the configuration is nearly identical.
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

. . 1650 Mission St.
Preliminary Project Assessment Suite 400
San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479
Date: February 24, 2015
Case No.: 2014.002033PPA Reception:
Project Address: 429 Beale Street and 430 Main Street nhson
Block/Lot: 3767/305 and 306 Fax:
Zoning: Rincon Hill Downtown Residential (Rincon DTR) 415.558.6409
84-X Planning
Area Plan: Rincon Hill Area Plan Information:
Proiec ) ; ; 415.558.6377
roject Sponsor: Andrew Junius, Rueben Junius & Rose, LLP
415-567-9000
Staff Contact: Debra Dwyer - 415-575-9031

Debra.Dwyer@sfgov.org

DISCLAIMERS:

Please be advised that this determination does not constitute an application for development with the
Planning Department. It also does not represent a complete review of the proposed project, a project
approval of any kind, or in any way supersede any required Planning Department approvals listed
below. The Planning Department may provide additional comments regarding the proposed project once
the required applications listed below are submitted. While some approvals are granted by the Planning
Department, some are at the discretion of other bodies, such as the Planning Commission or Historic
Preservation Commission. Additionally, it is likely that the project will require approvals from other City
agencies such as the Department of Building Inspection, Department of Public Works, Department of
Public Health, San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, and others. The information included herein is
based on plans and information provided for this assessment and the Planning Code, General Plan,
Planning Department policies, and local/state/federal regulations as of the date of this document, all of
which are subject to change.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The proposed project would demolish the two existing one- and two-story industrial buildings on the
project site totaling approximately 35,600 gross square feet (gsf) and construct a nine-story,
approximately 146,000-gsf residential building. The approximately 18,900-square-foot (sq-ft) project site
consists of two adjacent lots with one fronting on Beale Street (Lot 305) and one fronting on Main Street
(Lot 306) between Harrison and Bryant Streets. The existing buildings are currently self-storage facilities.
The 7,269-sq-ft building on the 9,453-sq-ft lot at 429 Beale Street was constructed in 1951. The existing
28,359-sq-ft two-story building on the 9,453-sq-ft lot at 430 Main Street was constructed in 1929. The
proposed new building would be 84 feet tall and would include 140 dwelling units with the following
anticipated unit mix: 76 studios; eight one-bedrooms; and 56 two-bedrooms. Approximately 40 percent
of the proposed project’s units would be two-bedroom units. The project would provide 110 bicycle
parking spaces and 70 automobile parking spaces located in a below grade garage. The residential access
would be through a lobby entrance on Main Street. The garage would be accessed from a driveway off of
Beale Street and would use parking puzzlers (stackers) for 56 of the 70 parking spaces. Approximately





Preliminary Project Assessment Case No. 2014-002033PPA

20.

429 Beale and 430 Main Streets

demonstrating project adherence to the performance measures outlined in the Guidelines including;
(a) reduction in fotal volume and peak flow rate of stormwater for areas in combined sewer systems OR
(b) stormwater treatment for areas in separate sewer systems. Responsibility for review and approval
of the Stormwater Control Plan is with the SFPUC, Wastewater Enterprise, Urban Watershed
Management Program. Without SFPUC approval of a Stormwater Control Plan, no site or building
permits can be issued. The Guidelines also require a signed maintenance agreement to ensure proper
care of the necessary stormwater controls. To view the Stormwater Management Ordinance, the
Stormwater Design Guidelines, or download instructions for the Stormwater Control Plan, go to
http://sfwater.org/sdg. Applicants may contact stormwaterreview@sfwater.org for assistance.

Recycled Water. The project site is located within one of San Francisco’s designated recycled water
use areas. Projects located in recycled water use areas are required to install recycled water systems
for irrigation, cooling, and/or toilet and urinal flushing in accordance with the Recycled (or
Reclaimed) Water Use Ordinance, adopted as Article 22 of the San Francisco Public Works Code.
New construction or major alterations with a total cumulative area of 40,000 square feet or more; any
new, modified, or existing irrigated areas of 10,000 square feet or more; and all subdivisions are
required to comply. The proposed project would be required to comply with these requirements.
For more information about the recycled water requirements, please visit
http://www.sfwater.org/index.aspx?page=687.

PRELIMINARY DESIGN COMMENTS:

The project is located in the Rincon Hill Downtown Residential district near the Bay Bridge and the
Embarcadero. The area is undergoing significant growth and includes buildings that range from two-

story to high-rise heights mostly with residential use and ground-floor retail. The materials used in the

area are primarily masonry, light in color, but also include glass curtain wall. The following comments

address preliminary design issues that may significantly impact the proposed project:

Site Design, Open Space, and Massing. The Planning Department suggests that the project sponsor
consider mirroring the project massing along the side lot line to relate to the adjacent property
courtyard or in some other way conjoining open space to add to the existing courtyard and further it
as a pattern within the block to the benefit of both properties.

Street Frontage. The Planning Department recommends that the ground-floor residential be paired
along Beale Street such that two units are adjacent to one another with the driveway shifted on one
side to afford a larger continuous active use frontage as the lot is narrow. Please see the Planning
Department Ground Floor Residential Guidelines for more detailed recommendations on creating

townhouse entries.

Architecture.  As the architecture is diagrammatic, the Planning Department does not have
comments at this time. The Planning Department suggests, however, that the intent of townhouses be
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strongly considered in the architecture of the lower stories as that is a significant design goal of the

Rincon Hill area.

PRELIMINARY PROJECT ASSESSMENT EXPIRATION:

This Preliminary Project Assessment is valid for a period of 18 months. An Environmental Evaluation,
Determination of Compliance (Section 309.1), or Building Permit Application, as listed above, must be
submitted no later than August 24, 2016. Otherwise, this determination is considered expired and a new
Preliminary Project Assessment is required. Such applications and plans must be generally consistent
with those found in this Preliminary Project Assessment.

Enclosures: Neighborhood Group Mailing List
Shadow Fan for 429 Beale and 430 Main

cc:  LCL Global - 429 Beale & 430 Main Street, LLC, Property Owner
Doug Vu, Current Planning
Debra Dwyer, Environmental Planning
Paul Chasan, Citywide Planning and Analysis
Maia Small, Design Review
Jonas lonin, Planning Commission Secretary
Charles Rivasplata, SFMTA
Jerry Sanguinetti, San Francisco Public Works
Pauline Perkins, SFPUC
June Weintraub and Jonathan Piakis, DPH
Planning Department Webmaster (webmaster.planning@sfgov.org)
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400

Notice of Planning Department Requirements #1  snrci

CA 94103-2479

Reception:
June 15, 2016 415.558.6378
Fax:
Mark Loper 415.558.6409
Reuben Junius & Rose, LLP
: Planning
One Bush Street, Suite 600 Information
San Francisco, CA 94104 415.558.6377

RE: 430 Main (aka 429 Beale) Street (Address of Permit Work)
3767/305 (Assessor’s Block/Lot)
2014-002033DNX (Case/Record Number)

Your Downtown Exception Application No. 2014-002033DNX has been received by the Planning
Department and has been assigned to planner Douglas Vu. Doug has begun review of your application
but the following information is required before it is accepted as complete and/or is considered Code-
complying. Time limits for review of your project will not commence until we receive the requested
information or materials and verify their accuracy.

NOTE: The comments below may be subject to further revisions to address the Planning Code, Urban
Design Guidelines, CEQA and other local ordinances and policies. Based on the submitted plans
dated November 6, 2015, the following comments must be addressed to proceed with review of the
subject Determination of Compliance Application:

1. Usable Open Space (Residential). Please provide scaled floor plans to confirm the proposed area
of common and private open space. Detailed information regarding submittal requirements can
be found at: Plan Submittal Guidelines.

2. Permitted Obstructions. Please provide scaled floor plans including dimensions and elevations
to confirm the proposed bay windows fully comply with Section 136(c)(2)(A) through (G).

3. Streetscape Plan. Please provide a comprehensive streetscape plan that complies with the
adopted Rincon Hill Streetscape Master Plan. To determine what streetscape improvements are
required, please see:
http://www sfplanning.org/ftp/files/Citywide/Rincon Hill/Rincon Hill Streetscape Master Plan

2011 Update cs5.pdf.

4. Ground Floor Frontages. Please submit detailed elevations to confirm the project fully complies
with Section 145.1 and 825(b)(1).

5. Building Standards. Please submit scaled elevations to illustrate the project fully complies with
Section 827(a)(2) through (10).

PXHIMIAE: 415.575.9010 | Para Informacién en Espafiol Llamar al: 415.575.9010 | Para sa Impc yon sa Tagalog T g sa: 415.575.9121

www.sfplanning.org
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6. Off-Street Parking. Please be advised that any request for accessory parking in excess of what is
permitted by right will be considered by the Planning Commission only if the findings under
Section 151.1(e)(1) are made. In addition, the Commission may require the property owner to pay
the annual membership fee to a certified car-share organization, as defined in Section 166(b)(2),
for any resident of the project who so requests and who otherwise qualifies for such membership,
provided that such requirement shall be limited to one membership per dwelling unit, pursuant
to Section 151.1(e)(2).

7. Curb Cuts. To maximize the number and size of on-street parking spaces available to the public
and to minimize conflicts with pedestrian and transit movements, the proposed curb cut along
Beale Street should not be wider than 14-feet to access a one-way ramp in the garage. This design
has been successfully incorporated into projects of similar scope/scale.

8. General Parking Standards. Please be advised that Section 155(i) requires one designed and
designated for persons with disabilities for each 25 off-street parking spaces provided.

9. Bicycle Parking. Please submit a mezzanine floor plan to illustrate the dedicated area for the
required Class 1 bicycle parking spaces.

10. Building Height. Please submit scaled elevations with dimensions that confirm the height of the
building and any exemptions permitted under Section 260(b).

11. Project Design. The proposed project was reviewed by the Department’s Urban Design Advisory
Team (UDAT), which provided the following comments:

a. Site Design, Massing and Open Space. The Planning Department does not support an
exposure exception to the extent proposed for the current design, and recommends the
project be re-designed to include two building masses that are perhaps joined by
minimal bridges, relate to the two street frontages and to the adjacent buildings, and
mid-block open space to the north.

b. Architecture. The architecture is assumed to be preliminary at this stage and the
Planning Department will provide further detailed design review on the subsequent
submission. However, the Department recommends reconsideration of the excessive
amount of glazing at the primary fagades.

All planning entitlement case revisions must be submitted to the Planning Department, 1650 Mission
Street, 4" floor, to the Planner’s attention. Note this is a separate submittal from site permit revisions to
DBI.

Please submit the requested information, or contact the assigned planner if you need more time to
prepare the requested information, within thirty (30) days. If the Department has not received the
requested information within 90 days, the application will be sent back to the Department of Building
Inspection for cancellation.

Please direct any questions concerning this notice to the assigned planner, Doug Vu at (415) 575-9120 or
Doug.Vu@sfgov.org. Contact the assigned planner to set up any meeting, should one be necessary.
Please do not come to the Planning Department to discuss this notice without an appointment. Thank

SAN FRANCISCOD
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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you for your attention to this notice. An early and complete response on your part will help expedite our
review of your permit application.

CC:  Craig Young, LCL Global - 429 Beale & 430 Main Street, LLC
Michael Li, Environmental Planning

G:\Documents\DNX\430 Main (429 Beale) Street_2014-002033DNX\430 Main St_NOPDR #1.docx

Planning Department Applications and Publications are available at the Planning Information Center,
1660 Mission Street, 1+ floor or via the Department website: www.sfplanning.org.

