
From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Ajello Hoagland, Linda (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: 2918 Mission
Date: Thursday, October 11, 2018 11:33:37 AM
Attachments: Opposition to 2918 Mission Street.msg

I oppose 2918 Mission.msg
Attention Opposition to 2918 Mission Street.msg
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Opposition to 2918 Mission Street

		From

		Wendy Bardsley

		To

		planning@rodneyfong.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Rich Hills; Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

		Recipients

		planning@rodneyfong.com; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; richhillissf@yahoo.com; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



 	 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.





 





Hello, 


I can't make it to the hearing today. I wanted to record my opposition. Its wrong to cover a children's playground up to 63 percent. Its a significant negative impact and must be disapproved. Our children are important.  This impact will have a life long effect on their future. Low income communities of color never get the protections they need. Sun is important for a child's development to grow and learn. 






Thank you,


Wendy








I oppose 2918 Mission

		From

		marta sanchez

		To

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

		Recipients

		planning@rodneyfong.com; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; richhillissf@yahoo.com; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



 	 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.





 





I'm writing to express my opposition to the building of 2918 Mission Street 






Its wrong to cover a children's playground up to 63 percent. Children in San Francisco are neglected and their health is never given the priority. Its a significant negative impact and must be disapproved. Low income communities of color never get the protections they need.  Sun is important for a child's development to grow and learn. We can not compromise what is best for them in any way. I grew up in San Francisco and am saddened that today's children in San Francisco are not growing with the benefits that I had. Please do not deprive them any further. 






Thank you






Martha Sanchez









[Attention] Opposition to 2918 Mission Street

		From

		Anna Lisa Escobedo

		To

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

		Recipients

		planning@rodneyfong.com; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; richhillissf@yahoo.com; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



 	 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.





 





Dear City Hall 






It is wrong to cover a children's playground up to 63 percent of shade. It will bring significant negative impact to the children. This must be disapproved.


Our San Franciscan children are important.  The impacts of this possible negative environment of damp, darkness will have a life long effect on their future. The sun is important for a child’s development to grow. Children’s outdoor environments in the sun can have positive impacts such as encouraging them to explore, play and learn. Including, children being outdoors in the sun will bring a lot of positive health benefits.


If approve the children in our neighborhood will not the opportunity to have a positive and healthy experience that could affect their future growth. It is important to protect these low income communities of color never get the protections they need. 






I stand against the motion to build and cover the playground. 👎 I hope you do too. 



Respectfully, 


Anna Lisa




Sent from my iPhone









 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

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: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Opposition to 2918 Mission Street
Date: Thursday, October 11, 2018 11:33:14 AM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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: Susan Cervantes [mailto:susan@precitaeyes.org] 
Sent: Thursday, October 11, 2018 10:55 AM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: Opposition to 2918 Mission Street
 

 

Dear Commissioners,

I am concerned that the  children's playground next to the proposed development at 2918 Mission
Street is shaded up to 63 percent. Its a significant negative impact and must be disapproved or a
creative solution to allow more light through the proposed development. Our children are
important.  This impact will have a life long effect on their future.  Sun is important for a child’s
 development to grow and learn.

Sincerely,

Susan Cervantes
Council member
Calle 24 Latino Cultural District
--
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From: Ionin, 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: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES RISING UP CAMPAIGN TO HOUSE AND

SECURE EMPLOYMENT FOR HOMELESS YOUTH
Date: Thursday, October 11, 2018 11:32:14 AM
Attachments: 10.11.18 Rising Up.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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: Thursday, October 11, 2018 11:18 AM
To: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR)
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES RISING UP CAMPAIGN TO
HOUSE AND SECURE EMPLOYMENT FOR HOMELESS YOUTH
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, October 11, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES RISING UP

CAMPAIGN TO HOUSE AND SECURE EMPLOYMENT FOR
HOMELESS YOUTH

New public-private partnership aims to provide housing and jobs for 500 homeless youth and
prevent homelessness for an additional 450 at-risk youth

 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced the launch of the Rising Up
Campaign, which aims to provide housing and jobs for homeless youth.
 
The campaign will serve 500 Transition Age Youth (TAY) who are experiencing
homelessness, as well as prevent homelessness for another 450 at-risk TAY, as part of San
Francisco’s efforts to cut youth homelessness in half by 2022. The City has made an initial
investment of $6 million to the campaign, and the non-profit Tipping Point Community has
committed an additional $3 million.
 
“Early intervention to help our youth homeless population off the streets and into housing is
key to preventing long-term homelessness,” said Mayor Breed. “The Rising Up Campaign
brings together City resources and our non-profit partners to provide services to connect these
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR   LONDON N.  BREED  
 SAN FRANCISCO                                                                    MAYOR  
     
 


 


1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, ROOM 200 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681 


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 


 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Thursday, October 11, 2018 


Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 


  


  


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 


MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES RISING UP 


CAMPAIGN TO HOUSE AND SECURE EMPLOYMENT FOR 


HOMELESS YOUTH 
New public-private partnership aims to provide housing and jobs for 500 homeless youth and 


prevent homelessness for an additional 450 at-risk youth 


 


San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced the launch of the Rising Up 


Campaign, which aims to provide housing and jobs for homeless youth. 


 


The campaign will serve 500 Transition Age Youth (TAY) who are experiencing homelessness, 


as well as prevent homelessness for another 450 at-risk TAY, as part of San Francisco’s efforts 


to cut youth homelessness in half by 2022. The City has made an initial investment of $6 million 


to the campaign, and the non-profit Tipping Point Community has committed an additional $3 


million.  


 


“Early intervention to help our youth homeless population off the streets and into housing is key 


to preventing long-term homelessness,” said Mayor Breed. “The Rising Up Campaign brings 


together City resources and our non-profit partners to provide services to connect these folks 


with housing and employment to set them on the right track for the future.”  


 


Rising Up will utilize a combination of services and subsidies known as Rapid Rehousing, which 


is nationally recognized as a best practice for addressing homelessness. Participants will receive 


support to find a home in the private market and be provided with move-in assistance, such as a 


security deposit and home furnishing. They will be provided with an average monthly rent 


subsidy of $750 for up to three years and receive personal case management services to help 


them find and maintain employment. As participants’ income increases, the rent subsidy will 


decrease until it is no longer required.  


 


“50 percent of all chronic homeless individuals become homeless before their 25th birthday,” 


said Daniel Lurie, CEO and Founder of Tipping Point Community. "It's critical to support 


programs that provide interventions earlier in life. We are proud to help kickstart this initiative 


and deepen our partnership with Larkin Street and the City of San Francisco to cut homelessness 


for transitional aged youth in half."   
 


The Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing will work to identify and refer 


eligible youth participants to non-profit service providers, track progress and coordinate and 


support work with other City departments, including the Office of Economic and Workforce 
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1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, ROOM 200 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681 


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 


 


Development, the Department of Youth Children and their Families, the Human Services 


Agency, the Department of Public Health and the San Francisco Unified School District. Each 


department will bring their specific expertise and resources to the Rising Up Campaign to 


empower youth with access to jobs, training opportunities, and health and educational resources. 


The Human Services Agency will also work to identify eligible youth currently in foster care.  


 


 “I would like to thank all of the City departments, non-profit youth providers, funders and key 


private sector partners  who are coming together in service of our youth,” said Jeff Kositsky, 


director of the Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing.  “We know that our youth 


are resilient and capable; working together we will meet their grit and determination with 


housing and job opportunities.”  


