From: Starr, Aaron (CPC)

To: Planning@RodneyFong.com; richhillissf@gmail.com; mooreurban@aol.com; Richards. Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel
(CPC); Melgar. Myrna (CPC); Johnson. Milicent (CPC)

Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY

Subject: Weekly Board Report

Date: Thursday, May 03, 2018 11:48:32 AM

Attachments: 2018 05 03.pdf
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Commissioners,
Please see attached.

Sincerely,

Aaron Starr, MA
Manager of Legislative Affairs

Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6362 Fax: 415-558-6409

Email: aaron.starr@sfgov.org

Web: www.sfplanning.or
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Summary of Board Activities
April 30- May 4, 2018

Planning Commission Report: May 3, 2018

LAND USE COMMITTEE:

180086 Planning Code - Legitimization and Reestablishment of Certain Self-Storage Uses.
Sponsor: Kim. Staff Butkus

On the land use agenda this weeks was an ordinance, sponsor by Supervisor Kim, to allow the
Legitimization and Reestablishment of Certain Self-Storage Uses. This ordinance is being
proposed to allow the Hall of Justice to store its record at a property that is currently uses as a
self-storage facility. The ordinance would allow the building to revert back to that use once the

city vacates the property.

Commissioners, you heard this item on April 19th and voted unanimously to approve the
Ordinance with staff’s modifications, all of which were clerical in nature. Supervisor Kim

amended the ordinance to include the Commission’s recommended changes.

At the hearing, there was no significant discussion of the item by Committee members, and no

public comment. The item was forwarded to the Full Board with a positive recommendation.

FULL BOARD:

180190 Planning Code - Lower Polk Street Alcohol Restricted Use District. Sponsor: Peskin.
Staff: Starr. PASSED Second Read, Iltem 11

171019 Establishment of the LGBTQ and Leather Cultural District. Sponsors: Kim; Sheehy.
Staff: Caltagirone. Adopted

INTRODUCTIONS:

None so far.



https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3320116&GUID=AF629F74-D0E2-4531-970D-DF0C3C986722

http://sfgov.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=33059

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3160189&GUID=6232E36B-8B0B-4CAD-8D7F-B7BB138156D8
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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: Adina, Seema (CPC); Feliciano. Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Case No. 2017-014693CUA, Philz Coffee Conditional Use Application for 2230 Polk Street — Letter of
Opposition

Date: Thursday, May 03, 2018 11:14:45 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: Matthew Ronan [mailto:matthewkentronan@mac.com]

Sent: Thursday, May 03, 2018 11:09 AM

To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

Subject: RE: Case No. 2017-014693CUA, Philz Coffee Conditional Use Application for 2230 Polk Street —
Letter of Opposition

5/3/18

San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, California 94103

commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

RE: Case No. 2017-014693CUA, Philz Coffee Conditional Use Application for 2230 Polk Street —
Letter of Opposition

Dear Commissioners:

| am writing to oppose the application of Philz Coffee for a conditional use of 2230 Polk Street
as a coffee house.
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| like Philz coffee, but this area on Polk doesn’t need another coffee shop.

| think most San Franciscans don’t know how big Philz has gotten. If they did know, there would be a lot
more vocal opposition.

Thank you,

Matthew Ronan



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: Eeliciano. Josephine (CPC); Adina. Seema (CPC)

Subject: Philz

Date: Thursday, May 03, 2018 10:36:17 AM

Attachments: Letter of Opposition - Case No. 2017-014693CUA.msa

Case No. 2017-014693CUA - Letter Of Opposition.msq
Case No. 2017-014693CUA - Letter of Opposition.msq
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Letter of Opposition - Case No. 2017-014693CUA

		From

		jameslong04@yahoo.com

		To

		Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

		Recipients

		commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



Please see the attachment for my letter of opposition in reference to Case No. 2017-014693CUA, Philz Coffee Conditional Use Application for 2230 Polk Street.

Kind Regards,

James Long










Sent from my iPhone







Letter of Opposition JL.docx

Letter of Opposition JL.docx
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May 3, 2018





San Francisco Planning Commission 


1650 Mission Street, Suite 400


San Francisco, California 94103 commissions.secretary@sfgov.org





RE: Case No. 2017-014693CUA, Philz Coffee Conditional Use Application for 2230 Polk Street – Letter of Opposition





Dear Commissioners:





I am writing to oppose the application of Philz Coffee for a conditional use of 2230 Polk Street as a coffee house.


 


Within a few blocks of the proposed site are 2 national coffee formula retail locations (Starbucks, Peets), 3 independent small coffee shops, and several eateries offering coffee/espresso drinks.  Adding another coffee shop in such close proximity goes against the Commission Guide for Formula Retail in which it is clear that it is neither necessary nor desirable in the neighborhood. San Francisco needs to protect its vibrant small business sector and create a supportive environment for new business innovations. 





The Conditional Use Authorization for Formula Retail Uses was created in an effort to protect San Francisco's small business sector. The increase in formula retail coffee businesses in Russian Hill/Northern Polk Street does not support small business or promote a diverse retail base and thus does not enhance the unique social, cultural and esthetic qualities of the City and neighborhood.





We are asking that you please disapprove the Conditional Use Authorization application for this project.


 


Thank you,


James Long
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Case No. 2017-014693CUA - Letter Of Opposition

		From

		jameslong04@yahoo.com

		To

		Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

		Recipients

		commissions.secretary@sfgov.org






Good morning,

Please see the attachment for my letter of opposition in reference to Case No. 2017-014693CUA, Philz Coffee Conditional Use Application for 2230 Polk Street.

Kind Regards,

James Long









Sent from my iPhone







Letter of Opposition.docx

Letter of Opposition.docx
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May 3, 2018





San Francisco Planning Commission 


1650 Mission Street, Suite 400


San Francisco, California 94103 commissions.secretary@sfgov.org





RE: Case No. 2017-014693CUA, Philz Coffee Conditional Use Application for 2230 Polk Street – Letter of Opposition





Dear Commissioners:





I am writing to oppose the application of Philz Coffee for a conditional use of 2230 Polk Street as a coffee house.


 


Within a few blocks of the proposed site are 2 national coffee formula retail locations (Starbucks, Peets), 3 independent small coffee shops, and several eateries offering coffee/espresso drinks.  Adding another coffee shop in such close proximity goes against the Commission Guide for Formula Retail in which it is clear that it is neither necessary nor desirable in the neighborhood. San Francisco needs to protect its vibrant small business sector and create a supportive environment for new business innovations. 





The Conditional Use Authorization for Formula Retail Uses was created in an effort to protect San Francisco's small business sector. The increase in formula retail coffee businesses in Russian Hill/Northern Polk Street does not support small business or promote a diverse retail base and thus does not enhance the unique social, cultural and esthetic qualities of the City and neighborhood.





We are asking that you please disapprove the Conditional Use Authorization application for this project.


 


Thank you,


Angela Dusablon
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Case No. 2017-014693CUA - Letter of Opposition

		From

		Angela Dusablon

		To

		Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

		Recipients

		commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



Good morning,





Please find attached my letter of opposition to Case No. 2017-014693CUA, Philz Coffee Conditional Use Application for 2230 Polk Street.





Regards,


Angela Dusablon







Letter of Opposition.docx

Letter of Opposition.docx







Angela Dusablon


acbagwell@gmail.com








May 3, 2018





San Francisco Planning Commission 


1650 Mission Street, Suite 400


San Francisco, California 94103 commissions.secretary@sfgov.org





RE: Case No. 2017-014693CUA, Philz Coffee Conditional Use Application for 2230 Polk Street – Letter of Opposition





Dear Commissioners:





I am writing to oppose the application of Philz Coffee for a conditional use of 2230 Polk Street as a coffee house.


 


Within a few blocks of the proposed site are 2 national coffee formula retail locations (Starbucks, Peets), 3 independent small coffee shops, and several eateries offering coffee/espresso drinks.  Adding another coffee shop in such close proximity goes against the Commission Guide for Formula Retail in which it is clear that it is neither necessary nor desirable in the neighborhood. San Francisco needs to protect its vibrant small business sector and create a supportive environment for new business innovations. 





The Conditional Use Authorization for Formula Retail Uses was created in an effort to protect San Francisco's small business sector. The increase in formula retail coffee businesses in Russian Hill/Northern Polk Street does not support small business or promote a diverse retail base and thus does not enhance the unique social, cultural and esthetic qualities of the City and neighborhood.





We are asking that you please disapprove the Conditional Use Authorization application for this project.


 


[bookmark: _GoBack]Thank you,


Angela Dusablon
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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: Eeliciano. Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Letters of Support - Yerba Buena Gardens Conservancy - Capital Funds from the Central SoMa Plan

Date: Thursday, May 03, 2018 10:24:03 AM

Attachments: Letter of Support for Yerba Buena Gardens - SF Travel.pdf

YBGC Letter of Support - Central SoMa Plan - from YBCBD.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: Cathy Maupin [mailto:cmaupin@ybcbd.org]

Sent: Thursday, May 03, 2018 8:59 AM

To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

Cc: Wertheim, Steve (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)

Subject: Letters of Support - Yerba Buena Gardens Conservancy - Capital Funds from the Central SoMa
Plan

Hi Jonas,

I've attached two more letters of support for capital funds for The Yerba Buena Gardens
Conservancy from the Central SoMa Plan. Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thank you,

Cathy

Cathy Maupin

Executive Director

Yerba Buena Community Benefit District
5 Third Street, Suite 914

San Francisco, CA 94103

P: 415-644-0728 x 2

F: 415-644-0751

E: cmaupin@ybcbd.org

W: www.vbcbd.org
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March 28, 2018

Mr. Jonas P. lonin

Commission Secretary

San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: Central SoMa Plan Proposed Community Facilities District
Long-Term Capital Funding For Yerba Buena Gardens Capital Improvements

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 Central SoMa plan proposed community facilities district and long-term capital
funding for Yerba Buena Gardens capital improvements. Yerba Buena Gardens is centrally located and serves
residents and visitors with its close proximity to Moscone Center, arts institutions, hotels, and other attractions.

In 2017, San Francisco welcomed over 25 million visitors who spent $9 Billion during their stay. Visitor dollars
spent 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.

Yerba Buena Gardens is a great community and civic treasure of Central South of Market!

e 197,250 children from SOMA, the entire City, and tourists delight daily in its wonderful Playground
every year.

e 146,200 City residents and visitors from around the Nation and the World come each year to its Center
for the Arts Gallery and Theater for their extraordinary variety of art installations and live performances.

e More than 150,000 school children and families visit its Children’s Creativity Museum annually and
Children's Creativity LeRoy King Carousel

e 87,000 families and San Franciscans of all ages enjoy its popular Ice Rink and Bowling Center each
year.

e 88,000 City residents come annually to its major Civic and Special Events, such as the annual Pistahan
Festival and the Celebration of Martin Luther King's Birthday before the stunning fountain named in
his honor.

Due to dissolution of the former Redevelopment Agency, the City will assume ownership of the Gardens and
its buildings this year. To ensure that the Gardens will continue to always be the special community and City-
resident focused public amenity it has been these last 25 years, the stakeholder organizations of our Yerba
Buena Neighborhood have formed the nonprofit The Yerba Buena Gardens Conservancy to master-lease and
operate the Gardens from that point forward. We are now in the process of finalizing the provisions of that
master lease with the City's Department of Real Estate.

One absolutely key issue to resolve is long-term funding for the Gardens open spaces and buildings’ physical
renovation needs over the next 30 years. The Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure has just
estimated that amount at $90,000,000 total, spread out over that time period. Fortunately the existing and
anticipated sources of funding for Gardens operations, programs, and renovations are projected to cover most
of that amount — about $70,000,000. But that leaves a significant $20,000,000 gap with no identifiable source.





Both the City and the Conservancy agree it is not fiscally responsible to have no financial plan to cover the full
amount needed.

The Central SoMa Plan’s proposed Community Facilities District certainly can fill this gap. As a City-owned
property, the Gardens will be fully eligible for application of its Mello-Roos funding over coming decades. Our
request is that this minimum amount of $20,000,000 now be included in its projected long-term budget that will
be part of the overall Central SoMa Plan to be approved by this Commission, our City Board of Supervisors,
and our Mayor.

Thank you.

Sincerely,
%/%ﬂm

Joe D'Alessandro
President & CEO
San Francisco Travel Association
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April 26, 2018
Mr. Jonas P. lonin
Commission Secretary » »
San Francisco Planning Commission . » »

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: Central SoMa Plan Proposed Community Facilities District
Long-Term Capital Funding For Yerba Buena Gardens Capital Improvements

Dear Mr. lonin and Honorable San Francisco Planning Commissioners:

Yerba Buena Gardens is quite possibly central South of Market’s greatest community and civic treasure.
As the anchor of the Yerba Buena neighborhood and the area’s foremost public spaces, the gardens and
its vibrant public programming, reflect the diversity of cultures of our City and the world that San
Franciscans value. For it to continue to serve as an enduring example of inclusivity, an economic engine
for downtown, and a model of transformational redevelopment, requires sustained and committed
support from the City.

The Yerba Buena Community Benefit District’s Board of Directors seek your support to include $20
million in funding within the long-term budget of the Central SoMa Plan’s proposed Community
Facilities District to be approved by this Commission, our City’s Board of Supervisors, and our Mayor.

With the dissolution of the former Redevelopment Agency, the City will assume ownership of the
Gardens and its buildings this year. To ensure that the Gardens will continue to always be the special
community and City-resident focused public amenity it has been these last 25 years, the stakeholder
organizations of the Yerba Buena neighborhood have formed the nonprofit The Yerba Buena Gardens
Conservancy to master-lease and operate the Gardens from that point forward. We are now in the
process of finalizing the provisions of that master lease with the City’s Department of Real Estate.

The Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure just estimated that $90 million total is required
to resolve long-term funding for the Garden’s open spaces and buildings’ physical renovation needs over
the next 30 years. Fortunately, the existing and anticipated sources of funding for Gardens operations,
programs, and renovations are projected to cover about $70 million of the $90 million total. However,
that leaves a significant $20 million gap with no identifiable source to cover long-term capital needs.
Both the City and the Conservancy agree it is not fiscally responsible to have no financial plan to cover
the full amount needed.

This situation can be resolved by including $20 million for the Gardens in Central SoMa Plan’s proposed
Community Facilities District can fill this gap. As a City-owned property, the Gardens will be fully eligible
for application of the Community Facilities District’s Mello-Roos funding over coming decades.

This is an investment commitment that will support the Gardens for the long term and ensure it can
continue to be a culturally rich and that serves the City’s children, residents, workers and visitors.





= 197,250 children from SOMA, the entire City, and tourists delight daily in its wonderful
Playground every year, and soon to be expanded with a separate Tot Lot.

=  More than 150,000 school children and families visit its Children’s Creativity Museum annually
and Children's Creativity LeRoy King Carousel.

= 87,000 families and San Franciscans of all ages enjoy its popular Ice Rink and Bowling Center
each year.

= 146,200 City residents and visitors from around the Nation and the World come each year to its
Center for the Arts Gallery and Theater for their extraordinary variety of art installations and live
performances.

= 88,000 City residents come annually to its major Civic and Special Events, such as the annual
Pistahan Festival and the Celebration of Martin Luther King’s Birthday before the stunning
fountain named in his honor.

= Just under 100,000 Central City residents and workers enjoy the extensive series of free outdoor
musical performances presented by Yerba Buena Arts Gardens Festival in its beautiful Esplanade
Park each year.

=  Annually more than 25,000 of the Yerba Buena Neighborhood’s elders first arrive in the morning
during the year for exercise, Tai Chi, or just the solace of this peaceful Gardens.

= The Gardens also attracts close to 3,000,000 people each year that enjoying the park by having
lunch, reading a book, visiting the cafes, and generally relaxing.

Through the hard work of many over several decades, a location that was once a parking lot in a
challenged neighborhood, has been transformed into a one-of-kind destination that is considered a
model for how to improve public space and urban areas. Your support of this funding request will
ensure that Yerba Buena Gardens remains a civic treasure — and a welcoming place for all.