SAN FRANCISCD
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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To: Doug Vu, San Francisco Planning Department

From: Tidewater Capital, LLC

Date: December 1, 2016

Project: 430 Main (aka 429 Beale) Street

Re: Notice of Planning Department Requirements #1 — Project Sponsor Reply
Dear Doug,

Thank you for taking the time to review the plans for our proposed project at 430 Main (aka 429 Beale) Street. Below
please find responses to the questions and issues you raised in your Notice of Planning Department Requirements #1,
dated Junc 15, 2016. For case of reference, our numbering scheme corresponds directly to the labeling of the questions

from your letter. We have not addressed Comment 11, “Project Design.”

1) Usable Open Space (Residential). Please refer to the attached revised plan set (Exhibit A), which has been
updated to include scaled floor plans to confirm the proposed area of common and public open space (pages 34-

36).

2) Permitted Obstructions. Please refer to Exhibit A (page 33) which shows the Section 136 Bay Window
requirements with our proposed non-compliant bay window rhythm overlaid.

3) Streetscape Plan. Pleasc refer to Exhibit A (page 13) which shows our comprehensive streetscape plan on both
the Main and Beale street frontages.

4) Ground Floor Frontages. Please refer to Exhibit A (page 13) for dimensions of active use layouts and page 28
for clevations. We are requesting slight variances from two aspects of the requirements governing active ground
floor uses based on specific constraints related to the geometry and topography of our site.

a.

Beale Street: Planning code requires greater than 50% of the residential street frontage be active
residential use. In our plans, our walk up residential units comprise 32’-5” of 68’-8” (47%) active
residential use. This is the maximum we are able to fit given the required width of the in/out garage
entrance, the Bicycle mezzanine entrance, and the required egress door along on the northern lot line
of our site.

Main Street: Planning code dictates that residences on street level are required to have direct street
access to be considered as an “active use.” Given the slope of Main Street, it would be difficult for us
to construct an entrance to the unit at-grade. This will require nearly 30 of ramps and landings in order
to fully provide an accessible ramp inside the building to difference between the lobby level and the
unit. This winds up being longer than the width of the unit and would be a hardship for the project
given the width of the lot. If the unit facing Main were to be built without a level change, this would
not be a desirable residence for visual privacy and perceived security reasons.

5) Rincon Hill DTR Building Standards.

a.

Subsections (2) and (6): Street Frontage and Ground Floor Units. Subsection (2)(A) does not apply
because the Project is not along Folsom Street. Subsection (2)(B) requires individual ground floor units
along Main and Beale Streets with direct pedestrian access, and Subsection (6) requires compliance with
the Ground Floor Residential Design Guidelines. As noted above, the project does have individual units





6)

8)
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10)
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fronting each street, but we are requesting a2 minor variance due to the slope along Main Street and the
practical difficulty providing a walk-up unit here entails.

Subsections (3) and (5): Streetwall and Setback. The project is built to 100% of property line facing
both streets (Subsection (3)), up to a height of 65 feet, where a 10-foot upper story setback starts
(Subsection (5)). See Exhibit A, page 25.

Subsection (4): Lot Coverage on Guy Place. Not applicable.

Subsection (7): Ground Floor Commercial Design. Not applicable.

Subsection (8): Off-Street Parking and Loading on Certain Streets. Not applicable.

Subsection (9): Open Space. Not applicable.

Subsection (10): Streetscape Standards. The project substantially complies with the Rincon Hill Area
Plan’s Streetscape Plan. See Exhibit A, page 13.

Off-Street Parking. Agreed and noted.

Curb Cuts. Per Sponsor’s conversation with Doug Vu on July 27%, 2016, Exhibit A attached keeps the curb cut
along Beale at 22’ considering the number of proposed parking spaces.

General Parking Standards. Agreed and noted.

Bicycle Parking. Please refer to the attached revised plan set (Exhibit A) (page 15), which has been updated to
include a mezzanine floor plan which illustrates the dedicated area for the required Class 1 bicycle parking spaces.

Building Height. Please refer to the attached revised plan set (Exhibit A) (pages 24-26), which has been updated
to include scaled clevations with dimensions that confirm the height of the building and any exemptions
permitted under Section 260(b).

We hope that the above and attached replies constitute a satisfactory response to the items you raised in NOPDR #1 aside
from the UDAT design comments and please do not hesitate to reach out with any follow-up questions or comments.

Sincerely,

Matt Klimerman
Tidewater Capital

EXHIBITS

Exhibit A — SCB Plan Set (Revised 11/21/2016)
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400

Notice of Planning Department Requirements #2  sufancso

CA 94103-2479

Reception:
November 16, 2017 415.558.6378
) ) . Fax:
Transmitted via email to: 415.558.6400
Mark Loper
mloper@reubenlaw.com IF‘Iann g
Inloperreubeniaw.com nformation:
415.558.6377

Reuben, Junius & Rose, LLP
One Bush Street, Suite 600
San Francisco, CA 94104

RE: 430 Main Street (aka 429 Beale Street) (Address of Permit Work)
3767/305 & 306 (Assessor’s Block/Lots)
2014-002033DNX (Case/Record Number)

Your revised plans dated October 5, 2017 for Downtown Project Authorization Application No. 2014-
002033DNX have been reviewed by the Department, and the following information is required before it is
accepted as complete and is considered Code-complying. Time limits for the review of your project will
not commence until we receive the requested information and/or materials and verify their accuracy.

NOTE: Revisions to the project are requested to address the Planning Code and the Rincon Hill Area
Plan, and other local ordinances and policies as applicable. Based on the plans submitted, the
following items are required to proceed with review of the subject Downtown Project Authorization.

Please revise the plans or submit a written response that includes the following additional information:

1. Interdepartmental Project Review. Please complete and submit the attached Interdepartmental
Project Review Application as instructed on page 1, which is required for all new construction
projects that propose buildings eight stories or more in height. If you have written confirmation
that this is not required, please submit a copy to your assigned project planner.

2. First Source Hiring Affidavit. Please complete and submit the attached First Source Hiring
Affidavit, which is required for projects that consist of ten or more dwelling units.

3. Anti-Discriminatory Housing Policy. Please complete and submit the attached Anti-
Discriminatory Housing Policy Supplemental, which is required for projects that consist of ten or
more dwelling units.

4. Lot Merger. Please confirm if the proposed project includes the merger of Lots 305 and 306.

5. Permitted Obstructions. The proposed bays that extend beyond the property line do not conform
to the requirements of Section 136(c)(2)(D) & (F), and should be modified in your next submittal.

P XMMEINE: 415.575.9010 | Para Informacién en Espafiol Llamar al: 415.575.9010 | Para sa Imp yon sa Tagalog Tt g sa: 4155759121

www.sfplanning.org
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Mark Loper 2014-002033DNX
One Bush Street, Suite 600 430 Main Street (aka 429 Beale Street)
San Francisco, CA 94104

10.

11.

UDAT does not currently support an exception to this requirement through the Downtown
Project Authorization.

Bird-Safe Buildings. Feature-related hazards include free-standing glass walls, wind barriers,
skywalks, balconies, and greenhouses on rooftops that have unbroken glazed segments 24 square
feet and larger in size. These elements shall treat 100% of the glazing on Feature-Specific hazards,
and should be identified in your next submittal, pursuant to Section 139.

Exposure. The Department recognizes that 62 of the 144 dwelling units do not meet the exposure
requirement under Section 140 that would require an exception through the Downtown Project
Authorization. Staff will recommend approval of such exception if the Project contains a superior
and exceptional design as a result of the design review process under 309.1(a).

Upper Story Setbacks. The proposed balconies above the 10-ft. building setback (above of 65 ft.)
cannot extend into this required setback area, and should be modified for compliance in your
next submittal.

Ground Floor Residential Units. Pursuant to Section 827(a)(2)(B) and (a)(6), individual ground
floor residential units shall comply with the design standards of the Ground Floor Residential
Design Guidelines, including but not limited to, direct but protected pedestrian access to the
sidewalk, raised floors, and a usable transition space between the unit and the street. Please
confirm all applicable proposed units meet these Guidelines.

Inclusionary Housing Program. Please complete and submit the attached Inclusionary Housing
Affordable Program Affidavit, which is required for projects that consist of ten or more dwelling
units.

Design Review. The Urban Design Advisory Team (UDAT) reviewed your submittal on
November 1, 2017 and have the following comments:

a. Parking. UDAT recommends minimizing the garage opening to a single 11-ft. wide lane.

b. Ground Floor Design.

i. A central principle of the Rincon Hill Plan is to create buildings with active and
engaging ground floors that incorporate human-scaled, usable and comfortable
transitions between the public realm and buildings, and Section 145.1 requires
active uses at the ground floor frontages.

ii.  In order to count as active uses, residential units must comply with the Ground
Floor Residential Design Guidelines, which are intended to guide that intent. The
ground floor height and uses of the current proposal does not yet achieve the
goals outlined in the Rincon Hill plan or conform to the intent of these
Guidelines, which can found at:
http://default sfplanning.org/publications reports/Guidelines for Groundfloor

iii. ~ UDAT recommends reducing the garage entrance and enlarging the residential
use on Beale St. The Ground Floor Residential Design Guidelines call for
individually identifiable units with direct entries raised and set back from the
street. As stated in comment #9 above, UDAT recommends that the setback of

SAN FRANCISGO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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Mark Loper 2014-002033DNX
One Bush Street, Suite 600 430 Main Street (aka 429 Beale Street)
San Francisco, CA 94104

the ground floor units be a minimum of 6 ft. and extend two stories in height,
and have raised entries a minimum of 3 ft. from street level. The ground floor
units should also demonstrate how they are individually articulated, which may
be further enhanced by the creation of two story townhouses. The 84-ft. height
limit is meant to encourage high ground floors and enable compliance with the
goals above.

c. Architecture.

i.  In order to meet Title 24 energy requirements, glazing is necessarily reflective,
especially on sunny days, and alternatively is seen as a dark material on overcast
days. As such, the amount of a building’s facade should be tempered by other
materials that reduce the overall reflective aspect and lighten its tone. UDAT
recommends adding more solid material to the composition of the facades.

ii. A goal in the Rincon Hill Plan is to define the street wall with appropriate
building height limits, and the termination of the building is also important to
augment street wall definition. Please design a strong, well-defined termination
to the building.

iii.  Please consider differentiating the architectural treatment of the upper massing
from the lower massing.

Please note that further comments may follow review of the requested information.

Please submit one printed set of plans of an appropriate scale: site plan 1/8" = 1; floor plans 1/4" = 1' that
are clearly labeled to your assigned planner at the Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor.
You may contact Doug Vu at (415) 575-9120 or Doug.Vu@sfgov.org if you have questions, and/or need
additional time to prepare the requested information within thirty (30) days. If the Department has not
received the requested information within 90 days, the application may be withdrawn by the Department
at its discretion.

Please do not come to the Planning Department to discuss this notice without an appointment, and
contact the assigned planner to set up any necessary meetings. Thank you for your attention to this
notice. An early and complete response on your part will help expedite our review of your entitlement
application.

Enclosures: 4

cc: Craig Young, Tidewater Capital
Matt Klimerman, Tidewater Capital
David Winslow, City Design/UDAT

Michael Li, Environmental Planning

G:\Documents\DNX\430 Main (429 Beale) Stroet_2014-002033DNX\Background Docs\430 Main_429 Beale NOPDR #2.docx

Planning Department Applications and Publications are available at the Planning Information Center,
1660 Mission Street, 1 floor or via the Department website: www.sfplanning.org.