 


The Golden Gate Restaurant Association and Hotel Council have committed to help identify jobs 


for youth in the City’s thriving hospitality sector. REDF, a venture-philanthropy organization, 


has also committed to placing Rising Up youth in supported employment opportunities in social 


enterprises throughout the City. Larkin Street Youth Services will serve as the fiscal sponsor for 


Rising Up and work with a network of youth providers, including Huckleberry Youth Services, 


First Place for Youth, 3rd Street Youth Center and Clinic, SF LGBT Center, New Door Ventures, 


Lyric, Young Community Developers and Young Women’s Freedom Center, to help ensure that 


eligible participants are being connected to housing and jobs. San Francisco is currently seeking 


an additional $21 million in governmental and philanthropic support as well as additional 


funding, jobs and apartments from the private sector.   


 


"No young person should have to sleep on the street,” said Sherilyn Adams, Executive Director 


of Larkin Street Youth Services. “We are beyond excited that the City is taking this huge stand 


by investing significant resources on proven, sustainable strategies to reduce youth homelessness 


at least 50% over the next three years. This is also an investment in preventing chronic 


homelessness because we know that half of homeless people in San Francisco first experienced 


homelessness before the age of 25. Rising Up will make a difference in the long term and today." 
 


 


### 







folks with housing and employment to set them on the right track for the future.”
 
Rising Up will utilize a combination of services and subsidies known as Rapid Rehousing,
which is nationally recognized as a best practice for addressing homelessness. Participants will
receive support to find a home in the private market and be provided with move-in assistance,
such as a security deposit and home furnishing. They will be provided with an average
monthly rent subsidy of $750 for up to three years and receive personal case management
services to help them find and maintain employment. As participants’ income increases, the
rent subsidy will decrease until it is no longer required.
 
“50 percent of all chronic homeless individuals become homeless before their 25th birthday,”
said Daniel Lurie, CEO and Founder of Tipping Point Community. "It's critical to support
programs that provide interventions earlier in life. We are proud to help kickstart this initiative
and deepen our partnership with Larkin Street and the City of San Francisco to cut
homelessness for transitional aged youth in half."  
 
The Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing will work to identify and refer
eligible youth participants to non-profit service providers, track progress and coordinate and
support work with other City departments, including the Office of Economic and Workforce
Development, the Department of Youth Children and their Families, the Human Services
Agency, the Department of Public Health and the San Francisco Unified School District. Each
department will bring their specific expertise and resources to the Rising Up Campaign to
empower youth with access to jobs, training opportunities, and health and educational
resources. The Human Services Agency will also work to identify eligible youth currently in
foster care.
 
“I would like to thank all of the City departments, non-profit youth providers, funders and key
private sector partners  who are coming together in service of our youth,” said Jeff Kositsky,
director of the Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing.  “We know that our
youth are resilient and capable; working together we will meet their grit and determination
with housing and job opportunities.”
 
The Golden Gate Restaurant Association and Hotel Council have committed to help identify
jobs for youth in the City’s thriving hospitality sector. REDF, a venture-philanthropy
organization, has also committed to placing Rising Up youth in supported employment
opportunities in social enterprises throughout the City. Larkin Street Youth Services will serve
as the fiscal sponsor for Rising Up and work with a network of youth providers, including
Huckleberry Youth Services, First Place for Youth, 3rd Street Youth Center and Clinic, SF
LGBT Center, New Door Ventures, Lyric, Young Community Developers and Young
Women’s Freedom Center, to help ensure that eligible participants are being connected to
housing and jobs. San Francisco is currently seeking an additional $21 million in
governmental and philanthropic support as well as additional funding, jobs and apartments
from the private sector. 
 
"No young person should have to sleep on the street,” said Sherilyn Adams, Executive
Director of Larkin Street Youth Services. “We are beyond excited that the City is taking this
huge stand by investing significant resources on proven, sustainable strategies to reduce youth
homelessness at least 50% over the next three years. This is also an investment in preventing
chronic homelessness because we know that half of homeless people in San Francisco first
experienced homelessness before the age of 25. Rising Up will make a difference in the long



term and today."
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Opposed to 2918 Mission - State Density Bonus
Date: Thursday, October 11, 2018 10:24:49 AM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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: Gus Hernandez [mailto:gushernandez1@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, October 11, 2018 10:10 AM
To: richhillissf@yahoo.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore,
Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Ajello
Hoagland, Linda (CPC)
Cc: Ronen, Hillary; Beinart, Amy (BOS)
Subject: Opposed to 2918 Mission - State Density Bonus
 

 

Dear Commissioners,
 
Where is the base density calculation for 2918 Mission?
 
After some research, I found that 2918 Mission is relying on Planning Code Section 206.6 (C)
(1) (D) to override the base density formula, which is supposed to determine the project's base
density and its density bonus limit.

206.6 (C) (1) (D)  The Density Bonus Units shall not be included when determining the
number of Restricted Affordable Units required to qualify for a Density Bonus. Density
bonuses shall be calculated as a percentage of the Maximum Allowable Gross
Residential Density.

 
However, if you go back to SEC. 206.2.  DEFINITIONS.

...The following definitions shall also apply, and shall prevail if there is a conflict with
other sections of the Planning Code....
   “Base Density” is lot area divided by the maximum lot area per unit permitted under
existing density regulations (e.g. 1 unit per 200, 400, 600, 800, or 1000 square feet of lot
area). Calculations that result in a decimal point of 0.5 and above are rounded to the
next whole number.  

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
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http://www.sfplanning.org/


 
It is plainly stated in Planning Code Section 206.2.  
 
Bonus Density Limit
This project claims that their base density project would be 55 units.  The bonus density limit
should then be calculated:
 
55 x 1.35 = 74.25
 
Since .25 is not above 0.5, this calculation does not get rounded to the next whole number. 
The total maximum allowable units would be 74, not 75 units as proposed.
 
Reverse Engineering Density 
Recently, a similar project at 1355 Fulton filed their application for a 77-unit building with a
base density of 55.  After feedback from the Planning Department, they presented a 75-unit
building with a base density of 57.  
 
At a base density of 55 units, these projects cannot achieve 77 units using the density bonus
limit formula.
 
Density bonuses should not be implemented by reverse engineering.  These NCT projects
should be put on hold until there is a correction to this error.
 
The Planning Code must be applied consistently to these projects.
 
Thank you,
 
Gus Hernandez
Co-Chair
Affordable Divis
 
---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Ajello Hoagland, Linda (CPC) <linda.ajellohoagland@sfgov.org>
Date: Tue, Oct 2, 2018 at 5:19 PM
Subject: Re: 2918 Mission
To: Gus Hernandez <gushernandez1@gmail.com>
 
 
There is no calculation for the base project. It just has to comply with the zoning.
 
Sent from my iPhone
 
On Oct 2, 2018, at 3:50 PM, Gus Hernandez <gushernandez1@gmail.com> wrote:
 
Thank you Linda.
 
I want to know the calculation for arriving at 55 units (base density for the base project) and
then the caluclation for arriving at 75 units (bonus density limit).
 
Base Density is lot area divided by the maximum lot area per unit permitted under existing

mailto:linda.ajellohoagland@sfgov.org
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density regulations, per the Planning Code.
 
Base Density:  LOT_AREA / DENSITY_REG = 55  (how did they arrive at this number?)
Bonus Density LIMIT:  BASE DENSITY times 1.XX (where XX is the bonus requested)
 
Is XX = 20%?  35%? 
 
Thank you,
Gus
 
 
 
From: Gus <gushernandez1@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, September 28, 2018 8:42 AM
To: Ajello Hoagland, Linda (CPC) <linda.ajellohoagland@sfgov.org>; erick@calle24sf.org
Subject: 2918 Mission
 
 
 
 
Hi Linda,
 
I was at the hearing yesterday requesting the calculation for base density for 2918 Mission,
since they used the state density bonus.  Can you share the formula (calculation) that was used
to arrive at the base density?
 