Sincerely,

~ P
Q \ S o ’

Cathy Maupin Candace Sue
Executive Director Board Chair
Yerba Buena Community Benefit District Yerba Buena Community Benefit District






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: Eeliciano. Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Letter of Support for Philz Coffee at 2230 Polk Street - Case #2017-014693CUA

Date: Wednesday, May 02, 2018 2:31:51 PM

Attachments: Letter of Support Philz Coffee - Case #2017-014693CUA.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: Carol Ann Rogers [mailto:carolannrogers@prodigy.net]

Sent: Wednesday, May 02, 2018 2:04 PM

To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

Cc: Adina, Seema (CPC)

Subject: Letter of Support for Philz Coffee at 2230 Polk Street - Case #2017-014693CUA

Attached please find for distribution to the Planning Commissioners a letter of support from
Russian Hill Neighbors for the conditional use by Philz Coffee at 2230 Polk Street. Thank
you.

Carol Ann Rogers

President, Russian Hill Neighbors
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May 1, 2018
San Francisco Planning Commissioners
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

RE:  Case No. 2017-014693CUA, Philz Coffee Conditional Use Application for
2230 Polk Street - Letter of Support

Dear Commissioners,

We are writing to support the application of Philz Coﬁ‘ee for a conditional use of 2230 Polk
Street as a coffee house.

The location has been vacant for over ten months, since the Russian Hill Bookstore, a legacy
business, moved to 2162 Polk Street. We realize that there are already several other coffee
serving businesses in the neighborhood, including Peet’s, Starbucks, St. Frank’s and Royal
Grounds. Although there is concern that the market for this type of business may have
reached its limit, we also understand that each has different products, ambience, and
personality.

Our Design, Zoning, and Land Use Committee (DZL.U) has reviewed the application and
recommended to the Board of Directors that RHN support it because:

o We are concerned that the increasing number of vacant storefronts on this
northern part of Polk Street’s commercial district diminishes the vitality of the street and its
long-term ability to meet the needs of local residents.

o Philz has shared with DZLU its ideas for “localizing” the Philz at 2230 Polk
Street by planning such events as poetry readings, display of neighborhood artists, ctc.

o Philz is a favorite business in other San Francisco neighborhoods, and there
seems to be an interest among Russian Hill residents.

We have not done a formal survey of our membership, but anecdotally our members and
local residents appear to prefer that this location be occupied rather than vacant and that Philz
has the resources and track record to be a contributing member of the neighborhood. If you
have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us. Thank you for the opportunity to
share our perspective.

ry truly yours,

Carol Ann Rogers W‘K‘U
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; Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram (andrew@tefarch.com);
Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR MARK FARRELL, CITY DEPARTMENTS AND GOOGLE WIFI ANNOUNCE
DIGITAL EQUITY PROGRAM FOR PUBLIC HOUSING SITES

Date: Wednesday, May 02, 2018 10:09:59 AM

Attachments: 5.2.18 Public Housing Wi-Fi Announcement.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: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR)

Sent: Wednesday, May 02, 2018 9:55 AM

To: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR)

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR MARK FARRELL, CITY DEPARTMENTS AND GOOGLE WIFI
ANNOUNCE DIGITAL EQUITY PROGRAM FOR PUBLIC HOUSING SITES

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, May 2, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*xx PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR MARK FARRELL, CITY DEPARTMENTS AND
GOOGLE WIFI ANNOUNCE DIGITAL EQUITY PROGRAM
FOR PUBLIC HOUSING SITES

The comprehensive program aims to help those most impacted by the digital divide

San Francisco, CA— Mayor Mark Farrell, City Administrator Naomi Kelly and Google WiFi
today announced a comprehensive digital equity program at two public housing sites to
provide residents with digital skillstraining, free high-speed internet access and Google WiFi
devices.

“Access to the internet and digital skills are necessary tools for San Francisco residents to
compete and thrive in today’ s modern society,” said Mayor Mark Farrell. “With over 100,000
San Franciscans who still lack internet access at home, | am working every day to provide
equitable solutions for communities and residents who have been left behind by the status
quo.”

The Department of Technology, Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Devel opment,
the Office of Economic Workforce Development, the City’s Committee on Information
Technology, and the City Administrator’s Office of Digital Equity have been partnering since
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MARK E. FARRELL
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, May 2, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR MARK FARRELL, CITY DEPARTMENTS AND
GOOGLE WIFI ANNOUNCE DIGITAL EQUITY PROGRAM
FOR PUBLIC HOUSING SITES

The comprehensive program aims to help those most impacted by the digital divide

San Francisco, CA— Mayor Mark Farrell, City Administrator Naomi Kelly and Google WiFi
today announced a comprehensive digital equity program at two public housing sites to provide
residents with digital skills training, free high-speed internet access and Google WiFi devices.

“Access to the internet and digital skills are necessary tools for San Francisco residents to
compete and thrive in today’s modern society,” said Mayor Mark Farrell. “With over 100,000
San Franciscans who still lack internet access at home, | am working every day to provide
equitable solutions for communities and residents who have been left behind by the status quo.”

The Department of Technology, Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development, the
Office of Economic Workforce Development, the City’s Committee on Information Technology,
and the City Administrator’s Office of Digital Equity have been partnering since January to pilot
this digital equity program at the Robert B. Pitts and Hunters Point West public housing sites.

The Office of Digital Equity selected the two housing sites following a needs assessment late last
year. Robert B. Pitts is a 203-unit family housing site in the Western Addition and Hunters Point
West is a 110-unit family housing site in Bayview-Hunters Point.

Since January, these sites have been receiving the following services:

e Free, high-speed internet access to all residents through a partnership between the
Department of Technology and local internet service provider, Monkeybrains.

e Onsite computer labs offering digital literacy classes, workshops on technology topics
and internet basics and a program to prepare transitional-age youth for careers in IT.

e Free technology support and hardware repair services.

“As Chair of the Committee on Information Technology (COIT), one of my top priorities has
been digital inclusion, and we need both public and private investment to meet this goal,” said
City Administrator Naomi Kelly. “I am pleased that public housing residents are the first to
benefit from this critical initiative.”

“The Department of Technology supports empowered communities by delivering reliable
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MARK E. FARRELL
MAYOR
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SAN FRANCISCO

internet access to secure opportunities for residents and increase positive life outcomes,” said the
City Chief Information Officer for San Francisco, Linda Gerull.

Additionally, Google has generously donated 100 Google WiFi devices to help residents connect
wirelessly to the internet. The devices are being distributed at each housing site to residents who
complete a two-hour training workshop covering internet basics, online safety and web resources
for employment, education and health.

"Google continues our effort to give back in communities where we live and work," said
Rebecca Prozan, Head of Public Affairs in California for Google. "The donation of Google WiFi
devices helps get our neighbors connected and is a step in the right direction as we aim to
minimize the digital divide."

In addition to the agencies involved in this program, several additional City departments are
actively addressing the digital divide, including the Department of Aging and Adult Services and
the San Francisco Public Library. The library is spearheading the upcoming Connect with Tech
Week 2018, from May 7 — 12, with a series of events across the city to promote online access
and technology skill-building to reduce digital disparities in local communities. The full schedule
of more than 60 events and classes is available at sfpl.org/ConnectWithTech.

The ability to access and effectively use digital technology is a vital necessity in today’s world.
Yet more than 100,000 San Franciscans lack high-speed internet at home and many residents
lack basic digital literacy skills, with the city’s lowest income residents among the most at-risk.
City efforts are focused on addressing the digital divide to help all residents use technology to
achieve the following outcomes:

Improved education and further access to education opportunities.
Obtaining meaningful employment and access to apply for jobs online.
Accessing health care and health information.

Accessing government programs and services.

Finding information and services necessary for daily life.

The Department of Technology, in partnership with Google and various City Departments, will
evaluate the program and its outcomes in the summer and expects to consider expanding the
program to additional public housing sites with its partners.

i
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City Administrator Naomi Kelly. “I am pleased that public housing residents are the first to
benefit from this critical initiative.”

“The Department of Technology supports empowered communities by delivering reliable
internet access to secure opportunities for residents and increase positive life outcomes,” said
the City Chief Information Officer for San Francisco, Linda Gerull.

Additionally, Google has generously donated 100 Google WiFi devices to help residents
connect wirelessly to the internet. The devices are being distributed at each housing site to
residents who complete a two-hour training workshop covering internet basics, online safety
and web resources for employment, education and health.

"Google continues our effort to give back in communities where we live and work," said
Rebecca Prozan, Head of Public Affairsin Californiafor Google. "The donation of Google
WiFi devices helps get our neighbors connected and is a step in the right direction aswe aim
to minimize the digital divide."

In addition to the agencies involved in this program, several additional City departments are
actively addressing the digital divide, including the Department of Aging and Adult Services
and the San Francisco Public Library. The library is spearheading the upcoming Connect with
Tech Week 2018, from May 7 — 12, with a series of events across the city to promote online
access and technology skill-building to reduce digital disparitiesin local communities. The
full schedule of more than 60 events and classes is available at sfpl.org/Connect\WithTech.

The ability to access and effectively use digital technology isavital necessity in today’s
world. Y et more than 100,000 San Franciscans lack high-speed internet at home and many
residents lack basic digital literacy skills, with the city’ s lowest income residents among the
most at-risk.

City efforts are focused on addressing the digital divide to help al residents use technology to
achieve the following outcomes:

e |Improved education and further access to education opportunities.
Obtaining meaningful employment and access to apply for jobs online.
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e Accessing hedlth care and health information.

e Accessing government programs and services.

Finding information and services necessary for daily life.

The Department of Technology, in partnership with Google and various City Departments,
will evaluate the program and its outcomes in the summer and expects to consider expanding
the program to additional public housing sites with its partners.
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Opposition Documents to Proposed Planning Department Historic District Design Guidlines
Date: Wednesday, May 02, 2018 9:39:51 AM

Attachments: Sec Int Standards.pdf

csfnletterrehistoricdistrictsapril2018 (4).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: pwebber928@aol.com [mailto:pwebber928@aol.com]

Sent: Wednesday, May 02, 2018 8:18 AM

To: Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS);
London.breed@sfgov.org.jane.kim@sfgov.org; Yee, Norman (BOS); Sheehy, Jeff (BOS);
hillory.ronen@sfgov.org; Cohen, Malia (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Board of Supervisors, (BOS);
.dennis.richards@sfgov.org; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar,
Myrna (CPC); richhillissf@gmail.com; planning@rodneyfong.com; Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Rahaim,
John (CPC); Joslin, Jeff (CPC); Small, Maia (CPC); Frye, Tim (CPC)

Subject: Opposition Documents to Proposed Planning Department Historic District Design Guidlines

Ladies and Gentlemen,

Attached to this email are two documents, both relating to opposition to the creation by the Planning
Department of any new Historic District Design Guidelines: a letter of opposition from Coalition for San
Francisco Neighborhoods; and the index for current Federal Guides for Historic Buildings. As you will
see, already existing design controls are far more comprehensive than Planning is proposing and its
efforts should therefore be stopped.

Paul Webber
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TO: Members of the San Francisco Board of Supervisors

       Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission



FROM: George Wooding, President

              Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods (CSFN)





Re: Elimination of Staff-Proposed Historic District Guidelines





Ladies and Gentlemen, 

This is the second letter to you regarding this topic, the first having been sent on March 6, 2018.  In that letter, for the reasons stated, you were asked to intervene so as to stop the development of new Historic Design Guidelines (HDGs”), having Urban Design Guidelines (“UDGs”) act as “gap fillers” and require the application of District design controls for lots in NCDs and NCTDS which are in whole or in part within or close to a Historic District (a “District” or “Districts”).  Planning staff responded to the request so as to eliminate any application of UDGs to Districts, and we appreciate that. But so far as we know, the Staff is still planning on proposing new HDGs, and has not responded to our request that NCD and NCTD lots in whole in part within the boundaries of a District be governed by that District’s design controls   



In this letter, we again summarize our concerns about this and, in an updated Appendix, is a more detailed explanation of those concerns. In summary, these concerns are:
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1. There are already multiple levels of design controls collectively applicable to Districts. (According to Planning staff these include “Federal Standards” as published by the Secretary of the Interior. While we don’t agree that the Federal Standards apply to Districts, we are assuming their application, since the Staff does, and we are responding accordingly.)  The existing levels have well served District land use planning for many years now, without the need for more.  

Just as we are now asking staff what is missing from the existing Residential Guidelines, we previously asked staff on a number of occasions what was missing from this composite set of District design controls, and, frankly, received answers which were not responsive and left the impression that staff was not aware of existing Federal guidelines.  And staff’s proposed guidelines are in fact too vague, add nothing, and indeed detract from existing controls, assume one size fits all and, we believe, would be illegal if not approved by the Board under separate ordinances for each of the Districts.  With no formal oversight by elected officials, they could be broadly interpreted with a view to accommodating District density changes at any time to defeat a District’s purpose and reason for existing.



2. Design Guidelines for NCs and NCTDs should acknowledge that lots within the boundaries of a District should be governed by Planning Code Article 10 and the relevant design controls for each District. 



As mentioned above, the Staff has not responded to our requests for an explanation of what is wrong with what we have or regarding NCDs and NCTDs and your help is needed.  

Thank you.



COALITION FOR SAN FRANCISCO NEIGHBORHOODS

By: GS Wooding, President



CC: San Francisco Heritage Preservation Commission, John Rahaim, Jeff Joslin, Maia Small, Tim Frye, David Winslow, Anne Brask
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Appendix to Historic Districts Guidelines letter

1. The existing design controls are more than adequate to govern Historical Districts. The staff of the Planning Commission refers to the applicability of the Secretary of the Interior Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties (“Standards”), ten in all, as the seminal controls for San Francisco Historic Districts (“Districts” or “District”).  While we don’t agree with that, we will assume the Standards’ applicability for purposes of this discussion.   

In the Historic Guidelines section of the Planning Department website, staff mentions that new guidelines for Districts are necessary because the Standards are “too broad” and thus subject to “varying levels of interpretation” and don‘t provide direction “specific to San Francisco’s unique urban and historic environment.” Those conclusions entirely ignore what we already have as collective federal and local design controls for Districts. 

For example, the staff fails to acknowledge however, what goes with the Standards, and that is the four sets of very comprehensive Guidelines (“Federal Guidelines”), for Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring & Reconstructing Historic Buildings. All 260 plus pages of the 2017 edition of the Federal Guidelines are found in 36 Federal Register, Part 68, in case staff doesn’t have a copy.  These are certainly not too broad. We have attached the introductory pages and the index to this work for a reference as to what the Federal Guidelines cover. But that’s just the beginning, assuming their applicability

Locally, the staff ignores that Districts are seminally governed by Article 10 (“Art.10”) of the Planning Code (the Code”).  Each District is also separately governed by an Appendix to Art.10, by which each such District is created.  For example, Appendix F, the proxy for this letter, covers Liberty-Hill Historic District.  

In the Findings in Section 1 of the Appendix, the Board found that the District contains a number of structures having special character and special historical, architectural and aesthetic interest and value, in furtherance of the purposes of Art. 10. The Appendix, directly and through the incorporated Report described below, goes into granular detail about the District, showing what makes it historic (“an intact representation of nineteenth century middleclass housing and development practices. It is one of the earliest residential ‘suburbs’ to be developed in Sn Francisco…..The ‘suburban’ quality of [Liberty-Hill] is retained to this day.  It is enhanced by extensive street plantings and very low incidence of commercial establishments in the residential areas. [commercial 
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establishments are clustered on] Valencia Street, [not like the typical pattern] of a grocery store or saloon on nearly every corner.”   

There is incorporated into the Appendix a very detailed description of the housing designs throughout the District.  This was developed by the Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board (the “Advisory Board”) and made a part of the Appendix.  In other words, it is part of the governing document which in architectural and design vocabulary describes the exterior features to be preserved, often block by block. The report is attached to the Board’s resolution dated October 25, 1985.

In section 7 (c) of the Appendix, it is provided that “New construction on vacant lots shall conform with the general profile of the District, especially as to scale, sculptural qualities of facade and entrance detailing, fenestration patterns and materials as described [in the section 6 report]. Section 7 also governs with a requirement of a formal Certification proceeding before painting unpainted surfaces, using textural painting products or using certain cleaning or waterproofing materials. 