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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Stephen M. Williams
1934 Divisadero St.

San Francisco, CA 94115
Ph: (415) 292-3656

Fax: (415) 776-8047

The information transmitted isintended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential
and/or privileged material. Any review, retransmission, dissemination or other use of, or taking of any action in reliance upon
this information by persons or entities other than the intended recipient is prohibited. If you received thisin error, please
contact sender and delete the material from any computer.



From: lonin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Vu. Doug (CPC

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)

Subject: FW: Support for 430 Main Street
Date: Tuesday, March 27, 2018 11:35:59 AM
Attachments: 430Main_Supportletter-SS.pdf

430Main_Supportletter-RB.pdf
430Main_Supportletter-BB.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department|City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309;Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Susie Smith [mailto:Susie.Smith@kpff.com]

Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2018 11:35 AM

To: Koppel, Joel (CPC); richhillissf@gmail.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC);
planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); lonin, Jonas (CPC);
Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

Cc: mklimerman@tidewatercap.com

Subject: Support for 430 Main Street

Good morning, please see attached letters of support for the proposed project at 430 Main Street in
San Francisco. As longtime residents of the San Francisco Bay Area and the SOMA neighborhood,
KPFF firmly believes that Tidewater’s project will create positive change in the neighborhood by
activating the streets through additional residents and retail opportunities.

We look forward to seeing this project become a reality!

Best,
Susie Smith
Marketing Director | Associate
0 415.989.1004 M 415.336.3003
45 Fremont Street, 28" Floor
San Francisco, CA 94105

Twitter | Facebook | LinkedIn | Instagram


mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:doug.vu@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
http://www.kpff.com/
https://twitter.com/kpff_sf?lang=en
https://www.facebook.com/KPFF.SanFrancisco/
https://www.linkedin.com/company/17755/
https://www.instagram.com/kpff_sf/

45 Fremont Street, 28th Floor ~ San Francisco, CA 94105  415.989.1004  kpff.com

March 27, 2018

Rich Hillis, Commission President
San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, 4™ Floor

San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: Supporting Approval of Project: 430 Main Street
Dear Commissioner Hillis,

| am writing in support of the proposed development project at 430 Main Street. The developers have
taken an active interest in working with the community to ensure the neighborhood’s long-term viability
and success. They have shown caring interest in the neighborhood, getting to know the local community
and its needs.

The existing building, a self-storage facility, does not contribute to the rapidly changing and growing
area. The current inefficient use of space hinders further positive change and activity along the southern
half of both Main and Beale Streets, which border the property. Tidewater’s proposed development of a
144-unit residential building (with onsite BMR) would add much needed units to San Francisco’s overall
housing supply. As someone who works in the area and travels via the Transbay Terminal 5 days a week,
| welcome a new development that would increase the vibrancy and safety of this neighborhood.

Tidewater has approached development of this site with care, meeting residents on multiple occasions
to address questions, and hosting regular community meetings. They have responded to concerns
transparently and thoroughly, and have demonstrated a genuine interest in being a part of this
neighborhood.

| believe the residential development at 430 Main Street will be a welcome addition to San Francisco. It
will increase the housing stock and provide jobs. | support the 430 Main Street project and encourage
the Planning Commission to approve the project.

Sincerely,

Susie Smith
Marketing Director | Associate

KPFF Consulting Engineers

cc: Jonas lonin, Planning Commission Secretary
To be distributed to all Planning Commissioners






45 Fremont Street, 28th Floor ~ San Francisco, CA 94105  415.989.1004  kpff.com

March 27, 2018

Rich Hillis, Commission President
San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, 4™ Floor

San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: Supporting Approval of Project: 430 Main Street
Dear Commissioner Hillis,

| am writing in support of the proposed development project at 430 Main Street. The developers have
worked with the community to ensure the project’s long-term viability and success. They have shown
genuine interest in the neighborhood, getting to know the local community and its needs.

Currently a small self-storage facility, the existing building does not contribute to this rapidly changing
and growing neighborhood. This inefficient use of space hinders positive change and activity around the
site. Tidewater’s proposed development of a 144-unit residential building (with onsite BMR) is a better
use of the space, and would add much needed units to San Francisco’s overall housing supply. As
someone who works a few short blocks away, | welcome a new development that would increase the
vibrancy and safety of this neighborhood.

Tidewater has approached development of this site with care, meeting residents on multiple occasions
to address questions, and hosting regular community meetings. They have responded to concerns
transparently and thoroughly, and have demonstrated a genuine interest in being a part of this
neighborhood.

| believe the residential development at 430 Main Street will be a welcome addition to this
neighborhood of San Francisco. It will add to the housing stock and provide jobs. | support the 430 Main
Street project and encourage the Planning Commission to approve the project.

Sincerely,

o A

Ry eaton, PE
Project Manager
KPFF Consulting Engineers

cc: Jonas lonin, Planning Commission Secretary
To be distributed to all Planning Commissioners






45 Fremont Street, 28th Floor  San Francisco, CA 94105  415.989.1004  kpff.com

March 27, 2018

Rich Hillis, Commission President
San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, 4™ Floor

San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: Supporting Approval of Project: 430 Main Street
Dear Commissioner Hillis,

| am writing in support of the proposed development project at 430 Main Street. The developers have
shown exceptional care for the neighborhood, getting to know the local community and its needs.

The existing building does not contribute to the vibrancy or foot traffic in the area. Although this
neighborhood is rapidly changing and growing, the current inefficient use of space hinders further
positive change and activity around the site. Tidewater’s proposed development of a 144-unit
residential building (with onsite BMR) is a better use of the space, and would add much needed units to
San Francisco’s overall housing supply. As someone who works in the area, | welcome new development
that would increase the vibrancy and safety of this neighborhood.

Tidewater has approached development of this site with watchfulness, meeting residents on multiple
occasions to address questions, and hosting regular community meetings. They have responded to
concerns transparently and thoroughly, and have demonstrated a genuine interest in this
neighborhood’s success.

| believe the residential development at 430 Main Street will be a welcome addition to San Francisco. It
will add to our housing stock and provide jobs. | support the 430 Main Street project and encourage the
Planning Commission to approve the project.

Sincerely,

Brian Biehl, PE
Project Manager
KPFF Consulting Engineers

cc: Jonas lonin, Planning Commission Secretary
To be distributed to all Planning Commissioners






From: lonin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards. Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore. Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Vu. Doug (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC

Subject: FW: Support for 430 Main

Date: Tuesday, March 27, 2018 12:08:57 PM

Attachments: llluminate Letter of Support for 430 Main.docx

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309,Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: David Hatfield [mailto:david@illuminatethearts.org]
Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2018 12:02 PM

To: lonin, Jonas (CPC)

Subject: Support for 430 Main

Dear Secretary lonin,
Please find the attached letter of support for Tidewater's project at 430 Main St.
Best,

David Hatfield

David Hatfield
Chief of Opportunities
Direct (415) 200-6578



mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:planning@rodneyfong.com
mailto:richhillissf@gmail.com
mailto:doug.vu@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
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March 27, 2018



Jonas Ionin, Secretary

San Francisco Planning Commission 

1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor 

San Francisco, CA 94103



RE: Supporting Approval of Project: 430 Main Street



[bookmark: _GoBack]Dear Secretary Ionin,



I am writing to enthusiastically express my support of Tidewater’s proposed development project at 430 Main Street. 



Specifically, I want to share our experience with Tidewater as they integrated into the neighborhood at their 1028 Market Street project. Not only did they welcome the community by opening the doors to The Hall, but Tidewater made the second floor of the space available - for free - to our non-profit Illuminate. Craig Young and his team allowed us to create a cutting-edge demonstration space for our follow up to The Bay Lights. Having a space on Market Street for a Market Street-based project was a boon to our efforts - and was critical to our success. Thousands of guests, including Mayor Lee and his entire team, filled the space regularly due entirely to Tidewater’s generosity and commitment to community.



Because we spent so much time there, we were witness to countless acts of community in the space below. Tidewater created a true neighborhood facility. 



I’m writing because I have no doubt they have and will continue to work with the community in the same way at 430 Main.



I’d be delighted to discuss Tidewater’s authenticity and very real commitment to us - and the community around us, if you’d like.



Best,





David Hatfield

Chief of Opportunities

Illuminate

(415) 200-6578





cc: 

Jonas Ionin, Planning Commission Secretary

To be distributed to all Planning Commissioners







Illuminate c/o PCG 810 Fifth Avenue, Suite 200 San Rafael, CA 94901
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From: lonin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Vu. Doug (CPC

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)

Subject: FW: 430 Main Street - Letter of Support
Date: Tuesday, March 27, 2018 1:14:50 PM
Attachments: imaqge001.png

430 Main Support Letter.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309,Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: emyers@eastdilsecured.com [mailto:emyers@eastdilsecured.com]

Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2018 12:58 PM

To: Koppel, Joel (CPC); richhillissf@gmail.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC);
planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); lonin, Jonas (CPC);
Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

Subject: 430 Main Street - Letter of Support

Dear Commission Hillis and members of the Planning Commission,
Please find attached my letter of support for 430 Main Street.

Thank you,
Eve

Eve Myers

Vice President | Eastdil Secured
W:415.228.2873 | C: 415.710.0324
CA BRE: 01941550

EASTDIL
SECURED

o


mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:doug.vu@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
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March 27, 2018

Rich Hillis, Commission President
San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, 4t Floor

San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: Supporting Approval of Project: 430 Main Street
Dear Commissioner Hillis,

I am writing in support of the proposed development project at 430 Main Street. The developers have taken
an active interest in working with the community to ensure the neighborhood’s long-term viability and
success. They have shown exceptional care for the neighborhood, getting to know the local community and
its needs. San Francisco needs more community-minded developers like Tidewater Capital.

The existing building is a small self-storage facility, which does not contribute to the vibrancy or foot traffic
in the area. Although this neighborhood is rapidly changing and growing, the current inefficient use of space
hinders further positive change and activity along the southern half of both Main and Beale Streets, which
border the property. Tidewater’s proposed development of a 144-unit residential building (with onsite BMR)
is a better use of the space, and would add much needed units to San Francisco’s overall housing supply. As a
resident, I welcome a new development that would increase the vibrancy and safety of our neighborhood.

In contrast to the site’s previous developer, Tidewater has approached development of this site with care,
meeting residents on multiple occasions to address questions, and hosting regular community meetings. They
have responded to our concerns transparently and thoroughly, and have demonstrated a genuine interest in
being a part of this neighborhood.

I believe the residential development at 430 Main Street will be a welcome addition to this neighborhood of
San Francisco. It will increase the housing stock and provide construction jobs. I support the 430 Main Street
project and urge the Planning Commission to approve the project.

Sincerely,

Eve Myers

San Francisco Resident
cc:

Jonas Ionin, Planning Commission Secretary
To be distributed to all Planning Commissioners






From: lonin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards. Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore. Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Vu. Doug (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC

Subject: FW: 430 Main Street

Date: Tuesday, March 27, 2018 1:43:07 PM

Attachments: 430 Main letter.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309,Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: David Gold [mailto:dgold@inspirecom.com]

Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2018 1:36 PM

To: Koppel, Joel (CPC); richhillissf@gmail.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC);
planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); lonin, Jonas (CPC);
Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

Cc: mklimerman@tidewatercap.com; Craig Young

Subject: 430 Main Street

Dear Commissioners:

Please accept the attached letter in support of this project, which project you will review in your
meeting Thursday.