Thank you,
 
 
 
Gus
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero
Date: Thursday, October 11, 2018 10:08:22 AM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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: Onyx Boutique SF [mailto:onyxboutique@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 5:14 PM
To: affordabledivis@gmail.com; Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Weissglass, David (CPC); Richards,
Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC);
planning@rodneyfong.com; richhillissf@yahoo.com
Subject: The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero
 

 

Dear Planning Commission, I am a neighbor concerned with the proposed CorePower Yoga
on Divisadero. CorePower Yoga does not reflect the values of our community. We want a
community-oriented business with integrity, one that values diversity and inclusion.
CorePower Yoga has a history of employee issues: -Low pay for their workforce that is 85%
women. -Labor issues including settlement for backwages and minimum wage -$189 per
month membership is unaffordable to our diverse community -We want a business where we
will feel welcome! We don't need or want this chain in our neighborhood. The community
says NO to CorePower Yoga on Divisadero. It is neither necessary or desirable for this
neighborhood! 
 
Thank you,
Shannon Murphy 
ONYX
289 Divisadero Street 
San Francisco CA
94117 
--
@OnyxBoutiqueSF
415.431.6699

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


 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Campbell, Cathleen (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Supporting conversion of 2420 Taraval St
Date: Thursday, October 11, 2018 10:08:17 AM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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: Brendan [mailto:bwendan@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 5:16 PM
To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC);
Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC)
Cc: Tang, Katy (BOS); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); westsidebestsidesf@gmail.com;
spud814@gmail.com
Subject: Supporting conversion of 2420 Taraval St
 

 

Dear Planning Commissioners,
 
My name is Brendan Duong and I live on the Taraval commercial corridor, on 16th Ave.
 
I am writing you today to support the proposal to convert a single family home to a triplex at 2420 Taraval St.
 
If anything, this project is not going big or tall enough. It’s on the L-Taraval, which makes it transit-oriented
housing.
 
Thanks for your consideration,
 
Brendan Duong,
Parkside resident

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Please oppose Core Power Yoga
Date: Thursday, October 11, 2018 10:07:53 AM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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: Renee Curran [mailto:sfmeancat@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 5:24 PM
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar,
Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; richhillissf@yahoo.com; Weissglass, David (CPC);
affordabledivis@gmail.com; Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: Please oppose Core Power Yoga
 

 

Dear Planning Commission,
 
I am writing as a community member to ask you to vote against approval of Core Power
Yoga on Divisadero Street.  Their labor practices do not fit with SF values, and the cost for
classes and membership are out of reach to the residents in the Western Addition.  The
neighborhood deserves better than this.
 
Renee Curran

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


 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 2420 Taraval St (2017-004301DRP-02 & 2017-004301DRP)
Date: Thursday, October 11, 2018 10:07:05 AM
Attachments: 2420 Taraval St DR.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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: Westside = best side! [mailto:westsidebestsidesf@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 6:53 PM
To: Rich Hillis; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel
(CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC)
Cc: Tang, Katy (BOS); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); spud814@gmail.com; Campbell, Cathleen (CPC);
amir@siaconsult.com
Subject: 2420 Taraval St (2017-004301DRP-02 & 2017-004301DRP)
 

 

Dear Commissioners,
 
Please find attached our letter of SUPPORT for the conversion of a single-family home to a
triplex at 2420 Taraval St (Item #19 on the October 11 Planning Commission).
 
We ask that you do not take the DR and approve this project as it is presented to you.
 
You should also receive a few emails of support for this project from some of our members
who live in the Taraval commercial corridor.
 
Thanks for your consideration.

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



 
 
Re: 2420 Taraval St / 2017-004301DRP-02 and 2017-004301DRP 


October 11, 2018 meeting (Item #19) 


Position: APPROVE; do not accept DR 


 
Dear Planning Commissioners, 
 
I am writing on behalf of the 240+ folks in Westside = best side!, a community organization of                  
neighbors for more neighbors in the Sunset, Parkside, Lakeshore, and West of Twin Peaks              
neighborhoods. 
 
I am a resident of the Outer Sunset and I would like to communicate our support for the                  
conversion of a single-family home to a triplex at 2420 Taraval St. We respectfully ask the                
Planning Commission to reject the Discretionary Review and approve this project. 
 
Not only is this project fully compliant with existing zoning and beautifully complements the              
surrounding buildings; it is also a great opportunity to add deeply needed housing to the Sunset,                
in particular the Taraval Commercial Corridor, which could actually use more local patrons for its               
businesses. 
 
One of the DR requestor (2414-2416 Taraval St) mentions the need for more parking. This is                
totally irrelevant as this planned triplex has the L-Taraval streetcar line right outside of its door,                
which makes this a transit-oriented development. Also, it is hypocritical that they are demanding              
for more parking because 10 years ago, the DR requestor added an in-law unit on the ground                 
floor of their duplex. Thus, they potentially removed or reduced, not added, garage parking              
spaces within their own home while themselves adding housing (which is great, and exactly              
what should be encouraged). 
 
The other DR requestor (2426 Taraval St) mentions the “residential, single-family house”            
character of the neighborhood, which is also irrelevant for mostly two reasons: 


1) this area of the Sunset is zoned NCD, not RH - which means this is exactly were new                  
housing should be added; 


2) this DR requestor also added a ground floor in-law unit, which they are themselves              
renting out (cf. their own letter in the DR application). 
 


We will not even comment on the need for sunlight and privacy as housing real people seems                 
way more important than these individualistic considerations. 







We also wish that the project sponsor would consider adding: 
1) one more unit, as the current zoning seems to allow for 4 units and 4 floors; and 
2) enough space for a potential future accessory dwelling unit (ADU) in the proposed             


envelope of the building. 
 


When I first wrote a letter of support for the 2420 Taraval St project a year ago (via email sent                    
on October 19, 2017), right after the discretionary review request was submitted, I asked the               
Planner in charge that: 


1) she made sure that this correspondence would be added to the record and the              
corresponding Planning Commission packet; 


2) she keeps us updated on the permitting process, including the date this DR request              
would be heard. 


 
While my email was acknowledged, none of these two demands were honored and one year               
later, we had to peruse the Planning Commission’s agenda to find out that the DR request was                 
heard this week. Additionally, my original letter of support was NOT included in the packet you                
were provided, which is why we are sending you this today. In addition to a ridiculous one-year                 
delay, this clearly demonstrates that the Planning Department has a bias towards opposition to              
new housing. 
 
Thanks for your consideration, 
 
Maelig Morvan 
Westside = best side! co-founder and Sunset District resident 
 
Cc: Sam Mu (Project Applicant) 


Gilbert Lam (Project Sponsor) 
Cathleen Campbell (Planner in charge) 
Jonas P. Ionin (Commission Secretary) 
Katy Tang (D4 Supervisor) 







 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Campbell, Cathleen (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Sunset Resident Supporting 2420 Taraval Street triplex project
Date: Thursday, October 11, 2018 10:06:29 AM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Patrick Hennigan [mailto:pshennigan@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 10:22 PM
To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC);
Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC)
Cc: Tang, Katy (BOS); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); westsidebestsidesf@gmail.com;
spud814@gmail.com
Subject: Sunset Resident Supporting 2420 Taraval Street triplex project
 

 

Dear Planning Commissioners,
 
My name is Patrick Hennigan and I live on the Taraval commercial corridor
(Taraval and 15th Ave.), not far from Taraval and 34th Ave.
 
I am writing you today to support the proposal to convert a single family home to
a triplex at 2420 Taraval St.
 