So there are TWO Federal levels of design control (of which the staff only acknowledges one for some reason and with which we don‘t agree but will assume for this analysis); and THREE levels of local control (Art. 10, individual Appendices for each District and the Incorporated reports of the Advisory Board, for a total of FIVE sets of design controls.

Further, Sections 1006 and following of the Code layout very complete steps that need to be taken for, among other things, rehabilitation, demolition and new construction, which are supplemented in Section 7 of the Appendix.

While not always using terms such as “design guidelines,” it is abundantly clear from the local control requirements that the exterior features which articulated in a particular establishing Art. 10 appendix are controlling for new construction and modification of buildings within a District, and the guides by which they are to be executed.  

Staff proposals are inadequate and unnecessary. Staff’s partial draft of proposed District guidelines address replacement within a District, not rehabilitation or reconstruction, which are the principle goals of the existing control sources.  They are vague in their meaning and can be interpreted and applied at the staff level with no oversight, the very same problem that the staff recites as being extant today!!  

For example, a proposed page of the draft guidelines which shows 19th century buildings located along Valencia Street commercial corridor, notes that “active ground floors may be accommodated without removing character defining 
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features”. It doesn’t say whether these particular buildings already have commercial first floors or whether the thought is to “pack” Valencia Street more heavily with commercial activities or is a concept that could be carried over to other streets, even though much of Liberty-Hill is residential.  Also, Valencia Street is in an NC District and it is unclear whether staff thinks NC/NCT or Historic district design controls govern. Is this really a veiled suggestion that more retail/commercial space will be needed to accommodate higher density throughout the District?

Further, how does, e.g. “Create sustainable and exceptional designs that strongly complement the character defining features and surrounding historical character“ add anything? Couldn’t one just remodel the existing historic building and achieve sustainability and character defining features and character.  All this does is promote demolition.

Or, how about, for windows and doors, “Retain character defining features and localize work only to those areas in need of attention.” It seems to say “don’t repair/replace windows and doors that don’t need it”.  As to current controls, they are very specific about window and doors. So what does this add?

In addition, there is a horizontal tabular presentation page prepared by staff to show the new guidelines will aid in compliance with the Federal Standards. This begs the question of how we have survived all these years without new guidelines and now all of a sudden, apparently as the result of an epiphany, we need them. To that end we have asked for but have not received, a table from Staff showing how the composite five sets of controls that we have identified DON’T comply.

Despite multiple meeting with staff, and repeatedly bringing up these points, staff refuses to acknowledge the existence of the Federal Guidelines, Art. 10, and District Appendices as being design controls.  They also ignore the serious risk of the need for individual Board Resolutions for each District for creating new guidelines.  It is through these denials that they get any traction at all for any need of new Historic Guidelines. 

2. Historic District Lots in NC or NCT Districts are subject to Historic District Design Controls. Regarding lots within a District that are within an NC or NCT District, Section 1004 (c) of the Code provides that properties included in a District designation “shall be subject to the controls and standards forth in [Art. 10, which is applicable to Historic Districts] as well as certain additional controls.  We don’t understand how staff feels it has discretion NOT to require 
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lots in a District and also within an NC or NCT district NOT to be governed by District design controls. 
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From: lonin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 430 Main 429 Beale Request for Continuance

Date: Tuesday, May 01, 2018 2:51:40 PM

Attachments: Plannina Commission Letter Request for Continuance 430 Main 429 Beale 043018.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: Monday, April 30, 2018 3:08 PM

To: Vu, Doug (CPC); Teague, Corey (CPC); Rahaim, John (CPC); lonin, Jonas (CPC)

Cc: richhillisst@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC);
Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); 'Andrew Junius'

Subject: 430 Main 429 Beale Request for Continuance

Doug Vu, Neighborhood Planner April 30,
2018

San Francisco Planning Commission

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: REQUEST FOR CONTINUANCE

430 Main Street/ 429 Beale Street; Return Hearing Date: May 10,
2018

2014-002033DNX—Downtown Project and Large Authorization
Doug:

| understand that you and Dave Winslow have met with the development team
about a possible new design for the project. Obviously the “glazed corridors’
approach is not what was recommended and is completely unacceptable to the
neighbors.

The development team HAS NOT followed directions and has not come up
with adesign(s) that reflects the detailed comments made by the Commission
following the lengthy deliberations after the marathon hearing on March 29,
2018. Following the hearing and comments from all Commissioners’ present,
two overall directions emerged:
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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

Doug Vu, Neighborhood Planner April 30, 2018
San Francisco Planning Commission

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: REQUEST FOR CONTINUANCE
430 Main Street/ 429 Beale Street; Return Hearing Date: May 10, 2018
2014-002033DNX—Downtown Project and Large Authorization

Doug:

| understand that you and Dave Winslow have met with the development team
about a possible new design for the project. Obviously the “glazed corridors” approach is
not what was recommended and is completely unacceptable to the neighbors.

The development team HAS NOT followed directions and has not come up with a
design(s) that reflects the detailed comments made by the Commission following the
lengthy deliberations after the marathon hearing on March 29, 2018. Following the
hearing and comments from all Commissioners’ present, two overall directions emerged:

1) Elimination of three units at the center of the building from the top 3-4 floors
create a “notch” to improve light and air for BayCrest (and the new building);

2) A two-tower design as was the original UDAT and PPA recommendation.

Neither design has been presented and we are now less than ten days before the
new hearing date. It is a waste of everyone’s time to go back before the Commission and
try to design it on the spot (again) or to hold the same hearing and air out all the same
issues. When we return to the Commission it should be with a design that has been
reviewed by all and vetted (if not fully agreed upon). There are also some issues which
must be addressed for any return to the Commission:

A. The privately owned, publicly accessible open space (POPQOS) at Bay Crest;
B. The newly enacted (now applicable to the project) Urban Design Guidelines;
C. The Design Review Process Outlined in Section 309.1.

Accordingly, we are requesting a further continuance of this hearing until we see
a new design. We requested a meeting with the development team (and perhaps Planning
staff can be there as well) without result. We are suggesting a June 7 date. | am copying
the Commissioners on this request and perhaps they might check in and express
themselves on our request to avoid another wasted trip to the Commission.
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STEPHEN M. WILLIAMS
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trip to the Commission. It does not make sense to go forward until we receive a
design and have time to review and comment on it.

STEPHEN M. 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: 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);
Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR MARK FARRELL CELEBRATES 100 YEARS OF SAN FRANCISCO
GENERATING CLEAN ENERGY

Date: Tuesday, May 01, 2018 2:05:09 PM

Attachments: 5.1.18 Hetch Hetchy 100 Year Anniversary.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: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR)

Sent: Tuesday, May 01, 2018 1:30 PM

To: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR)

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR MARK FARRELL CELEBRATES 100 YEARS OF SAN FRANCISCO
GENERATING CLEAN ENERGY

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, May 1, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*** PRESSRELEASE ***
MAYOR MARK FARRELL CELEBRATES100 YEARS

OF SAN FRANCISCO GENERATING CLEAN ENERGY

City-owned and operated Hetch Hetchy Power system started generating 100 percent
greenhouse gas-free electricity on May 6, 1918

San Francisco, CA— Today, Mayor Mark Farrell signed a resolution recognizing a historic
milestone in the City’ s ongoing efforts to provide cleaner, greener electricity to San Francisco
residents and businesses.

This month marks the 200" anniversary of the City-owned and operated Hetch Hetchy Power
System, which has generated and delivered 100 percent greenhouse gas-free hydroelectricity
to San Francisco. To honor that historic milestone, Mayor Farrell introduced a resolution
proclaiming May 6, 2018 as Hetch Hetchy Power System Centennia Day.

“For a century, San Francisco has been a pioneer in clean energy practices,” said Mayor
Farrell. “We can celebrate this achievement, but with such great uncertainty at the federal
level when it comes to environmental support, we must double down on our current efforts to
be an innovative leader in sustainable energy policies. While we recognize one century of
accomplishments, we are plotting out the next 100 years of responsible environmental
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MARK E. FARRELL
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, May 1, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR MARK FARRELL CELEBRATES 100 YEARS
OF SAN FRANCISCO GENERATING CLEAN ENERGY

City-owned and operated Hetch Hetchy Power system started generating 100 percent
greenhouse gas-free electricity on May 6, 1918

San Francisco, CA— Today, Mayor Mark Farrell signed a resolution recognizing a historic
milestone in the City’s ongoing efforts to provide cleaner, greener electricity to San Francisco
residents and businesses.

This month marks the 100" anniversary of the City-owned and operated Hetch Hetchy Power
System, which has generated and delivered 100 percent greenhouse gas-free hydroelectricity to
San Francisco. To honor that historic milestone, Mayor Farrell introduced a resolution
proclaiming May 6, 2018 as Hetch Hetchy Power System Centennial Day.

“For a century, San Francisco has been a pioneer in clean energy practices,” said Mayor Farrell.
“We can celebrate this achievement, but with such great uncertainty at the federal level when it
comes to environmental support, we must double down on our current efforts to be an innovative
leader in sustainable energy policies. While we recognize one century of accomplishments, we
are plotting out the next 100 years of responsible environmental stewardship.”

San Francisco has pursued innovative and sustainable energy practices at the same time that the
City’s population and economy has experienced unprecedented growth, debunking the falsehood
that strong environmental and economic objectives are mutually exclusive. The City has reduced
greenhouse gas emissions by 29 percent, while the population has grown by 20 percent and gross
domestic product has increased 111 percent.

Last month, Mayor Farrell announced two more ambitious goals for San Francisco—a pledged
for the City to be carbon neutral by 2050 and to have 80 percent of trips be taken by sustainable
modes by 2030.

The Hetch Hetch energy systems powers some of the City’s most recognizable landmarks and
services, including City Hall, Muni vehicles, the San Francisco Zoo and San Francisco
International Airport. It also helps to meet the City’s goal to use 100 percent renewable energy
by 2030.

As the City continues to eliminate carbon emissions from its electricity supply, the San Francisco
Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) is empowering residents and businesses with an array of
programs and initiatives that make it easy to go green. In addition to clean Hetch Hetchy

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, Room 200
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681
TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141





OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

MARK E. FARRELL
MAYOR

electricity, the SFPUC also offers San Francisco electricity customers CleanPowerSF, a clean
energy partnership with PG&E.

CleanPowerSF is now serving more than 80,000 San Francisco customers with cleaner energy
from renewable sources such as wind and solar power. The SFPUC anticipates enrolling all
eligible San Francisco customers in CleanPowerSF by July 2019.

“Every new SFPUC power customer is making a real and immediate impact on climate change,”
said SFPUC General Manager Harlan L. Kelly, Jr. “We are committed to bringing clean, safe
and reliable energy to all San Franciscans.”

The SFPUC is also building a Hetch Hetchy electricity distribution line in the City’s Mission
Bay Neighborhood to better connect future customers with Hetch Hetchy clean electricity.
Additionally, this year, the SFPUC will bring online four new solar arrays totaling 400 kilowatts
in new renewable generation for the City.

it
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: Eeliciano. Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 1863 Mission Street

Date: Tuesday, May 01, 2018 1:24:37 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: spike [mailto:spikekahn@gmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, May 01, 2018 12:58 PM

To: Ajello Hoagland, Linda (CPC); Rich Hillis; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Rodney Fong; Johnson, Milicent
(CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC);
Ronen, Hillary

Subject: 1863 Mission Street

Dear Supervisor Ronen, Planning Commissioners and staff:

1863 Mission developer, Michael Mamone with Corovan LLC is a serial gentrifier,
back now before the Commission with yet another project with less than minimum
community benefits to the Mission District, where he's already made a fortune.

United to Save the Mission is asking that the developer:
«to build a project that includes benefits to the community in which he is making
his profit for himself and his investors

e increase the inclusionary affordable housing by adding additional BMR units or
adding federally subsidized housing units through a partnership with Brilliant
Corners.

e provide a long term lease for the commercial space at $2/SF to a community
serving business such as a neighborhood non-profit.

« alter the facade of the commercial space to bring the windows more in character
with the cultural and architectural context of Mission Street

Mr. Mamone has developed the following projects in the Mission in the past 5
years, this being the 3rd on this one block, all without much, if any, affordable
units and no community benefits on any project:
e 200 Dolores Street - 13 luxury units total - paid in lieu fee to not include any
affordable
e 1875 Mission Street - 39 luxury units total/6 affordable (15%) - currently uses
the commercial space as his development office
e 3420 18th Street - 16 luxury units total - paid in lieu fee to not include any
affordable - 1 market rate retail space
e 1801 Mission Street - 17 luxury units total/2 affordable units (11.8%) one of the
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lowest to date in the mission - 1 market rate retail space and 1 second floor
market rate office space

As Commissioners, you can and must take a stand. This is not a 'by right' property.
The developer is asking for items that require conditional use, variances, etc. There
needs to be something given back to the Mission; we can't sustain any more
gentrification by luxury developments without ANY community mitigation efforts on
the project. We believe this development, added to 1801 Mission and a future
development at 344 14th street, will cumulatively impact the neighborhood and our
requests of the developer are necessary to reduce direct and indirect harm to the
surrounding working class residents and to preserve the cultural and economic
diversity of the neighborhood.

peace,

Spike Kahn
+1 415 935 3641 (USA/WhatsApp)
or 351 919 796 210 (EV)

spikekahn@gmail.com

Confidentiality Note: This e-mail is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information
that is privileged, confidential or otherwise protected from disclosure. Dissemination, distribution or copying of this e-mail or
the information herein by anyone other than the intended recipient, or an employee or agent responsible for delivering the
message to the intended recipient, is prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please contact the originator of this
e-mail and destroy the original message and all copies.
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 350-352 San Jose Avenue—Notification of Project Receiving Environmental Review, Case No. 2017-
015039ENV

Date: Tuesday, May 01, 2018 1:22:52 PM

Attachments: calpin050118.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: Eddie Stiel [mailto:eddiestiel@yahoo.com]

Sent: Tuesday, May 01, 2018 10:53 AM

To: megan.calpin@gmail.com; Calpin, Megan (CPC); Byrd, Virnaliza (CPC); White, Elizabeth (CPC);
Jardines, Esmeralda (CPC)

Cc: SOTF, (BOS); Ethics Commission, (ETH); Cityattorney; Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Johnson,
Milicent (CPC); Rodney Fong; Rich Hillis; Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Sheehy, Jeff (BOS); Julian Mark; Inc Mission Local; Laura Waxmann; Tim
Redmond; Randy Shaw

Subject: 350-352 San Jose Avenue—Notification of Project Receiving Environmental Review, Case No.
2017-015039ENV

2887 Folsom
Street

San Francisco, CA 94110

May 1, 2018

Megan Calpin

San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

(By email)

RE: 350-352 San Jose Avenue—Natification of Project Receiving Environmental Review, Case No.
2017-015039ENV

Dear Ms. Calpin:

I have lived in the Mission District since January, 1992; always a renter, twice no fault evicted (OMI-2004,
Ellis Act-2005).

My first concern is administrative. The Notification of Project Receiving Environmental Review (NPRER)
instructs me to write to you at a @gmail.com email address, even though you work for the San Francisco
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2887 Folsom Street                                  

San Francisco, CA  94110

									May 1, 2018



Megan Calpin

San Francisco Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA  94103

(By email)



RE:  350-352 San Jose Avenue—Notification of Project Receiving Environmental Review, Case No. 2017-015039ENV       	



Dear Ms. Calpin:



I have lived in the Mission District since January, 1992; always a renter, twice no fault evicted (OMI-2004, Ellis Act-2005).  



My first concern is administrative.  The Notification of Project Receiving Environmental Review (NPRER) instructs me to write to you at a @gmail.com email address, even though you work for the San Francisco Planning Department.  The “Planning Application “ tab on the Property Information Page for 350-352 San Jose Avenue contains your @sfgov.org email address, so I am sending this letter to both addresses.  It seems wrong that people should correspond to city employees and officials to any email address except @sfgov.org.  Likewise, two of the seven Planning Commissioners, Richard Hillis and Rodney Fong, use non-@sfgov.org email accounts for correspondence as Planning Commissioners.  Because this issue may impact the Freedom of Information Act and the Sunshine Ordinance, I am sending a copy of this letter to the SF Ethics Commission and to the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force to formally inform those agencies so that they can take appropriate action.