David L. Gold
300 Beale Street
San Francisco, California 94105


mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:planning@rodneyfong.com
mailto:richhillissf@gmail.com
mailto:doug.vu@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/

300 Beale
San Francisco, California 94105

March 27, 2018

Rich Hillis, Commission President
San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, 4™ Floor

San Francisco, CA 94103

Re: 430 Main Street
Dear Commissioner Hillis:

My local Starbucks closes on the weekend. That’s why | support the planned rental apartment
development at 430 Main Street.

I moved to San Francisco six months ago, and made the largest single investment of my life by buying a
condominium one block north of the subject site. | invested in this specific area because the City’s
master plan is working beautifully, spurring a great concentration of office and residential construction.
With some luck, the Transbay Terminal will someday have retail amenities. At the moment, though, our
“neighborhood” really isn’t (a neighborhood). There is not enough residential density to support retail,
restaurants, bars, and grocers — all badly needed. Unfortunately, many of the condominiums build in
the area are not occupied, since they are pied a terre or were sold as investments. So rental residential
is a great land use for the area.

The existing self-storage facility detracts from the vibrancy and foot traffic in the area and is an
inefficient use of land. Tidewater’s proposed development of a 144-unit residential building (with onsite
BMR) adds much-needed units to San Francisco’s overall housing supply and brings a handsome new
structure to a challenged site, underneath the Bay Bridge. As a resident, | welcome a new development
that would increase the vibrancy and safety of our neighborhood.

Please support the project. It would be nice if you mandated an on-site, 24-hour Starbucks.
Sincerely,

David Gold

cc:

Jonas lonin, Planning Commission Secretary
To be distributed to all Planning Commissioners






From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: Son. Chanbory (CPC

Subject: FW: Lower Polk Alcohol RUD (2018-003109PCA) LPN Support
Date: Tuesday, March 27, 2018 3:49:31 PM

Attachments: LPARUDLetterPC.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309]Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Chris Schulman [mailto:chris.schulman@gmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2018 3:04 PM

To: Rich Hillis; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel
(CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

Cc: Starr, Aaron (CPC); Lee Hepner

Subject: Lower Polk Alcohol RUD (2018-003109PCA) LPN Support

President Hillis and Honorable Commissioners,

Please kindly see the attached letter from Lower Polk Neighborsin support of extending the
Lower Polk Alcohol RUD.

Thank you for considering our comments.
Best Regards,

Chris Schulman


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/

TilE s

LOWER POLK NEIGHBE)RE

March 27, 2018

San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

President Hillis and Honorable Commissioners,

Lower Polk Neighbors is in support of the extension of the Lower Polk Alcohol Restricted Use District. Our organization
strongly supported the originally enabling ordinance in 2013, and after thoughtful review this past fall, LPN kindly
requested that Supervisor Peskin consider extending the RUD. We are appreciative of the Supervisor for introducing this
extension.

Since this district was formed, the overall economy of Lower Polk has only gotten stronger, with more and more daytime
retailers opening and we have a more diverse retail environment than ever. As hoped, new eating/drinking
establishments have opened in conformity with the RUD and the concentration of bars and liquor stores and remained

under control. In short, it is the opinion of LPN that this RUD has been a resounding success.

We support the language to allow for the re-establishment of alcohol uses should a building it resides in be demolished
and a new project built in the same location.

Thank you for your consideration,
Regards,
Chris Schulman

Board Member
Lower Polk Neighbors

PO BOX 642428 San Francisco, CA 94164 * www.lowerpolk.org ¢ lowerpolkneighbors@gmail.com






From: Son, Chanbory (CPC)

To: Rich Hillis (richhillissf@gmail.com); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); "Rodney Fong"; Johnson. Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel
(CPC); Richards. Dennis (CPC); Andrew Wolfram; Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Richard S. E.
Johns; Dianematsuda@hotmail.com; Jonathan Pearlman; kateinsf@aol.com

Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY

Subject: FW: Notice of New Law Related to April 2 Filing Deadlines
Date: Wednesday, March 28, 2018 1:32:29 PM

Attachments: image002.png

ATT00001.htm
Communication NoFile-NoVote - Mar 27 2018 .pdf
ATT00002.htm

Importance: High

Commissioners,
Please see below. Very important.

Chanbory Son, Executive Secretary
Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.6926 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Page_Ritchie, Sharon (ART)" <sharon.page_ritchie@sfgov.org>

Date: March 28, 2018 at 12:00:08 PM PDT

To: Abby Sadin Schnair <abbysadin@gmail.com>, Barbara Sklar <bsklarsf@aol.com>,
Chuck Collins <CCollins@ymcasf.org>, Dorka Keehn <dorka@keehnonart.com>, "lonin,
Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, "Janine N. Shiota" <janine.shiota@gmail.com>,
JD Beltran <jdbeltran@mac.com>, "Jessica Silverman
(jessica@jessicasilvermangallery.com)" <jessica@jessicasilvermangallery.com>,
Kimberlee Stryker <kstrykerdesign@gmail.com>, Lydia So
<sf.commissioner.so@gmail.com>, Marcus Shelby <marcusshelby@gmail.com>, Mary
Jung <mary@sfrealtors.com>, Paul Woolford <paul.woolford@hok.com>, Rich Hillis
<richhillissf@yahoo.com>, Roberto Ordefiana <roberto4thearts@gmail.com>, Sherene
Melania <sherene.melania@mac.com>, Simon Frankel <sfrankel@cov.com>

Cc: "DeCaigny, Tom (ART)" <tom.decaigny@sfgov.org>, "Krell, Rebekah (ART)"

<rebekah.krell@sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: Notice of New Law Related to April 2 Filing Deadlines

Please see below and attached from the Ethics Commission. The upshot: if you haven’t
filed, you can’t participate in meetings.

Monday is the deadline.

Thanks all.

Sharon Page Ritchie
Commission Secretary


mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
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Your annual

ng
deadline is

April 2, 2018.
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24/7 help is
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Specifically,

 the new law provides for the disqualification of 

members of City boards and commissions from participating in or voting on matters before their boards and commissions if those individuals have not completed the following core ethics requirements and until such time that these requirements are met:



 





�     

E-filing of required Statement of Economic Interests (Form 700);





�     

Completion of Ethics Training; 







�     

Completion of Sunshine Ordinance Training; and





�     

E-filing of Ethics and Sunshine Training Declaration Form to certify these trainings have been completed.



As a reminder, the April 2nd deadline for complying with each of these core ethics requirements is just around the corner. Please remember that



detailed information and tools to complete these requirements by April 2nd are accessible

24/7 on the Ethics Commission’s website. 



 



 



No File-No Vote: An Overview





 



Under existing law, if a City official who must file a Form 700 fails to do so, they are subject to potential late fees and penalties for failing to file. Such failure to file may also result

 in discipline.  The new no file-no vote law builds on these existing provisions. It was proposed last Fall by the Ethics Commission and was adopted unanimously by the Board of Supervisors and signed by Mayor Farrell in mid-March.





 





		

Beginning April 16, 2018, members of City boards or commissions who (1) have failed to fulfill the core ethics requirements shown above,

and (2) have been notified by the Ethics Commission of their failure to timely fulfill these core ethics requirements, will be disqualified from participating in and voting on matters listed on their boards' and commissions' meeting agendas if they have

 not fulfilled those obligations within 30 days of notice from the Ethics Commission.







 





		

The law enacted a new public announcement requirement so that the names of board or commission members who have not yet fulfilled their core ethics requirements will be identified at the outset of board or commission meetings following the filing deadline,

 stating that official will be disqualified from participation in and voting on matters coming before the board or commission pending the fulfillment of their core ethics requirement obligations.





 





		

The Ethics Commission will be working with Department Heads, Board and Commission Secretaries, Filing Officers and City Attorneys to establish procedures to notify Commission Secretaries (or persons who fulfill that role) if the appointed officer has failed

 to timely complete the core ethics requirements identified above. 





 





		

A member of a City Board or Commission may seek a waiver from the disqualification provision for cause from the Ethics Commission Executive Director. If cause is shown, the Executive Director may grant a waiver.  While any such waiver request is pending, the

 member continues to be disqualified.







 





		

The Ethics Commission will also be reaching out to Departments to develop procedures for identifying board and commission members who are delinquent in fulfilling the core ethics requirements that are the subject of the new law. These processes will be critical

 for enabling the Ethics Commission to maintain on its website the required list of names, departments, and positions of persons who are required to file a Form 700, complete their Ethics training, their Sunshine Ordinance training, and file their

Ethics and Sunshine Training Declaration Form, but have failed to do so on a timely basis.







 



To help ensure those who may be impacted by the law are informed of its provisions, and to help promote the law’s effectiveness in practice, the Ethics Commission plans to consult broadly with

 City departments, boards, and commissions as further information and resources are developed. As we do, we welcome your feedback and suggestions to help make sure those materials are most useful.



 



Thank you in advance for taking all necessary steps to fulfill these important ethics obligations and ensuring your valued public service on the City’s behalf can continue without interruption. And, as always,

 if you have any questions about the law or how it applies to you, please feel free to contact our office. We can be reached at

ethics.commission@sfgov.org or at (415) 252-3100 and we will be happy to assist you.



 



Sincerely,



LeeAnn





LeeAnn Pelham



Executive Director



 



cc:             Elected Officials



Department Heads



Filing Officials



 



P.S. A copy of this notice is also attached as a pdf for those who find that a helpful format.



 



 



San Francisco Ethics Commission



25 Van Ness Avenue Suite 220



San Francisco, CA 94102



415.252.3100



leeann.pelham@sfgov.org



https://sfethics.org



 

















DAINA CHIU
VICE-CHAIRPERSON

PAUL A. RENNE
COMMISSIONER

QUENTIN L. Kopp
COMMISSIONER

YVONNE LEE
COMMISSIONER

(VACANT)
COMMISSIONER

LEEANN PELHAM
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

ETHICS COMMISSION
CiTY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

March 27, 2018

Dear City Board and Commission Members:

This notice is provided to alert you to a new City law that could impact your ability to participate
in or take action on matters pending before your board or commission, and to remind you of
critical steps to take now to avoid inadvertently breaching the new law’s provisions.

Operative April 16, 2018, a new “no file-no vote” law will be in place.
This new law is designed to strengthen public confidence in the
integrity of government by ensuring that board and commission
members have the information and tools they need to avoid conflicts
of interests. It is also designed to support transparency in government
by supporting the public’s ability to monitor officials’ compliance with
core ethics standards of City service.

Your annual
filing
deadline is
April 2, 2018.

Specifically, the new law provides for the disqualification of members
of City boards and commissions from participating in or voting on
matters before their boards and commissions if those individuals have
not completed the following core ethics requirements and until such
time that these requirements are met:

24/7 help is
available online

E-filing of required Statement of Economic Interests (Form 700);

Completion of Ethics Training;

Completion of Sunshine Ordinance Training; and

E-filing of Ethics and Sunshine Training Declaration Form to certify these trainings
have been completed.

[ I B T R

As a reminder, the April 2" deadline for complying with each of these core ethics requirements
is just around the corner. Please remember that detailed information and tools to complete
these requirements by April 2" are accessible 24/7 on the Ethics Commission’s website.

No File-No Vote: An Overview

Under existing law, if a City official who must file a Form 700 fails to do so, they are subject to
potential late fees and penalties for failing to file. Such failure to file may also result in discipline.
The new no file-no vote law builds on these existing provisions. It was proposed last Fall by the
Ethics Commission and was adopted unanimously by the Board of Supervisors and signed by
Mayor Farrell in mid-March.