If anything, this project is not going big or tall enough. It’s on the L-Taraval,
which makes it transit-oriented housing.
 
I care deeply about seeing more housing in San Francisco and therefore urge you
to support this project and others like it that may come before you in the future. 
 
Thanks for your consideration,
 
Patrick Hennigan
 

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


 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Ajello Hoagland, Linda (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Opposition to 2918 Mission Street
Date: Thursday, October 11, 2018 10:05:57 AM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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: Erick Arguello [mailto:erick@calle24sf.org] 
Sent: Thursday, October 11, 2018 1:23 AM
To: Rodney Fong; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent
(CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Rich Hills; Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: Opposition to 2918 Mission Street
 

 

Dear Commissioner,
 
Its wrong to cover a children's playground up to 63 percent. Its a significant negative impact and
must be disapproved. Our children are important and this impact will have a life long effect on
their future. Low income communities of color never get the protections they need. Our kids and
Mission community deserve better. Zaida T. Rodriguez school deserves better. Children need sun
to grow and learn to be have a healthy life.
 
Sincerely,

--
 
 
 
Erick Arguello
Founder, Council President
Calle 24 Latino Cultural District
2958 24th St.
San Francisco, Ca 94110
www.calle24sf.org
 

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:linda.ajellohoagland@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
http://www.calle24sf.org/




 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

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: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Comment on Balboa Reservoir NOP re: "Summary of Potential Environmental Issues"
Date: Thursday, October 11, 2018 10:05:52 AM
Attachments: 2018-7-2 Comment on Transportation.docx

2018-7-7 additional comment on Transportation.docx

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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: aj [mailto:ajahjah@att.net] 
Sent: Thursday, October 11, 2018 1:26 AM
To: Poling, Jeanie (CPC)
Cc: BRCAC (ECN); Shanahan, Thomas (ECN); Yee, Norman (BOS); Board of Supervisors, (BOS); Hood,
Donna (PUC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Rafael Mandelman
Subject: Comment on Balboa Reservoir NOP re: "Summary of Potential Environmental Issues"
 

 

Ms. Poling:
 
The NOP's "Summary of Potential Environmental Issues" states:
 

The proposed project and project variants meet all of the requirements of a transit-oriented infill
development project under California Public Resources Code section 21099; therefore, the
subsequent EIR shall not consider aesthetics and parking in determining if the project has the
potential to result in significant environmental effects. 
 

The main idea behind PRC 21099 is changing the evaluation of transportation &
circulation impacts from Level of Service (LOS) to Vehicle Miles Travelled (VMT).  In
reference to parking, the NOP cites 21099 states:
 

The methodology established by these guidelines shall not create a presumption that a project
will not result in significant impacts related to air quality, noise, safety, or any other impact
associated with transportation.  Notwithstanding the foregoing, the adequacy of parking for a
project shall not support a finding of significance pursuant to this section.
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From: aj <ajahjah@att.net>
To: BRCAC (ECN) <brcac@sfgov.org>; Shanahan Thomas (ECN) <thomas.shanahan@sfgov.org>; 
Sent: Monday, July 2, 2018 11:27 PM
Subject: COMMENT ON TRANSPORTATION FOR 2018-7-9 BR CAC MEETING



COMMENT ON TRANSPORTATION FOR 2018-7-9 BR CAC MEETING

 

Much of the City Team’s strategy to promote the Reservoir Project is derived from a 2012 study/development proposal sponsored by NAIOP (National Association of Industrial and Office Properties).  Much of Avalon-Bridge’s Base Plan for the Reservoir is also derived from this NAIOP-sponsored study/proposal.  

 

The study/development proposal was done as a project by UC Berkeley’s Haas School of Business students.  The development proposal was part of a competition for a “Golden Shovel” award.

 

The development proposal was entitled “Westwood Terrace in Balboa Park.”

 

FRAMING/ MARKETING………………DECEPTIVE ADVERTISING

The “Westwood Terrace” development proposal offered a marketing/PR approach:

…Given the depth of anti-development sentiment related to the site and the coordination of the local neighborhood groups, it is vital that the project be framed as a solution to current problems and an asset to the local community.

 

The Reservoir Project has been skillfully framed/marketed as “50% affordable housing”.  But what are the facts?

 

The truth of the matter is that that the Reservoir Project’s own Development Overview provides only for:

         50% (550 units) market-rate;

         18% (198 units) low-income (80% AMI-- $66,300)

         15% (165 units) moderate-income (120% AMI-- $99,500)

         17% (187 units) HYPOTHETICAL (not funded or planned by the private developer) “additional affordable” middle-income (150%  AMI-- $124,350)



SINCE RESERVOIR COMMUNITY PARTNERS, LLC HAS NO RESPONSIBILITY TO ACTUALIZE THE 17% “ADDITIONAL AFFORDABLE” (for individuals of up to $124,350 annual income per Mayor’s Office of Housing & Community Development’s 4/1/2018 max income table), the marketing hype of “50% affordable” is a lie.

 

 

KEY CHALLENGES:  PARKING & TRAFFIC

The “Westwood Terrace” development proposal identified “Key Challenges” for the proposed development:

1.    The Site will need to overcome a difficult entitlement process.  In order to maximize the value of this unique Site, rezoning and increased density will be required.  Obtaining these entitlements in the City of San Francisco can be a drawn-out process spanning multiple years.



2.    As the largest student parking area on-campus, preservation of parking capacity on the Balboa Reservoir is a focal point for both the City College and the local community.



3.    Due to limited access points and large influx of new residents, traffic impact and flow is a primary concern for the project.



4.    Development of the Site will require significant infrastructure costs

 

Points #2 and #3 of “Key Challenges” reflect the real world.  Yet throughout the City Team’s public engagement process, the City Team has sought to ignore the real world and has downplayed the adverse impacts of the Project on parking and traffic.

 

The City Team’s solution consists of TDM (Transportation Demand Management) and Residential Permit Parking.  The TDM and RPP solutions fundamentally dump the burden and responsibility to mitigate adverse traffic and parking impacts from the new Reservoir Project onto existing City College and neighborhood stakeholders. 

 

Furthermore, the biggest contributing factor in demand would be the influx of 2,200 new Reservoir residents—something which Key Challenge #3, unlike the City Team’s Development Parameters, acknowledges.

 

The 2012 “Westwood Terrace” development proposal, unlike the City Team’s TDM solution, offered a more real-world solution to Key Challenges #2 and #3.

 

The “Westwood Terrrace” proposal’s “Core Programmatic Concepts” to address key challenges of parking and transportation included these more sensible ideas (compared to the City Team’s TDM/RPP solution):

2.    Maintain majority of student parking on-site; a major consideration of both CCSF and the surrounding neighborhood group.  Current Site layout allows for developer to build below the natural grade without incurring significant excavation costs.

3.    Inclusion of “car-free” Student Housing units allows Site to reach revenue and absorption potential while minimizing traffic impacts highlighted as major concern due to Site’s limited ingress/egress points.

 

 

CITY COLLEGE

The “Westwood Terrace” proposal included a section on “Primary Neighborhood Stakeholders”, among which was City College.

 

The “Westwood Terrace” development proposal’s section on City College stated:

 

Conversations with City College representatives suggest that the predominant concern that the school has for the site pertain to reduction in parking.  The Reservoir is the school’s primary parking facility and with over 32% of students and 63% of faculty driving to school, any substantial reduction of parking would create serious problems for the campus.  If the parking issue can be resolved, the City College would be likely to support on-site development that provides student or faculty housing.  To-date, the City College has not been an active advocate or opponent of nearby development but we believe that dynamic is likely to change should new development be proposed that substantially impacts the school’s supply of parking.