I have three environmental concerns about this proposed project.  First, the new construction will cast new shadow on the adjacent Juri Commons public open space.  Second, the project does not provide the required number of off-street parking spaces, leading to increased traffic and street parking congestion.  Third, the project density is out of scale to the rest of the street and to the specific part of the Mission District.



I also have strong non-environmental objections to this proposed project.  Unlike some other NPRER’s I have received, this one does not contain a Planning Department staff contact with whom to discuss non-environmental issues.  Accordingly, I am sending a copy of this letter to the other Planning Department employees listed on the above noted “Planning Application” tab--Virnalza Byrd, Elizabeth White and Esmeralda Jardines—and to Planning Director John Rahaim and to the Planning Commissioners.



The Planning Department should reject this proposed project out of hand because it unnecessarily destroys perfectly habitable rent-controlled apartments leading to the likely permanent evictions of their current residents.  Unlike some similar proposals that would lead to “renovictions”, this one does not combine the existing living space with the proposed new construction.  However, the plans show a complete gut rehabilitation of the existing four apartments.  All four apartments would undergo complete internal re-orientation.  An existing 2 BR becomes a 1 BR, an existing 1 BR becomes a 2 BR, and the other two 1BR’s remain 1BR’s with a total internal remodel of every room.  Clearly, the Property Owner and Project Sponsor are not designing the new apartments for the current occupants.



The Rent Ordinance allows for the Temporary Eviction for Capital Improvement (http://sfrb.org/topic-no-206-temporary-eviction-capital-improvements) with a standard relocation period of 90 days.  At the March 22, 2018 Pre-Application Meeting, Project Sponsor Amir Afifi indicated that the proposed construction period would be 12 to 18 months, subverting the intention of the Rent Ordinance.  Also at the meeting, the Property Owner disingenuously stated that he had not considered a solution to this “problem,” which he could avoid if he just left alone the existing apartments.  Indeed, the Planning Department should so require.



I read the “Preliminary Project Assessment”, which omits the existence of the current residents.  Instead, it focuses on the property rather than on the profound impacts the proposed construction would have on the existing residents; most notably, their likely permanent displacement.  The Planning Department has this process all wrong.  Your top priority must be to preserve existing rent-controlled apartments and to prevent the eviction, even temporary, of current residents.  If 350-352 San Jose Avenue contains developable space allowable under the Zoning Code, then the Project Sponsor and Property Owner can design and build a project without affecting the current apartments and their occupants, once the Planning Department rejects this proposal.



Thank you for letting me share my thoughts with you.  I look forward to your consideration of the Environmental Impacts of the proposed development at 350-352 San Jose Avenue and to the Planning Department’s rejection of it.



Sincerely,

Edward Stiel

Cc: 	John Rahaim, Director, SF Planning Department

	SF Planning Commissioners

Supervisor Jeff Sheehy

San Francisco Ethics Commission

Sunshine Ordinance Task Force


Planning Department. The “Planning Application “ tab on the Property Information Page for 350-352 San
Jose Avenue contains your @sfgov.org email address, so | am sending this letter to both addresses. It
seems wrong that people should correspond to city employees and officials to any email address except
@sfgov.org. Likewise, two of the seven Planning Commissioners, Richard Hillis and Rodney Fong, use
non-@sfgov.org email accounts for correspondence as Planning Commissioners. Because this issue
may impact the Freedom of Information Act and the Sunshine Ordinance, | am sending a copy of this
letter to the SF Ethics Commission and to the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force to formally inform those
agencies so that they can take appropriate action.

| have three environmental concerns about this proposed project. First, the new construction will cast
new shadow on the adjacent Juri Commons public open space. Second, the project does not provide the
required number of off-street parking spaces, leading to increased traffic and street parking congestion.
Third, the project density is out of scale to the rest of the street and to the specific part of the Mission
District.

| also have strong non-environmental objections to this proposed project. Unlike some other NPRER's |
have received, this one does not contain a Planning Department staff contact with whom to discuss non-
environmental issues. Accordingly, | am sending a copy of this letter to the other Planning Department
employees listed on the above noted “Planning Application” tab--Virnalza Byrd, Elizabeth White and
Esmeralda Jardines—and to Planning Director John Rahaim and to the Planning Commissioners.

The Planning Department should reject this proposed project out of hand because it unnecessarily
destroys perfectly habitable rent-controlled apartments leading to the likely permanent evictions of their
current residents. Unlike some similar proposals that would lead to “renovictions”, this one does not
combine the existing living space with the proposed new construction. However, the plans show a
complete gut rehabilitation of the existing four apartments. All four apartments would undergo complete
internal re-orientation. An existing 2 BR becomes a 1 BR, an existing 1 BR becomes a 2 BR, and the
other two 1BR’s remain 1BR’s with a total internal remodel of every room. Clearly, the Property Owner
and Project Sponsor are not designing the new apartments for the current occupants.

The Rent Ordinance allows for the Temporary Eviction for Capital Improvement (http://sfrb.org/topic-no-
206-temporary-eviction-capital-improvements) with a standard relocation period of 90 days. At the March
22, 2018 Pre-Application Meeting, Project Sponsor Amir Afifi indicated that the proposed construction
period would be 12 to 18 months, subverting the intention of the Rent Ordinance. Also at the meeting,
the Property Owner disingenuously stated that he had not considered a solution to this “problem,” which
he could avoid if he just left alone the existing apartments. Indeed, the Planning Department should so
require.

| read the “Preliminary Project Assessment”, which omits the existence of the current residents. Instead,
it focuses on the property rather than on the profound impacts the proposed construction would have on
the existing residents; most notably, their likely permanent displacement. The Planning Department has
this process all wrong. Your top priority must be to preserve existing rent-controlled apartments and to
prevent the eviction, even temporary, of current residents. If 350-352 San Jose Avenue contains
developable space allowable under the Zoning Code, then the Project Sponsor and Property Owner can
design and build a project without affecting the current apartments and their occupants, once the
Planning Department rejects this proposal.

Thank you for letting me share my thoughts with you. | look forward to your consideration of the
Environmental Impacts of the proposed development at 350-352 San Jose Avenue and to the Planning
Department’s rejection of it.

Sincerely,

Edward Stiel

Cc: John Rahaim, Director, SF Planning Department
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SF Planning Commissioners
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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);
Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR MARK FARRELL ANNOUNCES MAY 1 BUDGET WITH SIGNIFICANT
INVESTMENTS IN LONG-TERM INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS

Date: Tuesday, May 01, 2018 11:10:02 AM

Attachments: 5.1.18 May 1 Budget Investments.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: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR)

Sent: Tuesday, May 01, 2018 11:08 AM

To: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR)

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR MARK FARRELL ANNOUNCES MAY 1 BUDGET WITH
SIGNIFICANT INVESTMENTS IN LONG-TERM INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, May 1, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*** PRESSRELEASE ***

MAYOR MARK FARRELL ANNOUNCESMAY 1BUDGET
WITH SIGNIFICANT INVESTMENTSIN LONG-TERM
INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS

Muni service, Embarcadero Seawall, public library system and clean energy projects
to be supported by proposed budget

San Francisco, CA— Mayor Mark Farrell today announced significant investments to expand
Muni’s light-rail fleet, strengthen the Embarcadero Seawall and renovate San Francisco’s
public libraries.

“Whileit isimportant that we address the pressing issues of the present, we must plan
responsibly for the future,” said Mayor Farrell. “ This budget will ensure that the next

generation of San Franciscans has arobust public transit system, infrastructure that is
seismically-stable and alibrary system that fully supports their needs.”

The May 1 budget is released every two years and supports the work of 12 City departments,
including the City’ s four enterprise departments—San Francisco Municipal Transportation
Agency, the Port of San Francisco, the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission and the San
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MARK E. FARRELL
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, May 1, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*** PRESS RELEASE ***

MAYOR MARK FARRELL ANNOUNCES MAY 1 BUDGET
WITH SIGNIFICANT INVESTMENTS IN LONG-TERM
INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS

Muni service, Embarcadero Seawall, public library system and clean energy projects
to be supported by proposed budget

San Francisco, CA— Mayor Mark Farrell today announced significant investments to expand
Muni’s light-rail fleet, strengthen the Embarcadero Seawall and renovate San Francisco’s public
libraries.

“While it is important that we address the pressing issues of the present, we must plan
responsibly for the future,” said Mayor Farrell. “This budget will ensure that the next generation
of San Franciscans has a robust public transit system, infrastructure that is seismically-stable and
a library system that fully supports their needs.”

The May 1 budget is released every two years and supports the work of 12 City departments,
including the City’s four enterprise departments—San Francisco Municipal Transportation
Agency, the Port of San Francisco, the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission and the San
Francisco International Airport.

Incorporated in the May 1 Budget are many projects over the next two years that are funded
outside of the budget process, through supplemental appropriations and the Municipal
Transportation Agency’s (SFMTA) capital budget. The May 1 proposal is the first step toward
creating a balanced budget, and will be followed by the full budget on June 1, which will include
spending plans supported by the General Fund.

Mayor Farrell’s May 1 budget includes $8.2 billion in revenues and expenditures over the next
two years. It will enable more than $3.2 billion in capital investments, including $135 million in
combined operating and capital investments to purchase 40 new light-rail cars for Muni and $95
million for bike, pedestrian and traffic calming measures.

The budget also includes $20 million to fully fund the renovation of the Mission branch public
library, $11 million for new a ferry landing in Mission Bay and $6.35 million for seismic
improvements for the Embarcadero Seawall, in anticipation of the $425 million bond measure to
strengthen the waterfront that is slated to go before voters in November.

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, Room 200
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681
TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141





MARK E. FARRELL
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

“San Francisco’s waterfront is a backbone for the regional transportation system, an iconic
destination, and world renowned for its beautiful public open space, restaurants, family
museums, attractions and more,” said Port of San Francisco Executive Director Elaine Forbes. “I
want to thank our City leadership for prioritizing the funding for the Embarcadero Seawall and
the Mission Bay Ferry Landing, infrastructure that will ensure a vibrant and safe waterfront for
our future generations.”

In addition to the public transit and infrastructure improvements, the Mayor’s May 1 budget
includes funding plans to support the renovation and expansion of terminals at the San Francisco
International Airport and investments to help with the citywide rollout of CleanPowerSF, a clean
energy program overseen by the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission.

“CleanPowerSF is already bringing cleaner and more renewable energy to more than 80,000 San
Francisco residents and businesses,” said SFPUC General Manager Harlan Kelly. “This
significant investment will help the SFPUC expand CleanPowerSF citywide and further reduce
our City’s carbon footprint, which is key to slowing the impacts of climate change. As a City, we
are committed to making cleaner, greener energy available to all of San Francisco.”

Mayor Farrell will continue to work with the Board of Supervisors, community organizations,
residents and businesses to help develop the June 1 budget.
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: Eoster, Nicholas (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Opposition Letter to Formula Use approval for Lombardi Site at the Corner of Polk and Jackson
Date: Monday, April 30, 2018 2:49:15 PM

Attachments: Lombardi Ltr, v 6.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: pwebber928@aol.com [mailto:pwebber928@aol.com]

Sent: Monday, April 30, 2018 2:49 PM

To: dennis.richareds@sfgov.org; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Millicent.johnson@sfgov.org;
Melgar, Myrna (CPC); richhillissf@gmail.com; planning@rodneyfong.ocm; Rahaim, John (CPC); Foster,
Nicholas (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

Subject: Opposition Letter to Formula Use approval for Lombardi Site at the Corner of Polk and Jackson

Ladies and Gentlemen,

Attached is my opposition letter to a formula retail use of Lombardi site at Polk and Jackson.
Paul Webber

A North Beach Resident


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:nicholas.foster@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/

                                                     Paul Webber 

                                             A North Beach Resident 

                                                  San Francisco, CA 

                                                    May 1, 2018

   

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission

  

Re: Opposition to Formula Retail Use for Lombardi Site at Polk and Jackson



Dear Commissioners,

     I am writing to you in opposition to the proposed CU for the Lombardi site which would permit a Whole Foods affiliated formula retail enterprise to be opened there.  This opposition is raised for a number of reasons.

Major retail use would create even greater traffic congestion.  

With the heavy flow of traffic to and from the store as well as from potential “drive through” services from the store, the existing traffic congestion already on Polk would get even worse.  Further, if the corporate parent of the proposed occupant were to create distribution point at the site for other products in its universe, the additional car and truck traffic could essentially shut down the street at frequent intervals.  More about a potential distribution point below.

Where do employees park?

The jobs available for food service employees would not allow them to live in the City, and that would mean they would be commuting from some distance away, thus creating a need for employee parking.  Where is that going to come from in a neighborhood where parking is already scarce?

CU is not for a distribution outlet.

As Director Rahaim correctly pointed at the beginning of the last CU hearing, that hearing was/is about a formula retail waiver being sought for a formula retail grocery store.  While there was general discussion about the possibility of Amazon using the location as a distribution, that was not AND IS NOT the formula retail waiver being sought.  

While some of you voiced the desire to accommodate the wishes of the neighborhood, its wishes ARE NOT for a distribution center.  Those supporting it say they want a grocery store.   The impact on the neighborhood from the truck and car traffic to and from a distribution point would be enormous. So, either the scope of the formula retail waiver being sought needs to be vastly expanded and subject to future CU hearings or the CU conditions would have to affirmatively include a PROHIBITIAN AGAINST the utilization of the lot/space for distribution activities for products not offered and generally available as grocery products in the ordinary course in THAT formula retail grocery store.   

A Grocery Store is not the highest and best use.

According to Google Earth, the drive time between the Lombardi site and the Franklin Whole Foods store is THREE MINUTES.  So, what public policy or compelling need is being served by permitting the pairing up of two related high-end food halls located within three minutes of each other?  But what does sound like a compelling need is housing, including affordable housing.

The site is perfect for housing.

The location has convenient access to frequent multiple line public transit service, thus reducing the need for parking, and such use is consistent with the land use policy of clustering housing around public transit-centric locations.  Secondly. Within a two-three block radius is a complete and already in in place infrastructure of neighborhoods shops & services including groceries, a veritable United Nations of restaurants and other food and beverage services, new and used clothing stores, flower ships and laundry and dry-cleaning services. 

Further, to create this housing, there is no need to evict tenants in order to demolish existing housing, because there is no housing on the site! This housing would probably be eligible for either City or state density bonus programs, depending upon the amount of affordable housing being proposed, which could incentivize prospective developers.  

Formula retail approval could put at risk the retention of local control over land use as we know it.

Finally, there is an additional consideration which must be kept in mind that could have a long-term impact on local land use control, and that is the specter of Senate Bill 827.  This bill attempted to wrest away from local control the regulation of housing construction. The stated reason for this was that local agencies, such as the City, were not doing enough about housing, including affordable housing, and therefore the state needed to intervene.  

While 827 did not get voted out of committee, there are some ominous signals about next year.  First of all, the vote was not unanimous. Secondly, senators who voted against the bill said that they wanted to “work with” the authors to “get it right.”    And one author has already started work on a successor bill.  

Local planning commissions are going to be under a microscope as to their actions regarding housing, and the bill sponsor will be looking for anything that indicates that the locals are “still not getting it.” One of your own members attended the hearing in Sacramento, has been closely following 827 and can attest to the seriousness of this matter.  

So, how is it going to look if our Commission,  “because the neighborhood wants it”, approves the development of a high end market, whose sister location is but three minutes away, and which will contribute to ever worsening traffic conditions, and, in the face of significant opposition to a formula  retail use and significant support for housing use,  TURNS DOWN the opportunity to push for housing, including affordable housing, in a transit-centric location, with all of the neighborhood amenities place, and which would not require evicting anyone or demolishing existing housing to do it? That will be right up there with Exhibit A as the reason that the state needs to intervene.  

This risk has got to be taken seriously and requires your recognition of possible consequences at the state level of your local land use actions.  One has to wonder if “the neighborhood wants it” will play well at the state level in the face of almost certain successor legislation to 827, especially with such strong local opposition which is pushing for housing on the site.