25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 220 e San Francisco, CA 94102-6053e Phone (415) 252-3100e Fax (415) 252-3112
E-Mail Address: ethics.commission@sfgov.org

Web site: https://www.sfethics.org



https://sfethics.org/ethics/2018/01/annual-form-700-filings-due-monday-april-2-2018.html#_CityOfficers

https://sfethics.org/ethics/2018/01/annual-form-700-filings-due-monday-april-2-2018.html#_CityOfficers



[J Beginning April 16, 2018, members of City boards or commissions who (1) have failed to fulfill the
core ethics requirements shown above, and (2) have been notified by the Ethics Commission of
their failure to timely fulfill these core ethics requirements, will be disqualified from participating
in and voting on matters listed on their boards' and commissions' meeting agendas if they have
not fulfilled those obligations within 30 days of notice from the Ethics Commission.

[J The law enacted a new public announcement requirement so that the names of board or
commission members who have not yet fulfilled their core ethics requirements will be identified
at the outset of board or commission meetings following the filing deadline, stating that official
will be disqualified from participation in and voting on matters coming before the board or
commission pending the fulfillment of their core ethics requirement obligations.

[J The Ethics Commission will be working with Department Heads, Board and Commission
Secretaries, Filing Officers and City Attorneys to establish procedures to notify Commission
Secretaries (or persons who fulfill that role) if the appointed officer has failed to timely complete
the core ethics requirements identified above.

[J A member of a City Board or Commission may seek a waiver from the disqualification provision
for cause from the Ethics Commission Executive Director. If cause is shown, the Executive Director
may grant a waiver. While any such waiver request is pending, the member continues to be
disqualified.

[J The Ethics Commission will also be reaching out to Departments to develop procedures for
identifying board and commission members who are delinquent in fulfilling the core ethics
requirements that are the subject of the new law. These processes will be critical for enabling the
Ethics Commission to maintain on its website the required list of names, departments, and
positions of persons who are required to file a Form 700, complete their Ethics training, their
Sunshine Ordinance training, and file their Ethics and Sunshine Training Declaration Form, but
have failed to do so on a timely basis.

To help ensure those who may be impacted by the law are informed of its provisions, and to help promote
the law’s effectiveness in practice, the Ethics Commission plans to consult broadly with City departments,
boards, and commissions as further information and resources are developed. As we do, we welcome
your feedback and suggestions to help make sure those materials are most useful.

Thank you in advance for taking all necessary steps to fulfill these important ethics obligations and
ensuring your valued public service on the City’s behalf can continue without interruption. And, as always,
if you have any questions about the law or how it applies to you, please feel free to contact our office. We
can be reached at ethics.commission@sfgov.org or at (415) 252-3100 and we will be happy to assist you.

Sincerely,
LeeAnn

LeeAnn Pelham
Executive Director

cc: Elected Officials
Department Heads
Filing Officials



mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org








San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness, Suite 325

San Francisco, CA 94102-4570

T: 415-252-2256 F: 415-934-1022

sfartscommission.org

e-Newsletter | Twitter | Facebook | YouTube | Elickr

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents sent to the San
Francisco Arts Commission are public records and, as such, are subject to the Sunshine
Ordinance and can be requested by any member of the public. In responding to such
requests, Arts Commission staff will redact sensitive personal information, such as Social

Security numbers and phone numbers.

From: Pelham, Leeann (ETH)

Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2018 7:24 PM

To: Pelham, Leeann (ETH)

Subject: Notice of New Law Related to April 2 Filing Deadlines

Dear City Board and Commission Members:

This notice is provided to alert you to a new City law that could impact your ability to
participate in or take action on matters pending before your board or commission, and
to remind you of critical steps to take now to avoid inadvertently breaching the new

law’s provisions.

Operative April 16, 2018, a new “no file-no vote” law will be in place. This new law is
designed to strengthen public confidence in the integrity of government by ensuring
that board and commission members have the information and tools they need to
avoid conflicts of interests. It is also designed to support transparency in government
by supporting the public’s ability to monitor officials’" compliance with core ethics

standards of City service.


http://sfartscommission.org/
http://visitor.r20.constantcontact.com/manage/optin/ea?v=001WY2H_3RLHWq4lR0dN5CO_A%3D%3D
http://www.twitter.com/SFAC
http://www.facebook.com/#!/sfacpublicart?ref=ts
http://www.youtube.com/ArtsCommission
http://www.flickr.com/photos/sfac
http://sfgov.org/sunshine/frequently-asked-questions
http://sfgov.org/sunshine/frequently-asked-questions

From: lonin, Jonas (CPC)

To: lkezoe, Paolo (CPC)

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)

Subject: SB 827 and 828

Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:03:34 AM
Attachments: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827.msq

STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827.msq
STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827.msq
STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827.msq
STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827.msq
STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827.msq
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STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		John Grauel

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org



Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution
opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 
if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 
All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 

These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.

Thank you, 



John Grauel

john@carbonrose.com

3700 Broderick Street

San Francisco, CA 94123-1009

650-678-8040




STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Patricia Berkowitz

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org



Dear Supervisors,



As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly URGE you to pass a resolution

opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 

if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 

All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 



These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.



Thank you,



Patricia Berkowitz

2750 Scott Street

San Francisco, CA 94123 












STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Demko, Joseph N.

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org



Dear Supervisors, 



As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution 
opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 
if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 
All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 



These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future. 



Thank you, 



Joseph N. Demko 






STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Priscilla

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org



Dear Supervisors,



As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution

opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 

if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 

All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 



These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.



Thank you,

Priscilla Muniz

Resident of the Marina







Sent from my iPhone




STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Peter Fortune

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org



Dear Supervisors,



As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution

opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 

if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 

All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 



These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.



Thank you,



Peter Fortune




STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		kristin kirmeier

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org



Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution
opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 
if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 
All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 

These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.

Thank you,





Kristin Kirmeier



Marina resident






From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: Vu, Doug (CPC

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC

Subject: FW: 430 Main St - Letter of Support
Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:04:22 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309]Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: George Zisiadis [mailto:george.zisiadis@gmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2018 9:26 AM

To: Koppel, Joel (CPC); richhillissf@gmail.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC);
planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); lonin, Jonas (CPC);
Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

Subject: 430 Main St - Letter of Support

Commissioners, thank you for your work

| am writing in support for the 430 Main St project, being discussed at the hearing tomorrow.
I'm a 7 year resident of the city. I've spent enormous amounts of time over the past 1.5 years
working next door to 1026 Market St, another property slated for development by Tidewater.

That building's community food court, The Hall, has been such a cornerstone and asset to that
neighborhood. Tidewater's continued operation of it for years while losing money clearly
demonstrated to their commitment to building real communities. | saw firsthand how many
regular and repeat customers The Hall cultivated. Tidewater was also constantly proactive in
its communications and feedback gathering about its new plans. More rooted residents and
street activity is critical to supporting the vibrancy of normally vacant areas like that. The same
is true of 430 Main St.

To me, Tidewater's actions and plans at 1026 Market clearly demonstrate the thoughtfulness
of their community centered development approach, and thats why i support their efforts at

430 Main St in San Francisco.

thank you for your consideration,

GeorgelovesYou.com


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:doug.vu@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
http://georgelovesyou.com/

718.216.2111



From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: Richards. Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore. Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Tuffy. Eiliesh (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC

Subject: FW: 425 Mason Street

Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:04:19 AM

Attachments: Letter of Support for 425 Mason Street.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309,Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Cassandra Costello [mailto:cassandra@sftravel.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2018 12:16 PM

To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

Subject: 425 Mason Street

Hello Mr. lonin,

Please see attached letter of support for the proposed hotel at 425 Mason Street.
Thank you and please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks,

Cassandra

Cassandra Costello | VP, Public Policy & Executive Programs
E cassandra@sftravel.com | T 415.227.2655 | F 415.227.2631

San Francisco Travel | One Front Street, Suite 2900 | San Francisco, CA 94111
sftravel.com | Follow us on Facebook + Twitter

Never the Same. Always San Francisco.
May 20 Bay to Breakers | July 20-22 Rugby World Cup Sevens

Got Meetings? Check Out Our Pick Two Promotion!



mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:planning@rodneyfong.com
mailto:richhillissf@gmail.com
mailto:eiliesh.tuffy@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
mailto:cassandra@sftravel.com
http://sftravel.com/
http://www.facebook.com/onlyinsf
http://twitter.com/#!/onlyinsf
http://www.sftravel.com/article/how-prepare-bay-breakers
http://www.sftravel.com/rwcsevens
http://www.sftravel.com/article/pick-two-promotions
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March 19, 2018

Mr. Jonas P. lonin

Commission Secretary

San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: Letter of Support for Proposed Hotel at 425 Mason Street
Dear Mr. lonin and Honorable San Francisco Planning Commissioners:

On behalf of San Francisco Travel, which represents more than 1,300 Bay Area business partners, | am writing
to express our support for the proposed 77 room hotel at 425 Mason Street by J Street Hospitality.

The proposed hotel plans includes a partnership with the Planning Department and San Francisco Heritage to
preserve many historical features inside and outside of the building, which has been vacant since 2003. The
plan also includes 1,650 square feet of restaurant and bar space, in addition to 1,100 square feet of lobby and
hotel lounge. This project also hopes to reactivate Derby Street by cleaning and repaving sidewalks and
adding site furnishings, including planters and catenary lights.

Proposed at the edge of Union Square and Tenderloin neighborhoods, the location is prime to meet visitor
accommodation demands and is close to countless destinations including world class shopping and cultural
institutions. Last year, San Francisco hosted over 25 million visitors to San Francisco who spent $9 Billion during
their stay. Visitor dollars spend here generated $750,000 in taxes and fees that support the City’s general fund
budget, health and safety, arts and cultural organizations, recreational facilities, homeless efforts and
affordable housing.

San Francisco Travel supports offering a variety of styles of accommodation to suit the needs of the
diverse array of traveler and visitor needs to San Francisco. With a busting convention calendar after the
completion of the Moscone Center expansion project, accommodations will be at a higher demand than ever.

Thank you.

Sincerely,
%/%ﬂm

Joe D'Alessandro
President & CEO






From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: Vu. Doug (CPC

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)

Subject: FW: Letter of support for 430 Main St
Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:04:31 AM
Attachments: 430 Main Support Letter.docx (1).pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department|City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309;Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Valerie Aurora [mailto:valerie.aurora@gmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2018 10:05 AM

To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

Cc: Koppel, Joel (CPC); richhillissf@gmail.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC);
planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); lonin, Jonas (CPC)
Subject: Letter of support for 430 Main St

To whom it may concern,
Please find my letter of support for the project at 430 Main St attached. Thank you,

Valerie Aurora


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:doug.vu@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/

16 March 2018

Rich Hillis, Commission President
San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, 4" Floor

San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: Supporting Approval of Project: 430 Main Street
Dear Commissioner Hillis,

As a resident of SOMA, I strongly support the proposed project at 430 Main Street. Simply put, I
personally want more housing in SOMA. Given that the project would replace a self-storage
facility and will include a large number of below market rate units, I see no downside to this
project. In particular, I want more street-level businesses and foot traffic in SOMA, and this
project would be a welcome support for local business.

Reviewing the plans shows the developers are interested in supporting the neighborhood
character and adding value for residents. I am especially happy for the addition of 111 bicycle
parking spaces! Even though I personally don't ride a bicycle, bicycle friendly neighborhoods
greatly increase the livability and friendliness of neighborhoods.