 

 

It should be noted that the SFCCD authorities have appointed and re-appointed a Program Manager to represent City College interests vis a vis the Reservoir Project.   It should also be noted that the Program Manager is a Principal of Curtis Development who was co-developer in the Related California Proposal for the Reservoir.  Because of this background, it may be difficult for the Program Manager to unequivocally advocate for grassroots CCSF stakeholders.

 

The grassroots CCSF stakeholders’ position can only be for full mitigation of loss of student parking.   The costs of any and all replacement parking necessitated by the loss of parking in the Reservoir must be borne by Avalon-Bridge and not by SFCCD.

 

This written comment on Transportation repeats what has been brought up constantly by many at BRCAC meetings and in written submissions over the past several years.   The only thing new here is the citation of content from the NAIOP Golden Shovel proposal.

 

 

--aj    

7/2/2018

[bookmark: _GoBack]


BRCAC:



A few days ago I had sent you a Written Comment on Transportation that cited a UCB Haas School of Business "Westwook Terrace" study/ proposal.



The Written Comment quoted "Key Challenges" from that study proposal.  I urge you to examine how the Reservoir Project has addressed those "Key Challenges" --in particular:



2.    As the largest student parking area on-campus, preservation of parking capacity on the Balboa Reservoir is a focal point for both the City College and the local community.






3.

    Due to limited access points and large influx of new residents, traffic impact and flow is a primary concern for the project.






The Reservoir Community Partners, LLC's (Avalon-Bridge) Base Plan shows motor vehicle access at two points:  Lee Avenue (Whole Foods exit) and North Street (adjacent to Riordan High).  This confirms the Haas Business School study's observation of "limited access points and large influx of new residents."



Yet the Reservoir Project's solution has been TDM and Residential Permit Parking which is totally deficient in addressing a "Key Challenge."



To refresh your memory, please consider and review the following (from an earlier submission regarding the Nelson-Nygaard TDM Framework) for your Transportation discussion: 



The main significance of the TDM Framework is that it functions as a means for the Reservoir Project to avoid its responsibility to mitigate its adverse impacts:



INHERENT INEQUITY IN THE BALBOA AREA TDM FRAMEWORK:

DUMPING THE BALBOA RESERVOIR PROJECT’S RESPONSIBILITY TO MITIGATE ITS ADVERSE IMPACTS ONTO ITS VICTIMS  

 

CEQA principles call for new projects like the Balboa Reservoir Project to mitigate adverse impacts on the existing setting.

 

Being a public service, City College has CEQA standing as an “environmental factor” that would require the proposed Reservoir Project to mitigate its adverse impacts.

 

From the very beginning of the Reservoir Project's public engagement process, CCSF stakeholders have complained about the adverse impacts on student enrollment and attendance that would be generated by the Project's eviction of existing student parking.

 

GENESIS OF BALBOA AREA TDM FRAMEWORK STUDY

In order to assuage community concerns regarding parking and traffic, the Reservoir Project initiated the Balboa Area TDM Study.

 

People in the community were expecting the study to be an all-around and objective analysis of transportation issues.  What people in the community did not realize was that the TDM Study’s general conclusions had already been pre-ordained.   

 

The Balboa Area TDM Study had been given its marching orders:

 “The Planning Department and SFMTA are proposing a Transportation Demand Management (TDM) study in coordination with CCSF Ocean Campus to reduce single-occupant vehicle trips by college staff, faculty, students, and neighborhood residents.”

 

WILLFUL DISREGARD FOR HARD DATA

The City Agencies have managed the Reservoir Project in a manner similar to how the Iraq War had been promoted.  Just like the Iraq War in which, according to British Intelligence’s Downing Street Memo, “… the intelligence and facts were being fixed around the policy”, the recommendations and conclusions of the Nelson-Nygaard study have been fixed around the pre-determined TDM policy.

 

The Balboa Area TDM Framework has been fixed……… with willful disregard for the hard data from surveys that would refute the pre-determined TDM dogma.



WILLFUL EXCLUSION OF COMPREHENSIVE PARKING ASSESSMENT 

Sunshine Ordinance documents reveal the following:

  

In 2014, the AECOM Transportation Analyst had proposed performing a comprehensive supply & demand assessment for all on-street and off-street parking in the neighboring vicinities.  Jeremy Shaw of the Planning Dept put a stop to AECOM’s proposal to perform this comprehensive assessment.   



Instead, in a 2014 email to the AECOM Transportation Analyst, Planning Dept told AECOM to confine their study to the Reservoir parking lots alone:  

“ ...edits made in the attached word document reflect the current thinking in SF transportation analysis...

“Comment [JS4]: We’d recommend just looking at the [Balboa Reservoir parking lots--aj] parking lots. ‐‐‐  Off‐site parking analysis is nice to have. But really we want to focus the effort on what will drive the on‐site design and what kind of trips that design will generate – rather than worry about off‐site impacts and mitigations…”




So from the very beginning, starting with the AECOM Existing Conditions’ Transportation Analysis, a full and objective assessment and analysis had already been stopped in its tracks by the Reservoir Project Staff.



“THE CURRENT THINKING IN SF TRANSPORTATION ANALYSIS”

What was--and is--the “current thinking?”……….........The thinking is:  Don’t “worry about off-site impacts and mitigations.”

 

MANIPULATION AND BIAS IN CITY’S SURVEY OF CITY COLLEGE PARKING

The Reservoir Project's data collection was deliberately skewed to minimize apparent parking demand at City College.  It did this by collecting PM data from 10 pm to 12:30 am when no classes are in session.  From the Reservoir Project's Balboa Area TDM Existing Conditions Report:  "The surveys were conducted during two periods; midday, between 10:00 AM to 4:00 PM; and late evening, between 10:00 PM to 12:30 AM."

 

Why would a parking survey be performed between 10pm and 12:30am when any fool could tell you that the CCSF parking lot would be empty?

 

DELIBERATELY OBSCURED:  CONTEXT OF RESERVOIR BEING A NEW PROJECT

The TDM Study was a response to community concerns about transportation issues that would be generated by the new Reservoir Project that would impact the existing setting of City College and the surrounding neighborhoods.

 

The TDM Framework obscures this context by placing the new Reservoir Project on an equal footing with City College and the surrounding neighborhoods.  The Balboa Area TDM Framework delineates three sub-areas:  1) City College Ocean Campus, 2) Balboa Reservoir , and 3) Balboa Area neighborhoods.



The TDM Framework fails to  acknowledge the fact that the Balboa Reservoir sub-area, as a new proposed project, is responsible for mitigation of its adverse impacts.  Instead, the TDM Framework presents the Reservoir Project as a fact-on-the-ground with importance equal to--if not greater than--City College and the neighborhoods.



THROWN OVERBOARD:  STUDENT INTERESTS OF ACCESS TO EDUCATION

By putting the Reservoir Project on equal footing with City College and the neighborhoods, the Reservoir Project has been, with a sleight-of-hand, absolved of its CEQA responsibility to mitigate its adverse impacts on the existing setting. 



Instead, mitigation has been dumped onto the Reservoir Project’s victims.   Instead of the Reservoir Project being held responsible for providing replacement parking for students, City College’s FMP has had to respond by proposing new parking structures on SFCCD property…..but with no realistic funding sources for such structures necessitated by eviction of student parking. 

 

INEQUITY IN BALBOA AREA TDM FRAMEWORK

Page 18 of the TDM Framework has a section entitled "Parking availability."  The section brings up Balboa Park Station and City College as mahor trip generators.  The section says that concerns have been expressed about parking during class times.  Yet this "Parking availability" section pointedly avoids any mention whatsover of the impact of 2,200 new residents in a new residential project projected to contain about 550 parking spaces!