So, I and others urge you to disapprove a CU for a formula retail use of the Lombardi site and support the building of housing, including affordable housing, on that site.  

Thank you.

Paul Webber
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: Eeliciano. Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Case No. 2017-014693CUA, Philz Coffee Conditional Use Application for 2230 Polk Street — Letter of
Opposition

Date: Monday, April 30, 2018 11:34:56 AM

Attachments: 2018-05-10 SF PLANNING RE PHILZ.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: Lauren Bohlin [mailto:lauren@saintfrankcoffee.com]

Sent: Monday, April 30, 2018 10:26 AM

To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

Cc: Rahaim, John (CPC); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Adina, Seema (CPC); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar,
Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin
(CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC)

Subject: Case No. 2017-014693CUA, Philz Coffee Conditional Use Application for 2230 Polk Street —
Letter of Opposition

Dear Commissioners:

| am writing to oppose the application of Philz Coffee for a conditional use of 2230 Polk Street as a
coffee house.

My letter is attached.

Thank you for your time,

Lauren Bohlin
St. Frank Coffee, LLC.

lauren@sai ntfrankcoffee.com
940-453-3719
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Lauren Bohlin
2340 Polk St.
San Francisco, CA 94109
lauren@saintfrankcoffee.com

April 30, 2018

San Francisco Planning Commission 1650
Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, California 94103
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

RE: Case No. 2017-014693CUA, Philz Coffee Conditional Use Application for 2230 Polk Street — Letter of
Opposition

Dear Commissioners:

| am writing to oppose the application of Philz Coffee for a conditional use of 2230 Polk Street as a coffee
house.

Within a few blocks of the proposed site are 2 national coffee anchor chains (Starbucks, Peets), 3
independent small coffee shops, and several cafes offering coffee/espresso drinks. Adding another chain
coffee shop in such close proximity goes against the Commission Guide for Formula Retail in which it is
clear that another coffee chain is neither necessary nor desirable in the neighborhood. San Francisco
needs to protect its vibrant small business sector and create a supportive environment for new business
innovations.

Not only do my husband and | own a coffee shop within two blocks, we also live in the neighborhood and
are members of the Russian Hill Neighbors organization. RHN may send a letter in favor of Philz but it not
because they believe the neighborhood needs another coffee shop. It is because they do not like seeing a
vacancy on Polk Street. While this is a valid point, | believe that adding a third national chain may create a
larger ripple effect of vacancies in which small local shops cannot compete and is the opposite of creating
a supportive environment for new business innovations. In addition, this vacancy has not been a long term
vacancy. Philz signed a lease after it had only been on the market for a short time and has been waiting
for this process to conclude. There was not an opportunity to see what other possibilities there could be in
that space other than another coffee shop chain.

The Conditional Use Authorization for Formula Retail Uses was created in an effort to protect San
Francisco's small business sector. The increase in formula retail coffee businesses in Russian Hill/Northern
Polk Street does not support small business or promote a diverse retail base and thus does not enhance
the unique social, cultural and esthetic qualities of the City and neighborhood.

We are asking that you please oppose the Conditional Use application for this project
Thank you,

Lauren Bohlin
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CCs:

John Rahaim Director
of Planning
john.rahaim@sfgov.org

District 3 Supervisor Aaron Peskin
Aaron.Peskin@sfgov.org

SF Planner assigned to this project
seema.adina@sfgov.org

RICH HILLIS
Commission President
richhillissf@gmail.com

MYRNA MELGAR
Commission Vice-President
myrna.melgar@sfgov.org

RODNEY FONG
Commissioner

(415) 202-0436
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

Lauren Bohlin
2340 Polk St.
San Francisco, CA 94109
lauren@saintfrankcoffee.com
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: Eeliciano. Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: wholefoods
Date: Monday, April 30, 2018 10:17:22 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: Mitchell Bearg [mailto:mbearg@sbcglobal.net]

Sent: Friday, April 27, 2018 2:54 PM

To: richchillissf@gmail.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com;
christine.d.johnosn@sfgov.org; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Cc: Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Rahaim, John (CPC); Peskin, Aaron (BOS)

Subject: wholefoods

Hi,

My name is Mitchell Bearg and | attended the hearing for the CUP for the Amazon/Wholefoods
space yesterday. | wanted to take the time to thank you all for the patience, thoughtfulness and
attentiveness you exhibited last night. | came away from the evening feeling as though you came to
a fair conclusion with the information at hand but feel that the evenings events brought up a few
issues | would like to share with you.

There were multiple references to how Wholefoods has impacted the neighborhoods and

businesses on both Haight Street and 24™ Street. | feel that these comparisons are flawed in that
prior to being Wholefoods they were Bell/Calla markets. Thus the impact from a brand new grocer
of this magnitude on both traffic patterns and to the small businesses is not comparable. A grocer of
this size mixed with Amazon will potentially impact our neighborhood in ways we are not prepared
for.

Another issue worth mentioning is that we really do not know what Amazon has planned for
Wholefoods and | suspect that the people presenting for Wholefoods are also unaware of the future
plans of how Amazon will utilize Wholefoods spaces. One can certainly assume that the 2 hour
delivery service and the lockers will become a hub of Amazon activity, how will this impact our
neighborhood?

Lastly there was a lot of noise that the people opposing the project were not residents of the area
and that is just false. Granted there may have been more residents there that supported the project
but there were plenty of residents there that also opposed the project along with a number of
people that are both business owners and residents.
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In the end | think the biggest problem is that we really do not know what Amazons intentions are
and without transparency it is impossible to understand the implications. Many communities
welcomed Walmart with open arms only to find their communities severely impacted negatively
years later, let’s not make the same mistake.

Thank you.



From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: Eeliciano. Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: PC 5/3: 1100 Potrero Ave - SUPPORT
Date: Monday, April 30, 2018 10:16:52 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: Thomas Rogers [mailto:throgers@yahoo.com]

Sent: Sunday, April 29, 2018 7:39 PM

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

Cc: Vu, Doug (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

Subject: PC 5/3: 1100 Potrero Ave - SUPPORT

Planning Commissioners,

With regard to the 1100 Potrero Ave project on your agenda this Thursday:

http://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2015-003800CUA. pdf

| live nearby (23rd/Rhode Island) and walk by the subject property often, and I'm in
full support of the proposal for reasons including:

e The design is attractive, and the "Design Evolution" plan sheets show how it
was improved during the project review process.
e The retention of the unique service station building with cafe/retail-type uses is a
key positive, and that definitely justifies the rear yard variance.
e The addition of four new homes on a site that currently has none is wonderful,
and I'm excited at the prospect of having new neighbors here.
Thanks for your consideration,
Thomas Rogers
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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);
Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Commission Update for the Week of April 30, 2018
Date: Monday, April 30, 2018 9:41:25 AM

Attachments: Commission Weekly Update 4.30.18.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, April 30, 2018 9:14 AM

To: Tsang, Francis

Subject: Commission Update for the Week of April 30, 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: 

April 30, 2018

Re: 

Commission Update for the Week of April 30, 2018

This memorandum summarizes and highlights agenda items before commissions and boards for the week of April 30, 2018. 

Airport (Tuesday, May 1, 9AM) - CANCELLED

Community Investment & Infrastructure (Tuesday, May 1, 1PM)


Action Items


· Authorizing the Executive Director to enter into a Memorandum of Understanding with the City and County of San Francisco Controller’s Office for financial systems, accounting, and audit support, in an amount not to exceed $245,000 for Fiscal Year 2018-2019

· Approving an Ordinance Levying Special Taxes within the Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco Community Facilities District No. 9 (HPS2/CP Public Facilities and Services)

· Approving a Budget for the period July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2019 and authorizing the Executive Director to submit the Budget and Interim Budget to the Mayor’s Office and the Board of Supervisors


Entertainment (Tuesday, May 1, 530PM)

Discussion Only


· Update on the hiring process for the Executive Director of the Entertainment Commission position. 

Action Items


· Hearing and Possible Action regarding applications for permits under the jurisdiction of the Entertainment Commission

Consent Agenda:


· EC-1438 – D’Angelica, Jon, District, 216 Townsend St., Limited Live Performance Permit.


· EC-1441 – Stearns, Esther, Stagecoach Greens, 1379 4th St., Mechanical Amusement Device Permit.


Regular Agenda:


· EC-1439 – Karajah, Kamel, El Valenciano, 1153 Valencia St., Place of Entertainment Permit.


· EC-1440 – Sheehy, Brian, Tradition, 441 Jones St., Place of Entertainment Permit.


· Discussion and Possible Action to adopt written comments and/or recommendations to be submitted by the Acting Director to the Planning Department and/or Department of Building Inspection regarding noise issues for proposed residential and/or hotel/motel projects per Chapter 116 of the of the Administrative Code.

Regular Agenda:


· 5 3rd Street, Bl/Lot: 3707/057, Discussion and possible action to adopt written comments and/or recommendations regarding noise issues for the proposed hotel project at 5 3rd Street, which is located within 300 feet of Hakkasan, Dada Bar, Local Edition, and Hawthorn, all permitted Places of Entertainment.


Health (Tuesday, May 1, 4PM)

Discussion Only


· SFDPH NON-HOSPITAL EMPLOYEE RECOGNITION AWARDS

· 2018 AND BEYOND TRANSITION OF CANNABIS PERMITTING FROM THE SFDPH TO THE OFFICE OF CANNABIS


Action Items


· MAY 2018 CONTRACTS REPORT


· REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF A NEW CONTRACT WITH THE AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION TO PROVIDE ANNUAL ACCESS TO CURRENT PROCEDURAL TERMINOLOGY (CPT®) CODES PRODUCED BY THE AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION FOR USE IN THE NEW ELECTRONIC HEALTH RECORD IN THE AMOUNT OF $598,315, WHICH INCLUDES A 12% CONTINGENCY THE TERM OF THE CONTRACT IS FOR THE PERIOD MARCH 31, 2018 TO FEBRUARY 28, 2023. (60 MONTHS).


· REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF A NEW CONTRACT WITH HEALTHCARE IT LEADERS LLC, TO PROVIDE AS-NEEDED IT BACKFILL, SUPPLEMENTAL STAFFING, CONSULTANTS, PROJECT MANAGERS, OR PROJECT LEADS FOR APPLICATIONS, ACTIVE DIRECTORY, SERVICE DESK, AND/OR SERVICE DESK TECHNICIANS IN SUPPORT OF THE ELECTRONIC HEALTH RECORD PROJECT IN THE AMOUNT OF $9,300,000. THE TERM OF THE CONTRACT IS FOR THE PERIOD MAY 1, 2018 THROUGH JULY 31, 2020 (27 MONTHS).


· REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF A NEW CONTRACT WITH HURON CONSULTING GROUP INC. TO PROVIDE AS-NEEDED IT BACKFILL, SUPPLEMENTAL STAFFING, CONSULTANTS, PROJECT MANAGERS, OR PROJECT LEADS FOR APPLICATIONS, ACTIVE DIRECTORY, SERVICE DESK, AND/OR SERVICE DESK TECHNICIANS IN SUPPORT OF THE ELECTRONIC HEALTH RECORD PROJECT IN THE AMOUNT OF $9,300,000. THE TERM OF THE CONTRACT IS FOR THE PERIOD MAY 1, 2018 THROUGH JULY 31, 2020 (27 MONTHS).


· REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF A NEW CONTRACT WITH OPTIMUM HEALTHCARE IT, LLC, TO PROVIDE AS-NEEDED IT BACKFILL, SUPPLEMENTAL STAFFING, CONSULTANTS, PROJECT MANAGERS, OR PROJECT LEADS FOR APPLICATIONS, ACTIVE DIRECTORY, SERVICE DESK, AND/OR SERVICE DESK TECHNICIANS IN SUPPORT OF THE ELECTRONIC HEALTH RECORD PROJECT IN THE AMOUNT OF $9,300, 000. THE TERM OF THE CONTRACT IS FOR THE PERIOD MAY 1, 2018 THROUGH JULY 31, 2020 (27 MONTHS).

Municipal Transportation Agency (Tuesday, May 1, 1PM)


Discussion Only


· SFMTA Branding


· Update on Vision Zero

· Presentation and discussion regarding the Shared Electric Moped Parking Permit Program.

Action Items


· Approving the following traffic modifications:

· ESTABLISH – TOW AWAY NO STOPPING ANY TIME − Sloat Boulevard, south side, from 33 feet to 100 feet west of Everglade Drive; Sloat Boulevard, south side, from Lakeshore Plaza Drive to 20 feet easterly; Sloat Boulevard, south side, from 95 feet to 115 feet east of Lakeshore Plaza Drive; Sloat Boulevard, north side, from 37th Avenue to 100 feet easterly.


· ESTABLISH – BUS ZONE − Sloat Blvd., north side, from 65 feet to 145 feet west of 36th Ave.


· ESTABLISH – YELLOW LOADING ZONE, 6AM – 6PM, MONDAY – SATURDAY – Sloat Boulevard, south side, from 20 feet to 95 feet east of Lakeshore Plaza Drive.


· ESTABLISH – NO RIGHT TURN – 11 AM to 8 PM, EXCEPT RESIDENTS OF 1300 LOMBARD sign on northbound Hyde Street. 

· Making environmental review findings; amending the Transportation Code, Division II, Section 601 to expand the hours of bus and taxi only lanes on Mission Street between 1st and Beale streets eastbound (inbound) and Mission Street between Main and 1st streets westbound (outbound) to “All Times” and add or amend pre-existing transit-only lanes in other locations; and approving parking and traffic modifications as follows:


· ESTABLISH - BUS & TAXI ONLY LANE, Mission Street, eastbound, from 1st to Beale streets; Mission Street, westbound, from Main to 1st streets.


· ESTABLISH - TOW-AWAY NO STOPPING ANYTIME, Mission Street, north side, from Fremont to Beale streets; Mission Street, south side, from Fremont Street to 69 feet easterly; Mission Street, south side, from Beale Street to 22 feet westerly.


· ESTABLISH - BUS AND TAXI ONLY LANE, Clay Street, eastbound, from Kearny to Sansome streets 3 to 6 p.m. Monday-Friday.


· ESTABLISH - BUS ONLY LANE, Pine Street, westbound, from Battery to Sansome streets, 3 to 7 p.m. Monday-Friday.


· ESTABLISH - BUS AND TAXI ONLY LANE, Sacramento Street, westbound, from Drumm to Front streets.


· ESTABLISH - MUNI ONLY LANE, Duboce Avenue, eastbound, from Fillmore to Church streets.

· Authorizing the Director to file a claim with the Metropolitan Transportation Commission for allocation of operating assistance from Transportation Development Act, State Transit Assistance, AB1107 One-Half Cent Sales Tax, and Regional Measure 2 funds for Fiscal Year 2019 to support the operating budget.

· Authorizing the Director to accept and expend up to $463,238 in Fiscal Year 2019 Transportation Development Act, Article 3 funds for Vision Zero Bike and Pedestrian Improvements. 

· Approving an amendment to the Memorandum of Understanding between the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency and the Transport Workers Union, Local 200 to modify the seniority provisions for Classification 9153 Transportation Controllers who transferred to that classification.

· Executing Contract Amendment No. 3 to SFMTA Contract No. CS-162, Professional Support Services for the Job Order Contracting Program, with The Gordian Group, to retroactively extend the term of the agreement to April 30, 2019 at no additional cost.

· Amending the Transportation Code, Division II, to establish a pilot Powered Scooter Share Permit Program for 24 months, requiring a permit issued by the Director of Transportation, establishing a fee for the issuance of the permit, establishing administrative penalties for failure to obtain a permit or violation of permit requirements, providing a procedure for the assessment and collection of administrative penalties for permit violations or parking or leaving standing an unpermitted Powered Scooter subject to the pilot Powered Scooter Share Permit Program on a sidewalk, street, or other public right-of-way, and making non-substantive corrections in Division II.

· Consenting to the proposed revisions to the Candlestick Point Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2 Transportation Plan and Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2 Development Infrastructure Plan, as these documents relate to matters under the SFMTA’s jurisdiction, and the transportation-related mitigation and improvement measures, and adopting findings under the California Environmental Quality Act. 

· CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - Existing Litigation: Paul Toan vs. CCSF, Superior Ct. #CGC17561876 filed on 6/15/17 and Fong Toan vs. CCSF, Superior Ct. #CGC17559415 filed on 10/13/17 for $990,000 (Closed Session)

Aging and Adult Services (Wednesday, May 2, 930AM)

Discussion Only


· CLF 6 Month Report and Annual Plan Update

Action Items


· Review and approval of Dignity Fund Community Needs Assessment.

· Review and approval of FY 2017/2018 Area Plan Update for submission to the California Department of Aging.

· Review and approval of FY 18.19 CDA-122 Area Plan Budget, associated contract AP-1819-06, and all subsequent amendments.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new contract agreement with San Francisco State University for the provision of consulting services for a community cultural center for adults with disabilities during the period of May 1, 2018 through March 31, 2019; in the amount of $99,842 plus a 10% contingency for a total amount not to exceed $109,826.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with San Francisco Village for the provision of the Village Model during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $629,000 plus a 10% contingency for a total grant amount not to exceed $691,900.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with NEXT Village San Francisco for the provision of the Village Model during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $215,124 plus a 10% contingency for a total grant amount not to exceed $236,636.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Golden Gate Senior Services for the provision of the Community Bridge Model during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $307,500 plus a 10% contingency for a total grant amount not to exceed $338,250.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Community Living Campaign for the provision of the Cayuga Community Connector Program during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $218,450 plus a 10% contingency for a total grant amount not to exceed $240,295.


· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with AIDS Housing Alliance San Francisco for the provision of limited term housing subsidy for seniors and adults with disabilities during the period of March 1, 2018 to June 30, 2019, in the amount of $375,000 plus a 10% contingency for a total grant amount not to exceed $412,500.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Self-Help for the Elderly for the provision of limited term housing subsidy for seniors and adults with disabilities during the period of March 1, 2018 to June 30, 2019, in the amount of $1,125,000 plus a 10% contingency for a total grant amount not to exceed $1,237,500.

· Requesting authorization to renew grant agreement with Institute on Aging for the provision of the Center for Elderly Suicide Prevention and grief related services program (IOA/CESP) during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2019; in the amount of $305,273 plus a 10% contingency for a total grant amount not to exceed $335,800.

· Requesting authorization to renew grant agreement with Institute on Aging for the provision of the Elder Abuse Forensic Center program (IOA/FC) during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2019; in the amount of $132,249 plus a 10% contingency for a total grant amount not to exceed $145,474.

· Requesting authorization to renew grant agreement with Institute on Aging for the provision of the Elder Abuse Prevention program (IOA/EAP) during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2019; in the amount of $125,347 plus a 10% contingency for a total grant amount not to exceed $137,882.

· Requesting authorization to renew grant agreement with Asian Pacific Islander Legal Outreach for the provision of the Elder Abuse Prevention Services program (APILO/EAPS) during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2019; in the amount of $18,649 plus a 10% contingency for a total grant amount not to exceed $20,514.

· Requesting authorization to renew the contract with Merced Residential Care for the provision of Emergency Bed Placement Services; during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2019; in the amount of $96,000 plus a 10% contingency for a total contract amount not to exceed $105,600.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Legal Assistance to the Elderly for the provision of Legal Service Program for Health-Related Law during the period of April 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $290, 322 plus a 10% contingency for a total amount not to exceed $319, 354.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Legal Assistance to the Elderly for the provision of Life Planning Legal Service Program for LGBT Older Adults and Adults with Disabilities during the period of April 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $177, 509 plus a 10% contingency for a total amount not to exceed $195, 260.

· Requesting authorization to re-new grant agreement with Senior and Disability Action for the provision of the Senior and Disability Empowerment program during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2019; in the amount of $197,102 plus a 10% contingency for a total grant amount not to exceed $216,812. 


· Requesting authorization to re-new grant agreement with Senior and Disability Action for the provision of the Homecare Advocacy program during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2019; in the amount of $102,238 plus a 10% contingency for a total grant amount not to exceed $112,461.

· Requesting authorization to re-new grant agreement with Senior and Disability Action for the provision of the Housing Advocacy and Counseling program during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2019; in the amount of $158,930 plus a 10% contingency for a total grant amount not to exceed $174,823. 


· Requesting authorization to re-new grant agreement with Senior and Disability Action for the provision of the Long Term Care Consumer Rights Advocacy program during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2019; in the amount of $115,689 plus a 10% contingency for a total grant amount not to exceed $127,257.

· Requesting authorization to renew the grant agreement with GLIDE FOUNDATION for the provision of Meal Services and Program Security for Department of Aging and Adult Services Clients; during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2019; in the amount of $1,570,634 plus a 10% contingency for a total grant amount not to exceed $1,727,698.

· Requesting authorization to renew the grant agreement with Shanti Project for the provision of Animal Bonding Services to Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and Transgender (LGBT) Seniors and Adults with Disabilities (AWD); during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $570,250 plus a 10% contingency for a total grant amount not to exceed of $627,275.

· Requesting authorization to renew the grant agreement with Shanti Project for the provision of Social Isolation Prevention Services to Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and Transgender (LGBT) Seniors and Adults with Disabilities (AWD); during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $672,400 plus a 10% contingency for a total grant amount not to exceed of $739,640.

· Requesting authorization to renew the grant agreement with Alzheimer’s Disease and Related Disorders Association, Inc. for the provision of addressing the needs of Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and Transgender (LGBT) Seniors and Adults with Disabilities (AWD) in San Francisco living with Alzheimer’s Disease and related dementias; during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2019; in the amount of $210,125 plus a 10% contingency for a total grant amount not to exceed of $231,137.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Bayanihan Equity Center for the provision of Community Services for seniors and adults with disabilities during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $777,668 plus a 10% contingency for a total amount not to exceed of¬ $855,434.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Bayview Hunter’s Point Multipurpose Senior Services for the provision of Community Services for seniors and adults with disabilities during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $2,144,026 plus a 10% contingency for a total amount not to exceed of¬ $2,358,428.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Bernal Heights Neighborhood Center for the provision of Community Services for seniors and adults with disabilities during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $1,052,196 plus a 10% contingency for a total amount not to exceed of¬ $1,157,415.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Catholic Charities for the provision of Community Services for seniors and adults with disabilities during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $1,030,770 plus a 10% contingency for a total amount not to exceed of¬ $1,133,847.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Centro Latino de San Francisco, Inc. for the provision of Community Services for seniors and adults with disabilities during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $224,790 plus a 10% contingency for a total amount not to exceed of¬ $247,269.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Curry Senior Center for the provision of Community Services for seniors and adults with disabilities during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $468,558 plus a 10% contingency for a total amount not to exceed of¬ $515,413.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Episcopal Community Services for the provision of Community Services for seniors and adults with disabilities during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $499,890 plus a 10% contingency for a total amount not to exceed of¬ $549,879.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Felton Institute for the provision of Community Services for seniors and adults with disabilities during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $220,632 plus a 10% contingency for a total amount not to exceed of¬ $242,695. (Linda Murley will present the item.)

· HH. Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Golden Gate Senior Services for the provision of Community Services for seniors and adults with disabilities during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $931,440 plus a 10% contingency for a total amount not to exceed of¬ $1,024,584.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Independent Living Resource Center of San Francisco for the provision of Community Services for seniors and adults with disabilities during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $231,872 plus a 10% contingency for a total amount not to exceed of¬ $255,059.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Kimochi, Inc. for the provision of Community Services for seniors and adults with disabilities during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $421,234 plus a 10% contingency for a total amount not to exceed of¬ $463,357.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Lighthouse for the Blind and Visually Impaired for the provision of Community Services for seniors and adults with disabilities during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $213,458 plus a 10% contingency for a total amount not to exceed of¬ $234,803.


· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Mission Neighborhood Centers for the provision of Community Services for seniors and adults with disabilities during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $475,380 plus a 10% contingency for a total amount not to exceed of¬ $522,918.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with On Lok Day Services / 30th Street Senior Center for the provision of Community Services for seniors and adults with disabilities during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $802,716 plus a 10% contingency for a total amount not to exceed of¬ $882,987.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Openhouse for the provision of Community Services for seniors and adults with disabilities during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $528,836 plus a 10% contingency for a total amount not to exceed of¬ $581,719.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Russian American Community Services for the provision of Community Services for seniors and adults with disabilities during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $186,328 plus a 10% contingency for a total amount not to exceed of¬ $204,960.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with San Francisco Senior Center for the provision of Community Services for seniors and adults with disabilities during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $1,095,292 plus a 10% contingency for a total amount not to exceed of¬ $1,204,821.


· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Self Help for the Elderly for the provision of Community Services for seniors and adults with disabilities during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $1,277,048 plus a 10% contingency for a total amount not to exceed of¬ $1,404,752.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Southwest Community Corporation for the provision of Community Services for seniors and adults with disabilities during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $405,296 plus a 10% contingency for a total amount not to exceed of¬ $445,825.

· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Y M C A of San Francisco for the provision of Community Services for seniors and adults with disabilities during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2020; in the amount of $911,916 plus a 10% contingency for a total amount not to exceed of¬ $1,003,107.

Board of Appeals (Wednesday, May 2, 5PM) - CANCELLED

Historic Preservation (Wednesday, May 2, 1230PM)

Discussion Only


· LANDMARK DESIGNATION AND CULTURAL HERITAGE WORK PROGRAM QUARTERLY REPORTS – Discussion of the HPC's Landmark Designation Work Program and the draft Cultural Heritage Work Program.

Action Items


· MINT-MISSION CONSERVATION DISTRICT – Assessor’s Block 3704, Lots 003, 010, 012, 013, 015, 017, 018, 019, 020, 021, 022, 024, 028, 029, 034, 035, 059, 079, 113, 144; Assessor’s Block 3725, Lots 087, 088 (District 4). The district is bound by Stevenson Street to the north, Mint and 5th streets to the east, Mission and Minna streets to the south and 6th Street to the west. As part of the Central SoMa planning effort, consideration to Initiate Change in Designation of seventeen (17) properties from not rated under Article 11 or Unrated (Category V) under Article 11 to Category 1 (Significant) through Category IV (Contributory) pursuant to Section 1106 of the Planning Code; and Initiate Conservation District Designation of the Mint-Mission Conservation District as an Article 11 Conservation District pursuant to Section 1107 of the Planning Code. The Mint-Mission Conservation District encompasses a cohesive concentration of reinforced concrete and brick masonry buildings constructed between 1906 and 1930.The District retains a mix of residential hotels, small-scale commercial buildings, warehouses and manufacturing facilities reflective of the area’s role as the center of industrial production in San Francisco and the major supplier of mining equipment, heavy machinery and other goods to the western states. The District is comprised of twenty-two properties, nineteen of which include contributing resources. The Mint Mission Conservation District is located in a C-3-GDowntown General Zoning District and 90-X Height and Bulk District. Preliminary Recommendation: Initiate

· 1942 SUTTER STREET – located on the north side of Sutter Street between Webster and Fillmore Streets, Assessor’s Block 0677; Lot 032 (District 5). Request for Certificate of Appropriateness to construct a horizontal addition at the first and second stories of the side (east) facade, visible from Cottage Row, and addition of new fenestration along the east side facade. The subject property is located within the Bush Street – Cottage Row Landmark District, RM-3 (Residential, Mixed, Medium Density) Zoning District, and 40-X Height and Bulk District. Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

· MURPHY WINDMILL – located in Golden Gate Park, on the north side of Martin Luther King Jr. Drive between John F. Kennedy Drive and the Great Highway, identified as a portion of Assessor’s Block 1700; Lot 001 (District 1). Request for Certificate of Appropriateness for alterations to comply with OSHA standards: (1) on the exterior: extension of the gallery rail by 5”, addition of a toe-kick at the bottom of the railing, replacement of deteriorated exterior gallery level wood doors with in-kind weather resistant materials, addition of tieoffs for fall protection on the stocks, safety additions to the fan tail (steel bracing and  cables for fall protection), and exterior lights at the entrance, and (2) at the interior: replacement of the existing wooden stairs with safety paneling, and removal of small sections of the floor surface on all levels for head clearance. The Murphy Windmill is located within a P (Public) Zoning District and OS (Open Space) Height and Bulk District. The Murphy Windmill and Millwright’s Cottage, and the landscaped open space setting surrounding the two structures was locally designated as San Francisco Landmark No. 210 under Article 10 of the Planning Code in May 2000. Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

· 3333 CALIFORNIA STREET – south side of California Street between Presidio Avenue and Laurel Street, in Assessor’s Parcel 1032, Lot 003 (District 2) - Request for Review and Comment on the nomination of the property to the National Register of Historic Places for its association with the San Francisco insurance industry, as one of the principal embodiemnts of the postwar decentralization and suburbanization of San Francisco, as the work of three masters – the architect Edward B. Page, the engineering firm of John J. Gould & J.J. Degenkolb/Henry J. Degenkolb & Associates, and the landscape architectural firm of Eckbo, Royston, & Williams/Eckbo, Austin, Dean and Williams – and as an example of a corporate headquarters in San Francisco that reflects mid-twentieth-century modernist design principles. The subject property is located within a RM-1 ResidentialMixed, Low Density Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt a Resolution in support of the nomination, subject to revisions, to the National Register of Historic Places.

· 255 MENDELL STREET – south side of Mendell Street between Evans Avenue and Newhall Street in the India Basin Industrial Park in the Bayview neighborhood. Assessor’s Block 4570, Lot 026 (District 10). Consideration of adoption of a resolution recommending Small Business Commission approval of a Legacy Business application. Knights’ Catering is a catering business that has served San Francisco for 55 years. The Legacy Business Registry recognizes longstanding, community-serving businesses that are valuable cultural assets to the City. In addition, the City intends that the Registry be a tool for providing educational and promotional assistance to Legacy Businesses to encourage their continued viability and success. The subject business is within the within a PDR-2 (Production, Distribution, and Repair) Zoning District and 65-J Height and Bulk District. Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt a Recommendation for Approval

Police (Wednesday, May 2, 530PM)

Action Items


· Request of the Chief of Police for approval to retroactively accept a grant of $10,000.00 from lead agency La Casa de las Madres to go towards costs connected with SFPD’s participation in the Bayview Domestic Violence High Risk Program 


· PERSONNEL EXCEPTION - Discussion and possible action to accept or reject Settlement Agreement filed in Case No. IAD 2016-0228, or take other action, if necessary (Closed Session)


· PERSONNEL EXCEPTION - Discussion and possible action for possible disposition of Case No. ALW IAD 2015-0082, or take other action, if necessary (Closed Session)


· PERSONNEL EXCEPTION - Discussion and possible action for possible disposition of Case No. ALW IAD 2015-0083, or take other action, if necessary (Closed Session)


· PERSONNEL EXCEPTION - Discussion and possible action for possible disposition of Case No. IAD 2014-0089, or take other action, if necessary (Closed Session)


· PERSONNEL EXCEPTION - Discussion and possible action for possible disposition of Case No. OCC 0291-16, or take other action, if necessary (Closed Session)


· PERSONNEL EXCEPTION:   Status and calendaring of pending disciplinary cases (Closed Session)

City Hall Preservation (Thursday, May 3, 5PM)

Planning (Thursday, May 3, 12PM)

Consideration of Items Proposed for Continuance


· 792 CAPP STREET – west side of Capp Street, between 22nd and 23rd Streets; lot 019B of Assessor’s Block 3637 (District 9) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 209.4, 303, and 317, proposing to demolish the existing two-story single-family home and construct a new four-story (40 foot tall) residential structure containing four dwelling units within a Residential Transit Oriented - Mission (RTO-M) Zoning District, Calle 24 Special Use 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 (Proposed Continuance to May 17, 2018)

· 75, 77, 79-81 LELAND AVENUE – located on the south side of Leland Avenue, west of Desmond Street, east of Talbert Court, and north of Visitacion Avenue; Lots: 007B and 030 in Assessor’s Block 6250 (District 10) - Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application Nos. 2015.0629.0164, 2015.0629.0165, and 2015.0629.0158, to construct three new buildings including two two-story, single-family homes (addressed as 75 and 77 Leland Avenue) and one new three-story mixed-use building with ground floor retail professional service and residential above (addressed as 79-81 Leland Avenue). The Project is located within an RH-1 (Residential, House, One-Family) as well as a NC-2 (Neighborhood Commercial-Small Scale) 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: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve  (Proposed Continuance to June 7, 2018)