In contrast to the site’s previous developer, Tidewater has approached development of this site
with care, meeting residents on multiple occasions to address questions, and hosting regular
community meetings. They have responded to our concerns transparently and thoroughly, and
have demonstrated a genuine interest in being a part of this neighborhood.

I support the 430 Main Street project and urge the Planning Commission to approve the project.

Sincerely,

Fhn

Valerie Aurora
300 Berry St
San Francisco, CA 94158

cc:
Jonas Ionin, Planning Commission Secretary
To be distributed to all Planning Commissioners






From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

To: Son. Chanbory (CPC)

Subject: FW: Confirming Meeting Today and Providing Original Approval for BayCrest which Created Privately Owned
Public Open Space

Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:04:42 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;|City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309;Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Stephen M. Williams [mailto:smw@stevewilliamslaw.com]

Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2018 10:52 AM

To: Vu, Doug (CPC)

Cc: Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); lonin, Jonas (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC);
richhillissf@gmail.com; Corrette, Moses (BOS)

Subject: RE: Confirming Meeting Today and Providing Original Approval for BayCrest which Created
Privately Owned Public Open Space

Doug:

Y ou are most welcome. BayCrest was perhaps the first project to do everything
right back 30 years ago it broke new ground providing public open space and
on-site affordable housing and the entire project remained as rental units for 20
plus years. Something must be done to protect that publicly accessible open
space at BayCrest....

Will this change the Dept’ s recommendation back to a Design Review
requirement to match/mirror/rel ate to the open space at BayCrest? We are il
unclear how it got changed last year....

Steve

Stephen M. Williams
1934 Divisadero St.

San Francisco, CA 94115
Ph: (415) 292-3656

Fax: (415) 776-8047


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/

The information transmitted isintended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential
and/or privileged material. Any review, retransmission, dissemination or other use of, or taking of any action in reliance upon
this information by persons or entities other than the intended recipient is prohibited. If you received thisin error, please
contact sender and del ete the material from any computer.

From: Vu, Doug (CPC) <doug.vu@sfgov.org>

Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2018 10:42 AM

To: Stephen M. Williams <smw @stevewilliamslaw.com>

Cc: Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC)
<dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Melgar, Myrna

(CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Secretary,

Commissions (CPC) <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; richhillissf@gmail.com; Corrette, Moses

(BOS) <moses.corrette@sfgov.org>

Subject: RE: Confirming Meeting Today and Providing Original Approval for BayCrest which Created
Privately Owned Public Open Space

Hi Steve,
Thanks for your email and copy of the entitlement for Baycrest.

Doug

From: Stephen M. Williams [mailto:smw@stevewilliamslaw.com]

Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2018 5:05 PM

To: Vu, Doug (CPC)

Cc: Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); lonin, Jonas (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC);

richhillissf@gmail.com; Corrette, Moses (BOS)
Subject: Confirming Meeting Today and Providing Original Approval for BayCrest which Created Privately
Owned Public Open Space

Doug: Thank you for providing the files today and for meeting with me to
discuss some of the issues for the neighbors of this project.

SECRET (NON-PUBLIC) MEETINGSTO SET ASIDE DESIGN
CONSIDERATIONS FROM UDAT

| was disappointed and a bit astounded to learn for the first time today that the
Design objections raised by the Dept over the first two years of the Project’s
review were swept aside after private meetings with Planning staff and the
development team because of the claim that the project could not “pencil out”
iIf it had to comply with the design considerations of matching or mirroring
open space and setback of the neighboring BayCrest building. The PPA (Feb.
24, 2015) and the UDAT Team made clear this Design requirement in the


mailto:doug.vu@sfgov.org
mailto:smw@stevewilliamslaw.com
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:planning@rodneyfong.com
mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:myrna.melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:richhillissf@gmail.com
mailto:moses.corrette@sfgov.org
mailto:smw@stevewilliamslaw.com
mailto:planning@rodneyfong.com
mailto:richhillissf@gmail.com

Notice of Planning Dept Requirements #1(June 15, 2016) ---the new project
was required to be designed so as to relate to or “mirror” the open space and
gardens of the BayCrest building.

When | asked you today in our meeting “what happened?’ to this mandatory
design requirement you informed me that starting in 2017, a series of private
meetings were held at the Planning Dept with the development team and
because the devel opers claimed the project could not be profitable, the Dept.
dropped the design requirements. Y ou also informed me that there are no notes,
reports or minutes from these meetings, and although the devel opers showed
some figures to Planning to justify the claim of non-profitability, no documents
were left with Planning for public review. BayCrest and the public hereby
objects to these secret meetings asin violation of the Planning Code, the Brown
Act and all good government and ethical practices. Further, | have reviewed the
Design Review criteria of Section 309.1, and these unilateral acts violate that
Section which requires areport by the Director of Planning if a Project Sponsor
objects to modifications as aresult of Design Review...such as here. Further,
the Urban Design Guidelines have no provision to consider devel oper
profitability in Design Review, especially to allow alleged developer
profitability to become the dominant and seemingly only consideration for the
Design Review....over-ruling all other considerations.

OPEN SPACE AT BAYCREST

In my view the project violates every applicable Urban Design Guideline
applicable to “Site Design” because it completely ignores the BayCrest
building and its open space.....5800 square feet of which of which is publicly
assessable. We aso discussed the issue of the open space at BayCrest being
completely “walled” off by the proposed 84'-99' foot tall blank wall included
in the project design. Y ou asked me for “any paperwork” which might confirm
that BayCrest has such public open space. | am attaching the original Planning
Commission approval for BayCrest for your review. BayCrest was required to
provide 44% more open space that what was required by the then Rincon Hill
Specia Use District and to make some of the open space publicly accessible.
The current project provides a fraction of that open space and provides none for
the public. It creates a negative loss of public open space because it will wall up
and shadow over current publicly assessible open space at BayCrest. | am
amazed that Planning did not uncover thisin its review of the project.



It isimpossible to see how “on-balance’ such a project complies with the
Genera Plan or the specific provision of the Planning Code---when it in fact
violates both.

Steve Williams

Stephen M. Williams
1934 Divisadero St.

San Francisco, CA 94115
Ph: (415) 292-3656

Fax: (415) 776-8047

The information transmitted isintended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential
and/or privileged material. Any review, retransmission, dissemination or other use of, or taking of any action in reliance upon
this information by persons or entities other than the intended recipient is prohibited. If you received thisin error, please
contact sender and del ete the material from any computer.



From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

To: lkezoe, Paolo (CPC)

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)

Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:05:01 AM
Jonas P. lonin,

Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department|City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309}Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

----- Origina Message-----

From: Dan Friedman [mailto:djfvendor@comcast.net]

Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2018 3:51 PM

To: MayorMarkFarrell (MY R); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha
(BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed,
London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors, (BOS);
richhillissf @gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin
(CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com;
aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com;
dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC);
gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, | strongly urge you to pass a resolution opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or
without amendments. As you know, if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over
planning and housing.

All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems.

These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.

Thank you,

Dan and Barbara Friedman
Scott St.


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:paolo.ikezoe@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:djfvendor@comcast.net

From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

To: lkezoe, Paolo (CPC)

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)

Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:05:10 AM
Jonas P. lonin,

Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department|City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309}Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

----- Origina Message-----

From: Susan Spiwak [mailto:susie@merijohn.com]

Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2018 6:56 PM

To: MayorMarkFarrell (MY R); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha
(BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed,
London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors, (BOS);
richhillissf @gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin
(CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com;
aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com;
dianematsuda@hotmail .com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC);
gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, | strongly urge you to pass a resolution opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or
without amendments. As you know, if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over
planning and housing.

All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems.

These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.

Thank you,

Susan Spiwak


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:paolo.ikezoe@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:susie@merijohn.com

From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: Vu. Doug (CPC

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)

Subject: FW: Letter in Support of 430 Main Street
Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:05:24 AM

Attachments: Letter in Support of 430 Main Street.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department|City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309;Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Patrick V [mailto:patvd6@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2018 6:22 AM

To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Secretary, Commissions (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel
(CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Rebecca Peacock

Cc: Melgar, Myrna (CPC)

Subject: Letter in Support of 430 Main Street

Please see attached L etter of Support for 430 Main Street

March 29, 2018

Rich Hillis, Commuission President
San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, 40 Floor

San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: Letter in Support of Project: 430 Main Street
Dear Commissioner Hillis,

[ am writing in support of the proposed development project at 430 Main Street. I lived for several

years both next to the project at Portside and a few blocks away at The Brannan.

Tidewater’s proposed development of a 144-unit residential building (including onsite affordable

units) is a much better use of the space than the existing building; a small self-storage facility, which


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:doug.vu@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/

March 29, 2018

Rich Hillis, Commission President
San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, 4t Floor

San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: Letter in Support of Project: 430 Main Street
Dear Commissioner Hillis,

I am writing in support of the proposed development project at 430 Main Street. I lived for several years both
next to the project at Portside and a few blocks away at The Brannan.

Tidewater’s proposed development of a 144-unit residential building (including onsite affordable units) is a
much better use of the space than the existing building; a small self-storage facility, which does not contribute
to neighborhood. Although this neighborhood is rapidly changing and growing, the current inefficient use of
space hinders further positive change and activity along the southern half of both Main and Beale Streets,
which border the property. The area is of strong interest to me because it’s critical to develop a vibrant street
and neighborhood from what once was light industrial and office. Like many, I welcome a new development
that would increase the vibrancy and safety of our neighborhood.

Tidewater has met with residents on multiple occasions to address questions, hosting regular community
meetings. They have responded to concerns transparently and thoroughly, and have demonstrated a genuine
interest in being a part of this neighborhood. The developers have taken an active interest in working with the
community to ensure the neighborhood’s long-term viability and success.

I believe the residential development at 430 Main Street will be a welcome addition to this neighborhood of
San Francisco. It will increase the housing stock and provide construction jobs. I support the 430 Main Street
project and urge the Planning Commission to approve the project.

Sincerely,

p : . ; V Z .

Patrick C. Valentino

Former co-President South Beach Mission Bay Merchants

Board Member, Community Housing Partnership
Affordable Housing Attorney, VLP Law Group

cc:
Jonas Ionin, Planning Commission Secretary
To be distributed to all Planning Commissioners
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half of both Main and Beale Streets, which border the property. The area is of strong interest to me
because it’s critical to develop a vibrant street and neighborhood from what once was light industrial
and office. Like many, I welcome a new development that would increase the vibrancy and safety of

our neighborhood.

Tidewater has met with residents on multiple occasions to address questions, hosting regular
community meetings. They have responded to concerns transparently and thoroughly, and have
demonstrated a genuine interest in being a part of this neighborhood. The developers have taken an
active interest in working with the community to ensure the neighborhood’s long-term viability and

Success.