On page 25, the TDM Framework has set up car-use reduction targets for the City College students and employees, and for the new Reservoir residents.  It has also proposed Residential Permit Parking for the neighborhoods:

●     The target for City College is 20%.

o      According to Figure 4 “Current and Recommended Mode Split, CCSF’s Ocean Campus”,  the TDM Framework calls for student drivers be cut back from 35% to 20% (a reduction of 43%).

o      The TDM Framework calls for CCSF employee drivers to be cut back from 45% to 20% (a reduction of 56%).

●     The TDM Framework sets an initial car use target for new Balboa Reservoir residents to be 60%. 

o      In comparison, CCSF student car use is already down to 35%and CCSF employee car use is already down to 45%.  Further cuts to 20% mean that CCSF students and employees are being expected to sacrifice access to City College in order to benefit new Reservoir residents.

●     The TDM Framework has called for neighborhood residents to initiate Residential Permit Parking to mitigate spillover parking generated by students who will no longer be able to park in the Reservoir and to discourage new Reservoir residents to park in the surrounding neighborhoods. 

o      This is another shameless example of dumping mitigation responsibilities onto the victims of the Reservoir Project instead of the new Project taking responsibility for its own adverse impacts.

 

OVERARCHING GOALS

The TDM Framework sets up 4 overarching goals:

i. Reduce vehicle-miles traveled

ii. Reduce auto trips

iii. Reduce traffic congestion

iv. Reduce transportation costs to preserve housing affordability

 

FALSE EQUIVALENCE:  REDUCING CAR USE vs. STUDENT ACCESS

Conspicuously missing from the list of overarching goals is:  ENSURING STUDENT ACCESS TO EDUCATION.  Other than providing Orwellian vacuous and perfunctory talk about “the importance of accessible education and  striv[ing] to establish equitable transportation choices…” the TDM Framework proffers no realistic or effective solution to the priorities shown to be important to CCSF stakeholders in data collected in the CCSF Transportation Survey.  



Hard data from the survey shows that “Reducing Travel Time” and “Arriving on Time” are overwhelmingly the most important considerations in choosing transportation mode.

 

CONFLATING MEANS WITH ENDS:  THE OVERARCHING IMPORTANCE OF THE DESTINATION

A fundamental flaw of the TDM Framework is that it only treats the issue of reducing car usage in isolation.

 

It should not take a lot of smarts to realize that transportation is an issue only when there’s a destination involved.  Lacking a desired destination, transportation and parking are a non-issues.



The TDM Framework fails to recognize the fact that transportation is just a way to get to a desired destination.  Instead, it dogmatically asserts that parking in and of itself generates traffic.



TDM FRAMEWORK: SPEAR-CARRIER AND PROPAGANDA  FOR BALBOA RESERVOIR PROJECT

The Nelson-Nygaard TDM documents serve as spearhead documents to advocate for the interests of the Balboa Reservoir Project, NOT for the interests of City College stakeholders or for the neighborhoods.



The main significance of the TDM Framework is that it functions as a means for the Reservoir Project to avoid its responsibility to mitigate its adverse impacts.



[bookmark: _GoBack]--aj  7/7/2018



 
Although 21099 exempts parking adequacy as a CEQA impact "for the (Reservoir
Project itself) project",  21099 does not exempt the secondary parking impact on
CCSF's public educational service to students from assessment and consideration.  
 
Student parking, being the existing condition and setting, cannot be be bypassed
by extending 21099's parking exemption onto the elimination of the public benefit of
providing access to a commuter college.

 

The proposed Reservoir development has forced City Colllege to include in its
Facilities Master Plan 2-3 new parking structures to make up for the loss of existing
parking in the PUC Reservoir.  This is the secondary impact that must be addressed
in the Subsequent EIR.
 
Please also enter into your administrative record the following two attachments that
relate to this subject:

7/2/2018 comment on Transportation to BRCAC and Reservoir Community
Partners
7/7/2018 additional comment on Transportation

 
Sincerely,
Alvin Ja



 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

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: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Ajello Hoagland, Linda (CPC)
Subject: FW: Subject: Opposition to 2918 Mission Street
Date: Thursday, October 11, 2018 10:05:37 AM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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: Rafael Picazo [mailto:picazor24@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, October 11, 2018 8:04 AM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: Subject: Opposition to 2918 Mission Street
 

 

Its wrong to cover a children's playground up to 63 percent. Its a significant negative impact and
must be disapproved. Our children are important.  This impact will have a life long effect on their
future. Low income communities of color never get the protections they need.  Sun is important for
a childs development to grow and learn.

Sincerely,
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Ajello Hoagland, Linda (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: 2918 Mission
Date: Thursday, October 11, 2018 10:05:27 AM
Attachments: 2918 Mission Street.msg

Opposition to 2918 Mission Street.msg
Opposition to 2918 Mission Street.msg
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2918 Mission Street

		From

		Eric Stanley

		To

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

		Recipients

		planning@rodneyfong.com; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; richhillissf@yahoo.com; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



 	 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.





 





As someone who grew up in the Mission and still rents here, I write with my strongest opposition to the proposed luxury condo building at 2918 Mission St. Not only will it cast a large shadow on the Rodriguez school, it will also contribute to the further land speculation of the surrounding rent controlled apartments (see our recent study at UC Berkeley). In short, this project will greatly benefit the developer while further devastating the Mission. We need the planning commission to stand with us in the Mission and stop the further hyper-gentrification of our neighborhood. 





Best-





Dr. Stanley






-- 



Eric A. Stanley 


Assistant Professor


Department of Gender and Women's Studies


University of California, Berkeley 








Opposition to 2918 Mission Street

		From

		Roberto Eligio Alfaro

		To

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

		Recipients

		planning@rodneyfong.com; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; richhillissf@yahoo.com; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



 	 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.





 





Honorable Commissioners:





It is wrong to cover a children's playground up to 63 percent. Its a significant negative impact and must be disapproved. Our children are important. This impact will have a lifelong effect on their future. Low-income communities of color never get the protections they need. Our kids and Mission community deserve better. Zaida T. Rodriguez school deserves better. Children need the sun to grow and learn.





Sincerely,





Roberto Eligio Alfaro, MA, Executive Director


Homies Organizing the Mission to Empower Youth (HOMEY)



2221 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94110


Tel: 415.861.1600  |  Fax: TBD
Email: roberto.e.alfaro@gmail.com


www.homey-sf.org | www.nativegraphixsf.com



HOMEY Bay Area Life  


Visit Native Graphix HOMEY's T-Shirt Printing biz! 






CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This document is intended for the use of the party to whom it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged, confidential, and protected from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the addressee, or a person authorized to accept documents on behalf of the addressee, you are hereby notified that any review, disclosure, dissemination, copying, or other action based on the content of this communication is not authorized. If you have received this document in error, please immediately reply to the sender and delete or shred all copies.










Opposition to 2918 Mission Street

		From

		maria de la mora

		To

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

		Recipients
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Good Morning Planning Commission,





I'm writing to you today opposing the development at 2918 Mission Street.





No child should be exposed to the elements that this building will be imposing and looming over them. 





 Every human being even flowers, trees need the sun to go strong and healthy. 





This building will shadow the schools playground 63 % of the time they are in school. 





It's a significant negative impact and must be not go through. It must be disapproved!





The impact will leave a life long effect on their future. 





Our children must be protected at all times, whether they are communities of color or not. They are our future. 





The sun is a child's development to grow and learn.