· PUBLIC PARKING LOTS AS A PERMITTED USE IN THE GLEN PARK NCT DISTRICT AND ADJOINING LOCATIONS – Planning Code Amendment to permit as of right Public Parking Lot uses where the parcel is located in both the Glen Park Neighborhood Commercial Transit and RH-2 (Residential, House Districts, Two-Family) zoning districts, the property has been used as Public Parking Lot for the past ten years without the benefit of a permit, and the adjoining RH-2 parcel is no larger than 40 feet by 110 feet; 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 pursuant to Planning Code, Section 302. (Proposed Continuance to June 7, 2018)

· 1 DE HARO STREET – between King and Berry Streets – Lots 303 & 304 in Assessor’s Block 3800 (District 10) – Request for an Office Development Authorization under Planning Code Sections 320, 321 and 322 to authorize up to 86,301 sq. ft. from the Office Development Annual Limit. The Project would construct a new four-story, 58-ft. tall mixed-use building containing 869,301 sq. ft. of office use and 43,318 sq. ft. of PDR uses. The Project site is located within the PDR-1-G (Production, Distribution and Repair - General) Zoning District and 58-X Height and Bulk District. (Proposed Continuance to June 14, 2018)

1 DE HARO STREET – between King and Berry Streets – Lots 303 & 304 in Assessor’s Block 3800 (District 10) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 210.3C and 303, for uses that support new development of Production, Distribution and Repair (PDR) space for the project involving demolition of three existing two-story, 25-ft. tall light industrial buildings (collectively measuring approximately 10,620 sq. ft.), and construction a new four-story, 58-ft. tall mixed-use building containing 86,301 sq. ft. of office use and 43,318 sq. ft. of PDR uses. The Project also includes 10 accessory parking spaces adjacent to the building, streetscape improvements, 36 Class 1 and 24 Class 2 bicycle parking spaces. The Project is contingent upon the approval of new legislation associated with reauthorizing Planning Code Section 210.3C (See Case No. 2018-003257PCA). The Project site is located within the PDR-1-G (Production, Distribution and Repair - General) Zoning District and 58-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). (Proposed Continuance to June 14, 2018)

· 214 STATES STREET – north side of States Street between Levant and Castro Streets; Lot 038 in Assessor’s Block 2622 (District 8) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 317, to allow the tantamount to demolition of an existing 1,635 square foot, two-story single family home and the addition of a ground floor garage and front entrance, a horizontal rear addition, three new roof dormers and the enclosing of two front decks to create bay windows. The project site is located within a RH2 (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: Approve with Conditions with Modifications (Proposed Continuance to June 14, 2018)

· 89 ROOSEVELT WAY – south side of Roosevelt Way at Buena Vista Terrace; Lot 077 in Assessor’s Block 2612 (District 8) - Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2016.09.19.8061, proposing the vertical addition of a mezzanine level with roof decks to an existing 3-story building within a RM-1 (Residential-Mixed, Low Density) 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: Pending (Proposed Continuance to June 21, 2018)

Discussion Only


· CENTRAL SOMA HOUSING SUSTAINABILITY DISTRICT – Informational Presentation regarding the Business and Tax Regulations Code and Planning Code Amendments to create the Central South of Market Housing Sustainability District, encompassing an area generally bounded on its western portion by Sixth Street, on its eastern portion by Second Street, on its northern portion by the border of the Downtown Plan Area (an irregular border that generally jogs along Folsom, Howard and Stevenson Streets), and on its southern portion by Townsend Street, to provide a streamlined and ministerial approval process for certain housing projects meeting specific labor, on-site affordability, and other requirements; establishing a fee for applications for residential development permits within the District; making approval findings under the California Environmental Quality Act; making findings of public convenience, necessity, and welfare under Planning Code, Section 302; and making findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1.

Action Items


· 2001 MARKET STREET – south side of Market Street at the corner of Dolores Street; lots 042-045 of Assessor’s Block 3535 (District 8) – Request for a Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303, 303.1, and 752, to establish a Formula Retail Use (d.b.a. Genji Sushi, an approximately 50 square foot limited restaurant use specializing in sushi packaged for takeout in the deli area) inside an existing Whole Foods Market grocery store located within a NCT-3 (Moderate Scale Neighborhood Commercial District, 80-X and 40-X Height and Bulk Districts. 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

· REAUTHORIZING SECTION 210.3C CONCERNING NEW PRODUCTION, DISTRIBUTION, AND REPAIR SPACE – Planning Code Amendment to reauthorize provisions that support the development of new Production, Distribution, and Repair (PDR) space in specified PDR Zoning Districts; 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 the Planning Code, Section 101.1, and findings of public necessity, convenience, and welfare under Planning Code, Section 302. Preliminary Recommendation: Approve

· 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: Approve with Conditions

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 a Variance from the Zoning Administrator to address the requirements for the rear yard (Section 134) and dwelling unit exposure (Section 140). The project will 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 off-street parking spaces. The project site is located in a RC-3 (Residential-Commercial, Medium Density) Zoning District and 65-A Height and Bulk District.


· 1100 POTRERO AVENUE – southwest corner of Potrero Avenue and 23rd Street; lot 001 in Assessor’s Block 4211 (District 9) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 207, 209.1 and 303, to construct up to one dwelling unit for every 1,000 square feet of lot area for the project proposing a new four-story, 49-feet tall building containing four dwelling units adjacent to a limited commercial nonconforming use on the 3,500 square-foot lot. The subject property is located within a RH-3 (Residential– House, Three Family) Zoning District and 55-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

1100 POTRERO AVENUE – southwest corner of Potrero Avenue and 23rd Street; lot 001 in Assessor’s Block 4211 (District 9) – Request for a Variance to the rear yard requirement pursuant to Planning Code Section 134, to allow the construction of a new building containing four dwelling units to encroach 11-feet 6-inches into the rear yard. The subject property is located within a RH-3 (Residential – House, Three Family) Zoning District and 55-X Height and Bulk District.


· 749 27TH STREET – south side of 27th Street between Douglas and Diamond Streets; lot 012 of Assessor’s Block 6588 (District 8) – Request for a Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 317, to allow the tantamount to demolition of an existing two-story detached one-unit dwelling at the front of the property and the alteration of a detached single-family one-unit dwelling at the rear of the property. The project also requests a Variance from the Planning Code for front setback requirements, pursuant to Section 132. The subject property is located 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). Preliminary Recommendation: Pending


749 27TH STREET – south side of 27th Street between Douglas and Diamond Streets; lot 012 of Assessor’s Block 6588 (District 8) – Request for a Variance from the Planning Code for front setback requirements, pursuant to Section 132. The project is to allow the tantamount to demolition of an existing two-story detached one-unit dwelling at the front of the property and the alteration of a detached single-family one-unit dwelling at the rear of the property. The subject property is located within a RH-1 (Residential – House, One Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District.


· 2280 MARKET STREET – at Noe Street; Lot 013 of Assessor’s Block 3560 (District 8) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303, 303.1, 121.2, and 764 to allow a change of use to a Formula Retail Gym (d.b.a. Barry’s Bootcamp) in the existing commercial space greater than 4,000 square feet in size and operate before 6am on the property within the Upper Market NCT (Neighborhood Commercial Transit District) and 50/40-X Height and Bulk Districts. 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

· 2071 47TH AVENUE – at Quintara Street; Lot 015 of Assessor’s Block 2167 (District 4) - Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application 2017.05.03.5591 within the RH-1 (Residential, House – One Family) and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The proposal includes horizontal and vertical additions to an existing two-story single family residence. The proposal includes interior renovations and new front and rear decks. Additionally, the proposal will add one new Accessory Dwelling Unit to the ground floor per Ordinance 95-17. 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: Full Discretionary Review Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve with Modifications

· 739 DE HARO STREET – east side of De Haro Street between 19th and 20th Streets; Lot 024 of Assessor’s Block 4071 (District 10) - Requests for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application 2017.03.07.0898 within a RH-2 (Residential, House – Two Family) and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The proposal includes the remodel of an existing single family home with a new third story vertical addition and new garage at the street level. The proposal includes a new front façade, interior renovations and upgrade of the mechanical, electrical and structural systems. 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 Discretionary Review and Approve with Modification

Miscellaneous

· Retiree Health Care Trust Fund Board (Monday, April 30, 130PM)


From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: Eeliciano. Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: CUA for 2001 Market Street #2017-0000514CUA
Date: Friday, April 27, 2018 12:27:16 PM

Attachments: April 27.2018 CUA 2001 Market Street.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: 86 Dwellers [mailto:86dwellers@gmail.com]

Sent: Friday, April 27, 2018 11:54 AM

To: RICH HILLIS; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Rodney Fong; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);
Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC)

Cc: Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Tran, Nancy (CPC)

Subject: RE: CUA for 2001 Market Street #2017-0000514CUA

April 27,2018
San Francisco Planning Commission
C/o Nancy Tran

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Viae-mail: nancy.h.tran@sfgov.org

Re: Endorsement of Conditional Use Authorization to establish a Formula Retail Use Genji
Sushi

Honorable Planning Commissioners:

The 86 Dwellers Executive Committee has voted to unanimously endorse Genji Sushi
conditional-use application.

This use seems particularly appropriate on this vibrant commercial corridor in the central
Market Street.

It will serve neighborhood residents and potentially bring more patrons into our community to
the benefit of our neighborhood merchants.

Respectfully submitted,

86 Dwellers
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San Francisco Planning Commission


C/o Nancy Tran


1650 Mission Street, Suite 400


San Francisco, CA 94103


Via e-mail: nancy.h.tran@sfgov.org

Re: Endorsement of Conditional Use Authorization to establish a Formula Retail Use Genji Sushi


Honorable Planning Commissioners:


The 86 Dwellers Executive Committee has voted to unanimously endorse Genji Sushi conditional-use application.


This use seems particularly appropriate on this vibrant commercial corridor in the central Market Street.

It will serve neighborhood residents and potentially bring more patrons into our community to the benefit of our neighborhood merchants.


Respectfully submitted,


86 Dwellers


Executive Committee


Executive Committee
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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: Eeliciano. Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Beyond Chron - 1600 Jackson

Date: Friday, April 27, 2018 11:17:18 AM

Attachments: Bevond Chron _ Will SF Planning Commission Back Housing.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 Gembinski [mailto:chrisgembinski@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2018 1:20 PM

Cc: Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Rahaim, John (CPC)
Subject: Beyond Chron - 1600 Jackson

Please see the attached article written regarding Item #21, 1600 Jackson St.
Thank you,
Chris Gembinski

MPNA Chair
916-300-5704
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WILL SF PLANNING COMMISSION BACK
HOUSING?
(HTTP:/WWW.BEYONDCHRON.ORG/WILL-
SF-PLANNING-COMMISSION-BACK-
HOUSING/)

by Randy Shaw
(http://www.beyondchron.org/author/randy/) on
April 26, 2018

Vote Today on Polk Street Whole Foods Will Send
Message

The San Francisco Planning Commission will
- demonstrate today just how serious the city really is about
i B B IR 'F' building more housing. The Commission will decide
= whether to approve a new Whole Foods grocery at Polk
L.° and Jackson without accompanying housing on the site—
or to require housing as a long list of neighborhood
groups has urged.

¥

I's not a close question.

San Francisco is great at talking about the need for
housing but far less effective at building it. The Planning
Commission can show that the new pro-housing direction

The proposed Whole Foods---without housing

Mayor Lee set for the city is continuing in his absence.
Whole Foods and a Changing SF

When | previously wrote about this project,( “SF’s Choice: A Chain Store or Housing? (http://www.beyondchron.org/sfs-
choice-chain-store-housing/),” October 31. 2017), | detailed the past efforts by the Brennan family to include housing on
top of the Whole Foods they were building at at Haight and Stanyan. But showing how San Francisco got into its current
housing mess, and how Haight-Ashbury homeowners have been enriched by artificially restricting supply —-
neighborhood opposition killed the Brennan’s housing plan.

Whole Foods has housing above at its Castro store and will also have housing at its exciting future location at 81" and
Market, where it be on the corner of the new Trinity Plaza. So Whole Foods has no institutional problem with being
accompanied by housing.

Where Whole Foods sometimes runs into problems is due to it being formula retail, a point | made in a June 7, 2016
story on the location now at issue: “Whole Foods is Wrong for Polk Street (http://www.beyondchron.org/whole-foods-
wrong-polk-street/).” But opponents of the project are not objecting to Whole Foods. They just want housjpg islate »
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accompany it.

Chris Gembinski, Chair of the Middle Polk Neighborhood Association, makes the convincing point, “Each organization
that is opposed to this project is united in saying that housing over retail is the best use for this site. The low hanging
fruit, such as parking lots, have already been built upon. We have to start looking at underutilized commercial properties
such as Lombardi’s Sports as opportunity sites for housing.

We are trying to set a different narrative in San Francisco that we all can work together to build housing for all, prevent
displacement, and enhance neighborhoods simultaneously. If we can’t building housing on sites like 1600 Jackson
where no residents or businesses are displaced then we are going to have a difficult time fighting back against
Sacramento playing a larger role in local land use decisions.”

This is a classic “man bites dog” story. Instead of neighborhood groups opposing housing in their backyard, the MPNA is
leading the campaign to get housing built.

That’'s a model for development the Planning Commission needs to build upon. It should also consider Gembinski’s last
point, which alludes to the San Francisco Board of Supervisors voting 8-3 to oppose Scott Wiener’'s SB 827.

Opponents of the bill argued that San Francisco could better address its housing crisis on its own. Well, here’s an early
chance to show it.

My analysis of SB 827’s defeat (http://www.beyondchron.org/special-report-sb-827-failed/) argued that “SB 827’s demise
increases pressure on cities to build all that affordable housing on transit corridors that they claimed they wanted to do
but that the state bill would prevent.”

The Whole Foods Polk Street is on one of the city’s chief transit corridors.
Strong Opposition Coalition

An unusually broad and strong coalition has joined the MPNA in pushing for housing on the site. It includes the Polk
District Merchants Association, Council of District Merchants, Coalition of San Francisco Neighborhoods, Van Ness
Corridor Neighborhoods Council, the Cathedral Hill Neighborhood Association, Telegraph Hill Dwellers, SF Transit
Riders, San Francisco Housing Action Coalition and SF YIMBY Action.

It even includes the local chapter of the Sierra Club, which has been a relentless opponent of new housing
(https://www.modernluxury.com/san-francisco/story/green-house-divided) despite its national mandate to battle climate
change. If even the Sierra Club is on board for housing, you know the project must have unusually broad appeal.

Nearby retail businesses including The Jug Shop, Le Beau Market, Cheese Plus and Real Foods Company are also
calling for housing on the site. The Planning Commission should take such opposition from small businesses particularly
seriously. Whole Foods’ arrival could certainly take business away from all of these establishments yet all they are asking
of the Commission is to include housing that could potentially add to their customer base.

It's now up to the Planning Commission, which votes today on whether to approve the Whole Foods without
accompanying housing. Let’s hope the Commission rejects the project as now constituted and sends a powerful
message that vacant sites on major transit corridors must include housing.

This story will be updated following Thursday’s Commission vote.

Randy Shaw is Editor of Beyond Chron. His new book on the national urban housing crisis, Generation Priced Out, will
be out from UC Press in the fall. He describes the challenges of neighborhood retail in The Tenderloin: Sex, Crime and
Resistance in the Heart of San Francisco (http://www.amazon.com/Tenderloin-Randy-Shaw/dp/06923272317?
ie=UTF8&qid=&ref =tmm_pap_swatch_0&sr=),

Translate »
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

To: Eoster, Nicholas (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: WHOLE FOODS 365 CONDITIONAL USE HEARING 04-26-2019 CASE 2016-000378CUA
Date: Friday, April 27, 2018 11:17:01 AM

Attachments: 2018-04-26 RC TO SF PLANNING COMM RE WHOLE FOODS CONDITIONAL USE.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: Richard Cardello [mailto:richard@cardellodesign.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2018 1:20 PM

To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

Cc: Rahaim, John (CPC); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Foster, Nicholas (CPC); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar,
Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin
(CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); zoning@rhnsf.org

Subject: RE: WHOLE FOODS 365 CONDITIONAL USE HEARING 04-26-2019 CASE 2016-000378CUA

April 26, 2018

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

commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

RE: Case No. 2016-000378CUA HEARING DATE 04-26-2018
WHOLE FOODS 365, 1600 JACKSON AT POLK, CONDITIONAL USE APPLICATION

Commissioners:

| am speaking in support of the Conditional Use Application
to operate a Whole Foods 365 market at the site of the old
Lombardi Sports on 1600 Jackson Street at Polk.