I believe the residential development at 430 Main Street will be a welcome addition to this
neighborhood of San Francisco. It will increase the housing stock and provide construction jobs. I

support the 430 Main Street project and urge the Planning Commission to approve the project.
We need housing. Let's get this done!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patrick C. Valentino

Former co-President South Beach Mission Bay Merchants
Board Member, Community Housing Partnership
Affordable Housing Attorney, VLP Law Group

cc:
Jonas Ionin, Planning Commission Secretary

To be distributed to all Planning Commissioners

Patrick Vaentino
415-567-8025 (Direct)
415-531-5550 (Cell)



From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: Son. Chanbory (CPC)

Subject: FW: Case No. 2013.1543, 1979 Mission Mixed-Use Project
Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:05:55 AM

Attachments: Monster_Mission_Letter_of opposition.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309]Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Berniecrats SF [mailto:sfberniecrats@gmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2018 8:56 PM

To: richhillissf@yahoo.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

Cc: MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); Ronen, Hillary; Beinart, Amy (BOS); Rahaim, John (CPC);
douglas.vu@sfgov.org; Sucre, Richard (CPC); andy@plazal6.org

Subject: RE: Case No. 2013.1543, 1979 Mission Mixed-Use Project

SAN FRANCISCO
BERNIECRATS

Dear President Hillis and Planning Commissioners,

Wearewriting to express our strong opposition to the project proposed for 1979 Mission
Street by Maximus Real Estate Partners, known widely asthe “Monster in the Mission.”
Asyou know, the Mission District isfacing adire crisis of community and cultural
displacement. To address this crisis, we must prioritize deeply affordable housing at this site,
not a project of mostly luxury-priced housing that will further accelerate gentrification and the
displacement of the existing residents, SRO hotels, mom and pop businesses, nonprofit
organizations, arts and cultural spaces, PDR spaces etc. In San Francisco, we consistently
meet the target numbers for market-rate development, while falling behind on affordable units.
We urge you to recognize the urgent crisis facing the neighborhood, acknowledge the impact
of the current massive and unsustainable imbalance of market-rate vs. affordable development
in the neighborhood, and reject this project outright.

Furthermore, the Maximus project would have a significant negative impact on the Marshall
Elementary School community. Not only would none of the housing in the project be
affordable to the majority of families and employees at this Spanish immersion school, the
project would also cast a shadow over the school’ s playground for most of the school day. For
many students this playground is their primary outdoor recreational space. The developer’s
proposal to raise the playground would not sufficiently mitigate the shadow impact. We stand
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SAN FRANCISCO SUR
BERNIEC

March 28, 2018

San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: Case No. 2013.1543, 1979 Mission Mixed-Use Project

Dear President Hillis and Planning Commissioners,

We are writing to express our strong opposition to the project proposed for 1979 Mission Street
by Maximus Real Estate Partners, known widely as the “Monster in the Mission.” As you know, the
Mission District is facing a dire crisis of community and cultural displacement. To address this crisis, we
must prioritize deeply affordable housing at this site, not a project of mostly luxury-priced housing that will
further accelerate gentrification and the displacement of the existing residents, SRO hotels, mom and pop
businesses, nonprofit organizations, arts and cultural spaces, PDR spaces etc. In San Francisco, we
consistently meet the target numbers for market-rate development, while falling behind on affordable
units. We urge you to recognize the urgent crisis facing the neighborhood, acknowledge the impact of the
current massive and unsustainable imbalance of market-rate vs. affordable development in the
neighborhood, and reject this project outright.

Furthermore, the Maximus project would have a significant negative impact on the Marshall Elementary
School community. Not only would none of the housing in the project be affordable to the majority of
families and employees at this Spanish immersion school, the project would also cast a shadow over the
school’s playground for most of the school day. For many students this playground is their primary
outdoor recreational space. The developer’s proposal to raise the playground would not sufficiently
mitigate the shadow impact. We stand with the many Marshall community members who oppose this
project due to its unaffordability and student-harming shadow impacts.

With the overwhelming influx of market-rate development across the Mission, we must prioritize
affordable housing at all remaining building sites. Yet as 16th and Mission is one of the City’s busiest
public transportation hubs, affordable housing there is even more essential. Recent research confirms
that low income households use public transit at much higher rates than higher income households that
drive and/or use car shares at much higher rates. Therefore, building deeply affordable versus market-
rate housing at 16th and Mission would benefit the environment and our city with reduced greenhouse
emissions and less street congestion.

The Maximus project would exacerbate the Mission’s displacement crisis, would cast both a metaphorical
and literal shadow of the Marshall School community, and would likely result in both increased pollution
and traffic. Instead of the Monster, our organization supports a plan for the site such as the “Marvel,” the
community serving project envisioned and created with input from over 300 community members via a
grassroots year-long process anchored by the Plaza 16 Coalition. We strongly urge you to fulfill your
sacred duty as city planners and use your significant power to reject an unaffordable, community-harming
Monster in the Mission and instead advocate for an affordable, community-serving Marvel.

Sincerely,

The San Francisco Berniecrats



http://www.transformca.org/sites/default/files/CHPC%2520TF%2520Affordable%2520TOD%2520Climate%2520Strategy%2520BOOKLET%2520FORMAT.pdf
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--- San Francisco Berniecrats ---
Website
Facebook Page
Bylaws
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

To: lkezoe, Paolo (CPC)

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)

Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:06:07 AM
Jonas P. lonin,

Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department|City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309}Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

----- Origina Message-----

From: George K. Merijohn, DDS [mailto:merijohn@merijohn.com]

Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2018 6:59 PM

To: MayorMarkFarrell (MY R); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha
(BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed,
London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors, (BOS);
richhillissf @gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin
(CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com;
aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com;
dianematsuda@hotmail .com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC);
gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, | strongly urge you to pass a resolution opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or
without amendments. As you know, if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over
planning and housing.

All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems.

These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.

Thank you,

George K. Merijohn


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:paolo.ikezoe@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:merijohn@merijohn.com

From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

To: lkezoe, Paolo (CPC)

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)

Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:06:29 AM
Jonas P. lonin,

Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department|City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309}Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

----- Origina Message-----

From: Suzanne Russack [mailto:sukirussack@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2018 9:36 AM

To: MayorMarkFarrell (MY R); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha
(BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed,
London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors, (BOS);
richhillissf @gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin
(CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com;
aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com;
dianematsuda@hotmail .com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC);
gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, | strongly urge you to pass a resolution opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or
without amendments. As you know, if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over
planning and housing.

All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems.

These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.

Thank you,

Suzanne Russack


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:paolo.ikezoe@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:sukirussack@gmail.com

From: Secretary. Commissions (CPC)

To: Starr, Aaron (CPC)

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)

Subject: FW: Please Support Lower Polk Alcohol RUD Planning Code Amendment
Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:06:49 AM

Jonas P. lonin,

Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309,Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Adam Mayer [mailto:adam.n.mayer@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2018 9:28 AM

To: Rich Hillis; Richards, Dennis (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel
(CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)

Cc: Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Rahaim, John (CPC); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Angulo, Sunny (BOS);
Hepner, Lee (BOS)

Subject: Please Support Lower Polk Alcohol RUD Planning Code Amendment

Dear Planning Commissioners:

Asalong-time resident of the Polk Street neighborhood, | urge you to please support the
Planning Code Amendment to the Lower Polk Alcohol Restricted Use District.

Since its implementation, the RUD has been a great tool for limiting the number of alcohol-
related businessesin what is already alively nightlife corridor. | look forward to the extension
of thisregulation to ensure that our neighborhood does not become over-saturated with
additional alcohol-related businesses in the future.

That being said, an amendment to allow existing alcohol-related businesses aright of return
after being displaced by a building demolition isavery fair exception to the RUD rules. This
amendment will be instrumental in providing an opportunity to Hemlock Tavern, one of our
neighborhood's most beloved bars and live-music spots, to return to the new construction that
takes the place of their current building.

Although the space in the new construction may not have the same character as the current
Hemlock space, | am confident that the owners and management of Hemlock Tavern will
work to create an environment that continues in their community-oriented and welcoming
spirit.

Best Regards,
Adam Mayer
Polk Street Resident

Adam N. Mayer aia, LEED APBD+C


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
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http://www.sfplanning.org/

adam.n.mayer@gmail.com
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: Tam, Tina (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Building violations at 495 Chapman
Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:07:40 AM
Attachments: imaqge001.png

image002.png
FYI

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309,Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: DBICUSTOMERSERVICE, DBI (DBI)

Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2018 8:59 AM

To: Lawrence Montgomery; Ronen, Hillary; richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Secretary,
Commissions (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);
planning@rodneyfong.com; DBICUSTOMERSERVICE, DBI (DBI); Q, Tech (DBI); DBIONLINESERVICES,
DBI (DBI)

Cc: Samarasinghe, Giles (DBI); O'Riordan, Patrick (DBI)

Subject: RE: Building violations at 495 Chapman

We are forwarding your inquiry to the Inspection Services for response. They can be reached during
regular business hours by calling 415-558-6570.

DBI Customer Service
Department of Building Inspection
1660 Mission Street

San Francisco CA 94103
415-558-6088

www.sfdbi.org

v £

Track permits and complaints 24/7 via our online tracking system —www.sfdbi.org/dbipts
Subscribe to our DBl e-Newsletter

From: Lawrence Montgomery [mailto:studio98montgomery@gmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, March 10, 2018 9:50 AM

To: Ronen, Hillary <hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC)

<myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Secretary, Commissions (CPC) <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>;
Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;

planning@rodneyfong.com; DBICUSTOMERSERVICE, DBI (DBI) <dbicustomerservice@sfgov.org>; Q,
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Tech (DBI) <techg@sfgov.org>; DBIONLINESERVICES, DBI (DBI) <dbionlineservices@sfgov.org>
Subject: Building violations at 495 Chapman

| am writing concerning the construction of the building at 495 Chapman St. in the Bernal
Heights neighborhood of San Francisco. First some history on the 495 location.

Thislot was originally part of three lots 3599 and 3595 Folsom and 495 Chapman (at
the corner of Chapman and Folsom). The builder that devel oped those lots back in the 60's
petitioned the SF Planning commission to divide them so that the Folsom St |ots were
considerably bigger than the Chapman address. This alowed him to build two very large
homes. The variance was granted to the builder with the understanding to him and to the
Bernal Community, that the remaining lot at 495 Chapman was * sub-standard’ in size and
would never be allowed to build on. The builder agreed and built the two large homes.

However, again and again over the years, the builder continued to try and get a
variance to build on this sub-standard lot. The Bernal Community was forced to go to planning
department meetings to demand that this sub-standard lot not be granted a variance.

Then along came Mason Kirby requesting a variance so he could build his*family’
home. He filled the hearing room with a gaggle of friends who pleaded to help keep Mason
and hisfamily in Bernal and let him build this home. He promised in the hearings that this was
to be asmall home designed to fit quaintly in the small lot. When questioned he told those in
attendance that the house would be 3'_shorter than the adjacent house at 405 Chapman. He
provided renderings that visually supported this and construction elevations that also
demonstrated the 495 house to shorter then 405 Chapman. See attached documents kkkk and

And if we now look at the building in progress we see a house that is not only NOT 3
feet shorter but slightly taller than the adjacent structure. Thisis how SF planning and the
building code departments treats the residents of Bernal Heights. They ignore the community
concerns and ignore their own regulations and pronouncements and allow unethical builders
run rip shod over our neighborhood. We have questions as to whether the builder is competent
to follow the plans. Y ou will note on the North Elevation (attached) that the cinder block wall
isto be 8 tall. They built it over 11’ and then came back and jack hammered away the wall to
9 to accommodate the house construction! These type of activities have been ongoing. Would
someone please look out for the Bernal Community and seriously review this project.
Sincerly, Lawrence Montgomery, 98 Banks St. 415-860-2001
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: lkezoe, Paolo (CPC)

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)

Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:07:48 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309]Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Bret Andrews [mailto:bretandrews@pacbell.net]

Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2018 8:12 AM

To: MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai,
Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS);
Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary;
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com;
Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC);
andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com;
RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers,
AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, | strongly urge you to pass a resolution opposing SB 827 and SB
828, with or without amendments. These bills are not the solution to ANY problem. Furthermore, they will
destroy many beautiful California cities such as San Francisco to the benefit of developers pocket books.
Please OPPOSE!