Sincerely,


Maria De La Mora

















From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Demolition Calculations Adjustment and List of Projects from 10/4 General Public Comment
Date: Thursday, October 11, 2018 9:45:16 AM
Attachments: LIST copy.pdf

Jonas P. Ionin,
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

-----Original Message-----
From: Thomas Schuttish [mailto:schuttishtr@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 5:04 PM
To: richhillissf@yahoo.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); mooreurban@aol.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Johnson, Milicent
(CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com
Cc: Rahaim, John (CPC); Sanchez, Scott (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Starr, Aaron (CPC); Tam, Tina (CPC);
Winslow, David (CPC); Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Subject: Demolition Calculations Adjustment and List of Projects from 10/4 General Public Comment

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Dear President Hillis and Vice President Melgar, and Commissioners Moore, Koppel, Johnson, Richards and Fong:

Good evening to you all.

Attached is the corrected list I submitted during the October 4th General Public Comment. (Which is on the reverse
side of the letter submitted at the same time.)

In going over the list again, I caught an error I made regarding the five-project sample.

One of the five in the sample was not 90 Jersey, but 4028 25th Street.

I am sorry about that confusion.

As you know, Staff apparently determined back in 2015/2016 that 40% of this sample should have been reviewed as
Demolitions. (The five correct sample addresses are in red type)  I have no idea which of the five were Demos, only
that it was 40% of the sample.

Also, I want to respond to Commissioner Richards October 4th request for highlighting projects on this list that were
subject to some enforcement action, either by DBI or Planning or both.

As noted on the list (pdf attachment above), 1071 Alabama did have Planning Enforcement.

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:schuttishtr@sbcglobal.net



ADDRESSES TO CONSIDER AS POTENTIAL 

DEMOLITIONS SINCE JANUARY 2015 EMAILS


2149 Castro

2430 Castro

2025 Castro

4055 Cesar Chavez * ^	 L	 	 January 2015 Addresses in Emails to Commission

4068 Cesar Chavez  L	 	 	 	 

4173 Cesar Chavez. L	 	 	 	 2220 Castro   L

4326 Cesar Chavez. L	 	 	 	 1612 Church

1559 Church*	 	 	 	 	 1433 Diamond 

41     Clipper	 	 	 	 	 865   Duncan 

33     Day  L	 	 	             		 90     Jersey  $

118   Day	 	 	 	              168   Jersey. L

1188 Diamond $ L	 	 	 	 1375 Noe   $

1608 Dolores *	 	 	 	              50     Oakwood *  L

1156 Dolores *

1408 Douglass. L

310   Duncan*^		 	 	              4218 24th Street         

276   Duncan *	 L	 	 	              4318 26th Street  L

844   Duncan	 	 	 	 	 4365 26th Street. L

725   Duncan  L		 	 	 	 525   28th Street	 

752   Duncan. L		 	 	 	 

55     Homestead L

235   Jersey * L

290   Jersey ^ *	L	 	 	 New Addresses Since April 2018 Joint BIC/Planning Meeting

481   Jersey L

143   Laidley $	 L	 	 	 	 1369 Sanchez ^	 

537   Laidley  L	 	 	 	              139   Grand View  L

130   Randall	 	 	 	 	 4466 24th Street ** $

548   Rhode Island L	 	 	 	 4061 Cesar Chavez  ** $   L

1235 Sanchez 	 	 	 	 	 322   Chattanooga *  L

1163 Shotwell * ^	 	 	 	 350   Jersey  L	 	 	 

1110 York**    	 	 	 	 	 245   Euclid	 	 

1161 York *^ L	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 

171   Valley                         

3790 21st Street * $ L	 	 	 	 	 	 	      	 	 	 	 	
4028 25th Street $  L                  

4186 25th Street * L	 	 1071 Alabama ^ L  (Planning Enforcement Action restored this Pioneer District house)

3855 26th Street  L   	 	 	 	 	 	                	 	 	 	 	 

709   27th Street

739   27th Street L

450   27th Street	 	 	 	 	 

255   28th Street L	 	 	 	 	 Key to Symbols

386   28th Street  ^	 	 	 	 	 

556   28th Street  L                                                    * Originally pair of flats  

159   7th Avenue * ^  L                                      ** Added a second condo unit 
138   8th Avenue *  ^ 	 	 	 	 	 $  Extensive Excavation

1540 17th Avenue                            ^   Did not have vertical addition sold as single family (unit merger?)	                                

2829  Baker * L		 	 	 	 L   Permits issued under LLC ownership

2321  Bush * ^                           RED Addresses are December 2015 Noe Valley Five Project Sample

150    Vicksburg*^ L	 	 	 	 40% are Demolitions per Staff		 	        

376    San Carlos * ^ L	 	 	 	 

17      Temple L



At least 48 are completed projects that were resold in a range > $3.5 to $5 million plus.

Others are on the market either for sale or pending.  Others are not complete.  At least 
3 never appeared on the market.  At least 1 had violations corrected with new permits.
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At least 48 are completed projects that were resold in a range > $3.5 to $5 million plus.

Others are on the market either for sale or pending.  Others are not complete.  At least 
3 never appeared on the market.  At least 1 had violations corrected with new permits.







Some of these listed are apparently under review now by Planning Enforcement. (i.e.1369 Sanchez, 1559 Church)

Two that I am aware of had actions taken by the ZA (310 Duncan and 376 San Carlos).

One had to put the wall back up on the stairway and put back the second door to the flats per Planning Enforcement.
(4055-57 Cesar Chavez).

Some had NOVs issued by DBI (i.e. 276 Duncan and 255 28th Street) but were found to comply with Section 317.

One apparently took out a new permit recently for demo work due to rot (235 Jersey).

Others were found to comply with Section 317 (b) (7) and were not unit mergers, even though they were sold as
single family homes and did not have a “real" refrigerator or a “real” stove in the second kitchen. (i.e.1163 Shotwell
and 1161 York).  Projects in this category and the one on Cesar Chavez Street were obviously prior to the
Residential Flat Policy.****

I have not had a chance to research all the addresses listed by going on the SFPIM to read the “complaints".  Frankly
it seems a waste of time.   The projects on this list are not like the Willis Polk house on Russian Hill or even like the
houses on Alvarado or States.  The work done at the sites may just be a little bit more “careful” than that.  Or they
have not been inspected at the right time out in the field.  I am sure most of them would be cleared and found to
NOT have any violations….primarily because they can skate on through due to not exceeding the current Demo
Calcs.

Technically they may not be breaking the rules of the Planning Code, but their outcome, their impact on the price of
housing, once they are resold goes against the Housing Element and the Master Plan.

The question still remains for these and other* projects.  That question is:   Are these projects “reasonable
alterations” and do they protect “the relative affordability” of housing???

Keeping just side walls should not be sufficient to qualify as an alteration when the rest of the original structure is
gone as is the usual case when the alteration involves a vertical expansion.  As I tried to make the point last week in
my October 4th letter to you and the Staff, they are all on a continuum….some of these on the list seem very close to
illegal and if they are not, they should be illegal.  They are not as dramatic as Alvarado or States or the ones in the
JK Dineen article, but their outcome is fundamentally the same and their impact on the rising cost of housing is real.

That was the major intent of Section 317, to have “reasonable alterations” and to maintain “relative affordability"
when the legislation was passed in 2007.  And that is why since the RET was jettisoned late last year I have urged
the Commission to use Section 317 (b) (2) (D) and adjust the Demo Calcs per the Planning Code.

It seems much more imperative that the “enforcement” work happen on the front end of a project.  Enforcement at
the back end of the project, is a lot of effort.  The reward is meager.  And the damage is done to housing supply and
affordability by the spiral of speculation that finds and uses the loopholes.