My friends and neighbors overwhelmingly want this
neighborhood-serving market. There is opposition; some of
it is from outside of the area that would be served by this

store.
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RICHARD CARDELLO

999 GREEN STREET APT 903

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94133
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San Francisco Planning Commission

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, California 94103

commissions.secretary@sfgov.org 



RE: Case No. 2016-000378CUA HEARING DATE 04-26-2018

WHOLE FOODS 365, 1600 JACKSON AT POLK, CONDITIONAL USE APPLICATION



Commissioners:

I am speaking in support of the Conditional Use Application to operate a Whole Foods 365 market at the site of the old Lombardi Sports on 1600 Jackson Street at Polk.

[bookmark: _GoBack]My friends and neighbors overwhelmingly want this neighborhood-serving market.  There is opposition; some of it is from outside of the area that would be served by this store.

In addition to comparing the numbers of supporters versus the number of opponents, I urge you to consider the implications of the decision you will make tonight: I believe in CHOICE – if you approve this project, customers will have the choice to either patronize this store or not.  If you deny the CU, then the public is denied that choice.  Approving the CU puts the responsibility on WF365 to be truly NEIGHBORING SERVING if it is to be successful.  I believe Whole Foods has demonstrated that they are fully committed to doing so.  If they fail in that, they will close.

Please approve the Conditional Use application for WF365.

CCS:

John Rahaim

Director of Planning

john.rahaim@sfgov.org 



District 3 Supervisor Aaron Peskin

Aaron.Peskin@sfgov.org



SF Planner assigned to this project 

Nicholas.Foster@sfgov.org 



RICH HILLIS 

Commission President

richhillissf@gmail.com 
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Commission Vice-President

myrna.melgar@sfgov.org 
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Commissioner

 (415) 202-0436

planning@rodneyfong.com 

 

MILICENT A. JOHNSON

Commissioner
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JOEL KOPPEL

Commissioner

joel.koppel@sfgov.org 

 

KATHRIN MOORE

Commissioner

kathrin.moore@sfgov.org 

 

DENNIS RICHARDS

Commissioner

dennis.richards@sfgov.org 



RUSSIAN HILL NEIGHBORS

zoning@rhnsf.org 
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WHOLE FOODS 365, 1600 JACKSON AT POLK, CONDITIONAL USE APPLICATION 


 


Commissioners: 


I am speaking in support of the Conditional Use Application 


to operate a Whole Foods 365 market at the site of the old 


Lombardi Sports on 1600 Jackson Street at Polk. 


My friends and neighbors overwhelmingly want this 


neighborhood-serving market.  There is opposition; some of 


it is from outside of the area that would be served by this 


store. 


In addition to comparing the numbers of supporters versus 


the number of opponents, I urge you to consider the 


implications of the decision you will make tonight: I believe 


in CHOICE – if you approve this project, customers will have 


the choice to either patronize this store or not.  If you deny 


the CU, then the public is denied that choice.  Approving 


the CU puts the responsibility on WF365 to be truly 


NEIGHBORING SERVING if it is to be successful.  I believe 


Whole Foods has demonstrated that they are fully 


committed to doing so.  If they fail in that, they will close. 


Please approve the Conditional Use application for WF365. 



In addition to comparing the numbers of supporters versus
the number of opponents, | urge you to consider the
implications of the decision you will make tonight: | believe
in CHOICE - if you approve this project, customers will have
the choice to either patronize this store or not. If you deny
the CU, then the public is denied that choice. Approving
the CU puts the responsibility on WF365 to be truly
NEIGHBORING SERVING if it is to be successful. | believe
Whole Foods has demonstrated that they are fully
committed to doing so. If they falil in that, they will close.

Please approve the Conditional Use application for WF365.

CCs:
John Rahaim
Director of Planning

john.rahaim@sfgov.org

District 3 Supervisor Aaron Peskin

Aaron.Peskin@sfgov.org

SF Planner assighed to this project

Nicholas.Foster@sfgov.org

RICH HILLIS
Commission President

richhillissf@gmail.com

MYRNA MELGAR
Commission Vice-President

myrna.melgar@sfgov.org

RODNEY FONG
Commissioner
(415) 202-0436

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

RUSSIAN HILL NEIGHBORS
zoning@rhnsf.org
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Richard Cardello
999 GREEN STREET NO. 903
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94133

richard@cardellodesign.com

From: Richard Cardello

Sent: Wednesday, April 11, 2018 12:40 PM

To: commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

Cc: john.rahaim@sfgov.org; Aaron.Peskin@sfgov.org; Nicholas.Foster@sfgov.org;
richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com;
milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org;
dennis.richards@sfgov.org; zoning@rhnsf.org

Subject: WHOLE FOODS 365 CONDITIONAL USE HEARING 04-26-2019 CASE 2016-000378CUA

April 11, 2018

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

commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

RE: Case No. 2016-000378CUA HEARING DATE 04-26-2018
WHOLE FOODS 365, 1600 JACKSON AT POLK, CONDITIONAL USE APPLICATION

Dear Planning Commissioners:

| am writing to you, once again, in support of the long-wanted Whole Foods 365
which many are hoping will occupy the already existing 1600 Jackson Street
commercial building.

The reasons for this continued support are many. For me, the most compelling
reason is: my friends and neighbors overwhelmingly WANT IT! In the context of the
Conditional Use hearing, it is both desirable and necessary and it benefits the
community.

Also, | have a personal request; when listening to public comments, please consider
the addresses of the speakers. My observation is that many opponents of Whole
Foods do not live in the actual neighborhood that wants this neighborhood-serving
market.

Recently, | heard that Hayes Valley residents were disappointed when their efforts
to have a neighborhood-serving market were unsuccessful, due to the anticipated
tenant having pulled out. If they want a market, | hope they get one. | would
appreciate the same consideration from them, and their support rather than their
opposition.


mailto:richard@cardellodesign.com
mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

Please approve the Conditional Use application for this project.

Thank you,

Richard Cardello
999 Green Street #903
San Francisco CA 94133

CCs:
John Rahaim
Director of Planning

john.rahaim@sfgov.org

District 3 Supervisor Aaron Peskin

Aaron.Peskin@sfgov.org

SF Planner assigned to this project

Nicholas.Foster@sfgov.org

RICH HILLIS
Commission President

richhillissf@gmail.com

MYRNA MELGAR
Commission Vice-President

myrna.melgar@sfgov.org

RODNEY FONG
Commissioner
(415) 202-0436

planning@rodneyfong.com

MILICENT A. JOHNSON
Commissioner

milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

JOEL KOPPEL
Commissioner
joel.koppel@sfgov.or

KATHRIN MOORE
Commissioner

kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

DENNIS RICHARDS
Commissioner

dennis.richards@sfgov.org

RUSSIAN HILL NEIGHBORS
zoning@rhnsf.or
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC

To: Eoster, Nicholas (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Public Comment Re 1600 JACKSON STREET
Date: Friday, April 27, 2018 11:16:45 AM
Attachments: AAGA - Public Comment 1600 Jackson St.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: Arab Grocers Association [mailto:arabgrocersassn@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2018 2:47 PM

To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

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

Subject: Public Comment Re 1600 JACKSON STREET

Please see attached public comment.
Best,

The Arab American Grocers Board
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Nicholas Foster, Planning Department

City and County of San Francisco

April, 26, 2018

RE: 1600 Jackson Street CUA (Whole Foods 365)

Dear Mr. Foster,

The Arab American Grocers Association (AAGA) represents nearly 400 immigrant-owned businesses in San
Francisco. We are writing to express our opposition to the conditional use authorization application of Whole Foods
365 for the site at 1600 Jackson Street. Our merchants on the Van Ness corridor as well as Union Square, Folsom st.
etc. have experienced severe loss of income due to construction projects and MTA street and parking changes. An
onslaught of anti-retail legislation particularly targeting off-sale tobacco and alcohol permits, essentially anti-
convenience store regulations, have led to businesses losing their anchor licenses and products and thus closing at a
rapid rate as they cannot compete with large scale grocery stores that have cumulative buying power and pressure
distributors to raise their minimums and not sell to independent grocers. The licenses that these corner markets need
to compete and bring in regular customers are often non-transferable as result of poor thought out laws like
amendments to the Health Code 19H — Tobacco Density Retail Ordinance. Many of these businesses have also
joined the Healthy Retail SF Program and play an important role in neighborhood community-serving grocers.
According to a report released by OEWD on the State of Retail in San Francisco, 40% of new retail in San Francisco
was from online business. As the nexus of online retail expands -- online business that remains outside of the
parameters of brick and mortar San Francisco regulations, we will see an even greater loss of small, family owned
businesses in San Francisco. Please consider these realities in your decision.

Best,

The Arab American Grocers Association (AAGA)

Arab American Grocers Association (AAGA) - 200 Valencia St, San Francisco, CA 94103
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Zoning: Residential, Mixed, Low Density [RM-1] District Fax:
i . L 415.558.6409
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Block/Lot: Block 1032/Lot 003 Planning
Project Sponsor: Laurel Heights Partners LLC g
415.558.6377
Don Bragg, (415) 395-0880
Lead Agency San Francisco Planning Department
Staff Contact: Julie Moore — (415) 575-8733; Julie. Moore@sfgov.org

This notice is to inform you of the availability of the Initial Study for the 3333 California Street Mixed-Use
Project, described below. The Planning Department previously determined that this project could have a
significant effect on the environment, and required that an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) be
prepared. An Initial Study has now been prepared to provide more detailed information regarding the
impacts of the proposed project and to identify the environmental issues to be considered in the Draft
EIR. The report is available for public review at the Planning Department’s Negative Declarations and
EIRs web page (http://www.sf-planning.org/sfceqadocs). CDs and paper copies are available at the
Planning Information Center (PIC) counter on the first floor of 1660 Mission Street, San Francisco.

Referenced materials are available for review at the Planning Department's office on the fourth floor of
1650 Mission Street. (Call (415) 575-8733)

Project Description: The project site is an approximately 10.25-acre parcel in San Francisco’s Presidio
Heights neighborhood. The project sponsor, Laurel Heights Partners, LLC, owns the site and leases it to
the Regents of the University of California, which uses the site for its University of California San
Francisco Laurel Heights Campus. Prior to the project sponsor’s recent acquisition of fee title to the site,
the project sponsor had entered into a 99-year pre-paid ground lease with the Regents, the former

owner of the site, in 2014. The campus contains a four-story, 455,000-gross-square-foot office building
with a three-level, partially below-grade parking garage at the center of the site; a one-story annex
building at the corner of California and Laurel streets; three surface parking lots; and landscaping or
landscaped open space. The project site does not include the SF Fire Credit Union building at the
southwest corner of California Street and Presidio Avenue, which is on a separate parcel. Current uses
on the campus are office, research, child care, and parking.

The project sponsor, Laurel Heights Partners, LLC, proposes a mixed-use project for the 3333 California
Street site. Under the proposed project, the existing annex building, surface parking lots, and circular
garage ramp structures would be demolished. The existing office building would be partially
demolished and divided into two separate buildings (Center Buildings A and B), expanded to include
new levels, and adapted for residential use. Thirteen new buildings would be constructed in different
locations around the site: the Plaza A and Plaza B buildings (residential and retail uses) along
California Street between Laurel and Walnut streets; the Walnut Building (office, retail, and child care

www.sfplanning.org
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Notice of Availability of an Initial Study Case No. 2015-014028ENV
April 25,2018 3333 California Street Mixed-Use Project

uses) along California Street east of Walnut Street; the Masonic Building (residential uses) along
Masonic Avenue; the Euclid Building (residential and retail uses) near the intersection of Euclid and
Masonic avenues; the Laurel Duplexes (residential uses) comprised of seven townhomes along Laurel
Street; and the Mayfair Building (residential uses) near the intersection of Laurel Street and Mayfair
Drive. Overall, the proposed project would include 558 dwelling units within 824,691 gross square feet
of residential floor area; 49,999 gross square feet of office floor area; 54,117 gross square feet of retail
floor area; a 14,690-gross-square-foot child care center; 428,773 gross square feet of parking with
895 parking spaces; and 236,000 square feet of open areas.

Parking would be provided in four below-grade parking garages and six individual, two-car parking
garages serving 12 of the 14 units in the Laurel Duplexes group. New public pedestrian walkways are
proposed through the site in a north-south direction between California Street and the intersection of
Masonic and Euclid avenues approximately along the line of Walnut Street and in an east-west
direction between Laurel Street and Presidio Avenue along the line of Mayfair Drive.

A project variant that would replace the office space in the Walnut Building with residential uses, would
add three new residential floors, and would reduce the retail space is also being considered. Under the
project variant there would be 186 additional residential units, for a total of 744 residential units within
978,611 gross square feet of residential floor area; no office space; 48,593 gross square feet of retail floor
area; a 14,650-gross-square-foot child care center; 435,133 gross square feet of parking with 971 parking
spaces; and 236,000 square feet of open areas on the project site.

Anticipated approvals required for the proposed project or project variant include, but are not limited to,
the following: adoption of Findings of Consistency with the General Plan and priority policies of
Planning Code section 101.1; approval of planning code and zoning map amendments; approval of
Special Use District; approval of Conditional Use Authorization/Planned Unit Development; approval of
Development Agreement, if applicable; approval of street vacation/dedication associated with the
development of Corner Plaza at Masonic and Euclid avenues and the Pine Street Steps and Plaza at the
Masonic/Pine/Presidio intersection; approval of sidewalk widening legislation; and adoption of
resolution to modify or waive Planning Commission Resolution 4109.

The Planning Department has determined that an EIR must be prepared for the proposed project and
project variant. Accordingly, a Notice of Preparation of an EIR and Public Scoping Meeting was issued on
September 20, 2017, and a public scoping meeting was held on October 16, 2017. The Planning
Department also determined that preparation of an Initial Study would be appropriate to focus the scope
of the EIR. Preparation of an Initial Study or EIR does not indicate a decision by the City to approve or to
disapprove the project. Prior to making any such decision, the decision makers must review and consider
the information contained in the EIR. The purpose of the EIR is to provide information about potential
significant physical environmental effects of the proposed project and project variant, to identify possible
ways to minimize the significant effects, and to describe and analyze possible alternatives to the proposed
project or project variant.
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Notice of Availability of an Initial Study Case No. 2015-014028ENV
April 25, 2018 3333 California Street Mixed-Use Project

Further comments on the scope of the environmental analysis to be considered in the EIR are welcomed,
based on the content of the Initial Study. Comments are most helpful when they address the
environmental analysis itself or suggest specific alternatives and/or additional measures that would
better mitigate significant impacts of the proposed project or project variant. In order for your concerns to
be considered fully, please submit your comments by 5:00 p.m. on May 25, 2018. Written comments on
the information and analysis presented in the Initial Study should be submitted to Julie Moore, San
Francisco Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103 or emailed to
Julie.Moore@sfgov.org.

If you work for an agency that is a Responsible or a Trustee Agency, we need to know the views of your
agency as to the scope and content of the environmental information and analysis presented in this Initial
Study that is relevant to your agency’s statutory responsibilities in connection with the proposed project.
Your agency may need to use the EIR when considering a permit or other approval for this project. We
will also need the name of the contact person for your agency. If you have questions concerning
environmental review of the proposed project, please contact Julie Moore at (415) 575-8733.

Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they
communicate with the Commission or the Department. All written or oral communications, including
submitted personal contact information, may be made available to the public for inspection and copying
upon request and may appear on the Department’s website or in other public documents.
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