Kind Regards,

Bret Andrews

3211 Baker St., San Francisco
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: Vu. Doug (CPC

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)

Subject: FW: 430 Main Street Project - Letter of Support
Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:11:31 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department|City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309]Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Darville, Summer [mailto:summerd@plantco.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2018 3:37 PM

To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

Subject: RE: 430 Main Street Project - Letter of Support

Mr. lonin,

Please find attached a Letter of Support for the 430 Main Street project. If you have any questions or
concerns, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Thank you,

Paula Pritchard
Construction Manager

Agent of

Plant Construction Company, L.P.

300 Newhall Street, San Francisco, CA 94124

p 415.285.0500 d 415.550.0000 m 555.555.5555

paulap@plantco.com plantconstruction.com

Sent on behalf of Joe Smith by
SUMMER S. DARVILLE
Project Administrator

p 415.285.0500 d 415.550.5893
summerd@plantco.com  plantconstruction.com

[This e-mail message is intended only for the personal use of the recipient(s) named above. If you are not an intended recipient, you may
not review, copy or distribute this message. If you have received this communication in error, please notify Plant Construction Company,
L.P. Support (helpdesk@plantco.com) immediately by e-mail and delete the original message.]
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From: lonin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Vu. Doug (CPC

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)

Subject: 430 Main

Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:11:57 AM
Attachments: Letter of Support - 430 Main Street.msq

430 Main Street.msq
430 Main Stree.msq
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Letter of Support - 430 Main Street

		From

		Katina Johnson

		To

		Koppel, Joel (CPC); richhillissf@gmail.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Ionin, Jonas (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

		Cc

		Davi Lang; Matt Klimerman; Craig Young

		Recipients

		joel.koppel@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; jonas.ionin@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; davi@newdealadvisers.com; mklimerman@tidewatercap.com; cyoung@tidewatercap.com



Dear Commissioners,



I will not be able to attend Thursday's Planning Commission meeting, so I've attached a letter of support for the development at 430 Main Street.





Regards,



Katina Johnson, 

Rincon Hill Resident



Letter of Support - 430 Main.pdf

March 27, 2018

San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: 430 Main Street Development

Dear Planning Commissioners:

Since the concerns around air quality and resident objections have been addressed, | support
the development of 430 Main.

| believe that housing will be a better use of this location and will provide more value than the
existing storage facility.

| have been a Rincon Hill resident for almost nine years. Although it is a wonderful place to live,
it is still a neighborhood in transition. We need more housing, retail, and streetscape
improvements to transform the area into a thriving neighborhood.

Because this area is at the edge of The East Cut Community Benefit District it has been
challenging to maintain. It is my understanding that Tidewater has committed to partnering
with The East Cut CBD and the adjoining property to improve the block. If this property is left as
is, the issues around homeless encampments, cleanliness, and safety will continue to have an
undue burden on those of us who live here.

Please support the expansion of the East Cut area and approve this development.

Katina Johnson,
Owner, 88 Guy Place #404










430 Main Street

		From

		Cameron Moberg

		Cc

		cyoung@tidewatercap.com

		Recipients

		cyoung@tidewatercap.com



Hello, attached is a signed letter in support of Tide Water in their efforts to build housing at 430 Main Street in San Francisco. 

Thank you, Cameron



 





Sent from my iPhone



image1.jpeg

July 6, 2017

Rich Hillis, Commission President
San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, 4" Floor

San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: Supporting Approval of Project: 430 Main Street
Dt Crptisissiones Thll

Tam wmng in.mp@n of the proposed development project at 430 Main Street. The developers have taken
1 mthng with the community to ensure the neighborhood’s long-term viability and

exceptional care for the neighborhood, getting to know the local community and
more community-minded developers like Tidewater Capital.

facility, which does not contribute to the vibrancy or foot traffic
is rapidly changing and growing, the current inefficient use of space
vity along the southern half of both Main and Beale Streets, which
development of a 144-unit residential building (with onsite BMR)
| much needed units to San Francisco’s overall housing supply. As a
that would increase the vibrancy and safety of our neighborhood.

i&kwnm has approached development of this site with care,
questions, and hosting regular community meetings. They
-and thoroughly, and have demonstrated a genuine interest in

Street will be a welcome addition to this neighborhood of
and provide construction jobs. I support the 430 Main Street
e the project.







430 Main Stree

		From

		Cameron Moberg

		Cc

		cyoung@tidewatercap.com

		Recipients

		cyoung@tidewatercap.com



Hello, attached is a typed and signed letter in support of Tidewater building more housing at 430 Main Street in San Francisco. 



Thank you, Cameron



Sent from my iPhone




From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: Son. Chanbory (CPC

Subject: FW: Orangetheory Fitness at NEMA
Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:13:08 AM
Attachments: Letter.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309]Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Henry Karnilowicz [mailto:occexp@aol.com]

Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2018 6:52 PM

To: richhillissf@gmail.com

Cc: Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);
Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); maulawsf@hotmail.com;
gregorybryan@gmail.com; juslyn@5mproject.com; miriam.zouzounis@gmail.com;
miriam@tedsmarket.com; harold@hoogasian.com; jess@jambersf.com; liz@polopromotions.com;
drsinow@hotmail.com

Subject: Orangetheory Fitness at NEMA

Dear President Hillis,

Attached is our letter of support for Orangetheory Fitness.
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.
Henry Karnilowicz

President

SomBa (South Of Market Business Association)

615 Seventh Street

San Francisco, CA 94103-4910

415.420.8113 cell
415.621.7583 fax


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/

S O m b a South of Market Business Association

615 Seventh Street * San Francisco , CA 94103-4910 » www.sfsomba.org
Phone: 415.621.7533 * Fax: 415.621.7583 ¢ e-mail: info@sfsomba .com

March 26, 2018

Mr. Richard Hillis

President San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear President Hillis and Members of the Planning Commission,

The South of Market Business Association (SOMBA) whole-heartedly supports
Orangetheory Fitness's efforts to bring a new studio to the NEMA building at 10" and
Market.

SOMBA's mission is to promote South of Market as a vital place to live, work, visit, and
do business. We mobilize businesses, residents, community groups and government
representatives to identify priorities, challenges and solutions to maintain a strong and
vibrant community

Upon careful review of Orangetheory’s plans, we believe that their project is completely
in step with the our greater goals to preserve and enhance the quality of the
neighborhood.

SOMBA believes this project will be a valuable asset to Market Street and the greater
SOMA business community and neighborhood. Please do not delay in approving this
project.

Sincerely,
Gg@w/ s

Henry Karnilowicz
President






From: lonin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards. Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore. Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Sucre. Richard (CPC); Son. Chanbory (CPC)

Subject: FW: Letter of support, 816 Folsom Hotel project

Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:20:45 AM

Attachments: 816 Folsom Local 2 Letter of Support.docx

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309,Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Cynthia Gomez [mailto:cgomez@unitehere2.org]
Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2018 5:26 PM

To: lonin, Jonas (CPC)

Cc: Ross Guehring

Subject: Letter of support, 816 Folsom Hotel project

Hello Jonas,

Attached is aletter of support for the proposed hotel project at 816 Folsom. Can you please
forward this to the Commissioners?

Thank you,

Cynthia Gomez

Research Analyst
UNITE/HERE, Local 2
209 Golden Gate Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102

cgomez@unitehere?.org
415.864.8770, ext. 763
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										March 28, 2018





[bookmark: _GoBack]Jonas Ionin

Commission Secretary

San Francisco Planning Department

1650 Mission Street

San Francisco, California



Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

This letter is in support of the proposed hotel project at 816 Folsom Street.  This project is one of seven hotel projects that are within the boundaries of the Central SOMA Plan, and its developer, Citizen M, has distinguished itself by seeking out and signing enforceable agreements guaranteeing good jobs. The developer has signed an agreement that covers the building trades as well. This project, therefore, is an example of the kinds of projects we should be seeing throughout the Plan area: one that can bring workers a chance at affordable health care, family-sustaining wages, and dignity and respect on the job.

We support this project for its guarantees of good quality jobs in this critical industry for San Francisco. Please feel free to contact me if you have further questions.

Best,



Cynthia Gómez

Research Analyst

UNITE HERE, Local 2


From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: lkezoe, Paolo (CPC)

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 11:01:34 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309]Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Kim Andrews [mailto:kimandrews@pacbell.net]

Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:20 AM

To: MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai,
Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS);
Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary;
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com;
Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC);
andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com;
RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers,
AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, | strongly urge you to pass a resolution

opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know,

if these bills are passed the State would highjack each cityd€™s control over planning and housing.
All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems.

These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.

Thank you,

Kim Andrews

3211 Baker St.

San Francisco,CA 94123
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

To: Vu. Doug (CPC

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)

Subject: FW: 430 Main support

Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 11:26:08 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309]Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Henry Karnilowicz [mailto:occexp@aol.com]

Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2018 11:08 AM

To: richhillissf@gmail.com

Cc: Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);
Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Davi Lang
Subject: 430 Main support

Dear President Hillis,

On behalf of the South Of Market Business Association | am writing to reiterate our support
and to further reinforce that which is stated in the support letter submitted to the planning
commission.

Because of aconflict | unfortunately will be unable to be present at the hearing this afternoon
to testify.

Kind regards,

Henry Karnilowicz
President
SomBa (South Of Market Business Association)

615 Seventh Street

San Francisco, CA 94103-4910
415.420.8113 cell
415.621.7583 fax
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: Richards. Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore. Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Vu. Doug (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC

Subject: FW: Letter of Support for Project at 430 Main St.

Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 11:42:56 AM

Attachments: 430 Main St Support Letter.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309,Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Rob Scripp [mailto:rscripp@yahoo.com]

Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2018 11:29 AM

To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: Letter of Support for Project at 430 Main St.

Dear, Commissioner Hillis,

Please find attached a letter of support for the proposed project at 430 Main St. | am a neighbor of
the project and wish to take the opportunity to express my support for the effort and the work of the
developer in coordinating with us as a neighbor across the street.

Many thanks,

Robert Scripp

38 Bryant St. #607
San Francisco, CA 94105
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March 28, 2018

Rich Hillis, Commission President
San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, 4™ Floor

San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: Support for the Proposed Project at 430 Main Street
Dear Commissioner Hillis,

| am writing to express my support for the project at 430 Main Street. | am a resident of the Portside
Condominium at 38 Bryant St. (Main and Bryant). As a neighbor to the proposed development and an
active participant in community events and planning, | wish to show my support for the project and the
benefits it will bring to the neighborhood along Main Street.

Main Street south of Harrison St. has long been forgotten for community-based upgrades such as
sidewalk improvements, lighting, landscaping that are part of Main Street north of Harrison. It is my
hope that a new development on the existing self-storage facility site will improve neighborhood and
residential aesthetics, including visible sight lines, streetscape, and the inclusion of new trees and street
lighting.

| am a member of the Portside Condominium Homeowners Board, and while | am speaking in my
capacity as a resident and neighbor, | was most pleased by the care and attention taken by Craig Young
and the Tidewater Group in addressing our community’s concerns over shadow impacts and car
entry/exit concerns. Tidewater conducted a shadow study that indicates little to no impact on our
Portside residents in 403 Main Street due to the “stepping up” design and low number of floors in the
proposed project.

| believe the addition of the 430 Main Street project will be of benefit to our neighborhood, while
increasing affordable housing opportunities. It will also strengthen the residential neighborhood feel of
the area along Main St. south of Harrison. As such, | urge approval of this project.

Sincerely,

Robert M. Scripp

38 Bryant Street, #607

San Francisco, CA 94105

Cc: Jonas lonin, Planning Commission Secretary

To be provided to all Planning Commissioners