Thank you.
Sincerely,
Georgia Schuttish
****Since this is now the one-year anniversary of the Residential Flat Policy, perhaps it would be helpful to write a
letter to Mr. Hui advising that when the CFC’s are given out by DBI, that the second kitchens in alterations be
equipped with a real refrigerator with a freezer compartment, not merely a wine fridge and be equipped with a stove
that has both a cook top and an real oven, not just a microwave, in order to be considered a truly functioning kitchen
for the second unit, and in order make sure this Policy is fully implemented.  Thanks!



From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero
Date: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 2:29:35 PM

Jonas P. Ionin,
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

-----Original Message-----
From: Jessica Lettween [mailto:jessica.lettween@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 2:24 PM
To: planning@rodneyfong.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson,
Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); richhillissf@yahoo.com; Weissglass, David (CPC); Secretary, Commissions
(CPC); affordabledivis@gmail.com
Cc: gushernandez1@gmail.com; jasonjervis@gmail.com
Subject: The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Dear Planning Commission,

I am a neighbor concerned with the proposed CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.

I was at the July 24 Alamo Square Neighborhood Association meeting
where I heard the whole pitch by CorePower, along with the concerns of
my neighbors, and I echo all those who were opposed. The CorePower
representative was disingenuous in how he portrayed the company, and
it was frustrating that only until he was pressed did he admit they’re
the biggest yoga chain in the country with 150 locations. I’ve
attended classes at a location of theirs in Minneapolis and there is
absolutely nothing unique or more desirable about their teaching
method or facilities nor is there anything they can do to not make
them what they are: a big corporate chain. They are a yoga factory,
packing people like sardines (way over room capacity) into class after
class. It’s not about the student’s experience for them like it is for
smaller, locally-owned studios, it’s all about the bottom line.
CorePower Yoga does not reflect the values of our community. We want a
community-oriented business with integrity, and one that values
diversity and inclusion.

My family has lived in Alamo Square for many years. We adore this

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jessica.lettween@gmail.com


neighborhood - its historic nature, character, community orientation,
and unique business offerings. A CorePower would detract from all that
is great and valuable about this section of Divis and put it on a
slippery slope to looking like every other generic strip across the
country. (Not to mention the traffic mess I’d anticipate it’d create.)

I'm further troubled to learn that CorePower Yoga has a history of
employee issues:
-Low pay for their workforce that is 85% women.
-Labor issues including settlement for backwages and minimum wage
-$189 per month membership is unaffordable to our diverse community
-We want a business where we will feel welcome!

I was sad to see Health Haven, a family-owned and operated business,
close, and care about the owners’ need to find a tenant.  I hope
another solution to filling that vacancy can be found that works for
both the owners and the residents who strongly value the formula
retail restrictions in our neighborhood. CorePower Yoga is neither
necessary nor desirable for this neighborhood!

Thank you,
Jessica Lettween



From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Foster, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 2013-000378CUA
Date: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 2:16:58 PM
Attachments: Letter to Planning Commission re 1600 Jackson project.pdf

Jonas P. Ionin,
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

-----Original Message-----
From: Suzanne Markel-Fox [mailto:foxsm7212@icloud.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 1:17 PM
To: Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong; Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Melgar,
Myrna (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC)
Cc: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: 2013-000378CUA

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

President Hillis and Commissioners,

Please see the attached letter in opposition to the proposed conditional use of 1600-1616 Jackson Street.

I am grateful for the opportunity to express my concerns, and I thank you.

Kind regards,

Suzanne Markel-Fox

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
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1788 Clay Street, Suite 809 
San Francisco, CA 94109 
9 October 2018 
 
 
President Rich Hillis 
San Francisco Planning Commission 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
 
RE:  1600-1616 Jackson Street (0595002/003): 2013-000378CUA 
 
President Hillis and Commissioners, 
 
Unable to attend the recent (4 October 2018) hearing in person, I reviewed the video on sfgovtv 
and am compelled to write in opposition to the project.  My home is two blocks from the site. 
 
The neighborhood is keen to see development at the former Lombardi’s space, which has been 
vacant for years.  The sidewalks around the property are filthy, subject to graffiti and random 
trash dumps, and are a target for street populations.  Understandably, immediate neighbors are 
concerned about cleanliness, safety and property values.  The longer the space stays vacant, the 
greater their concern.  They would most like to see a full-service grocery on the property. 
 
However, the pitch from 365 Whole Foods/Amazon is as disingenuous today as it was four years 
ago.  As Commissioner Moore noted, the quality of produce, breadth of selection of tinned foods, 
checkout congestion, and general atmosphere at the Franklin Street Whole Foods have degraded 
as more 365 products have been stocked and InstaCart has taken over half of the checkout lines. 
This is the case in Whole Foods markets here and on the East Coast (from my personal 
observation).  How do we know this will not turn into a storage and logistics center? 
  


• The proposal for a market that has cheaper produce, largely 365 branded items, packaged 
meats, fish and cheese (i.e., no butchery, fishmonger, bakery or cheese service), and grab-
and-go meal items, is NOT Full Service! 


 


• Whole Foods representative, Rob Twyman, has verbally assented to limit alcoholic 
beverage sales to beer and wines, to avoid competing with The Jug Shop, a local legacy 
merchant, but several merchants in the immediate perimeter, including The Jug Shop, are 
known for the wide range of wines and beers they carry and the regular tastings they 
host.  Local merchants’ wine and beer sales will unavoidably have to compete with the 
365/Amazon market’s narrower selection but lower prices.  The financial markets have 
given Amazon a complete pass on making any profit from retail, content to let Amazon 
make their profit elsewhere while eliminating local retail businesses in a race to the 
bottom on price.  Like ride-hailing spelling the end of taxicab companies, once the local 







competition is gone there is every incentive to then raise prices while simultaneously 
narrowing consumer choice. 


 


• Staffing has the potential to provide a number of good quality local jobs, but Amazon does 
not have a sterling reputation in this regard.  Amazon has proudly touted increasing their 
minimum wage nationwide while eliminating bonuses and equity grants, effectively 
cutting compensation, not increasing it.  In the case of this market, how many employees 
will be full-time employees?  What benefits will they have if they are not full time?  Will 
they be able to afford to live in—or near--the community? 
 


• Traffic issues (especially for deliveries and take-out) have not been satisfactorily 
addressed.  Trucks blocking the bicycle lane and bus route will be an added traffic hazard. 
Pedestrian and non-motor vehicle safety in our neighborhood is already endangered by 
careless motorists, and the added congestion will not help.  


 


• The project sponsor and developer were asked to include housing plans, but the best they 
could do was to sketch in 5 small studios, with what appears to be limited access for 
tenants.  This is not a satisfactory plan for a truly mixed-use development.  What tenant 
comfort, safety or residential community concerns have the sponsor and developer 
considered?  This aspect of the project does not seem to pass the red-face test.  
Furthermore, it apparently has not yet been approved by corporate headquarters, 
suggesting that the modified proposal is not a commitment to including any housing at 
all. 


 
Overall, Commissioners, I do not believe that 365 Whole Foods/Amazon is the best option for the 
former Lombardi’s space.  I request that you push back, oppose the project, and encourage the 
developer to seek another tenant, better suited to the Polk Gulch neighborhood, one that could 
earn the support of the residents, property owners, and merchants of the community.  
 
 
Kind regards, 
 
 
 
Suzanne Markel-Fox 
 
 







From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 2016-015987PRJ- 1750 Van Ness Avenue Project
Date: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 2:16:39 PM
Attachments: Letter to Planning Commission re ABCS project.pdf

Jonas P. Ionin,
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

-----Original Message-----
From: Suzanne Markel-Fox [mailto:foxsm7212@icloud.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 1:52 PM
To: Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong; Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Richards,
Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC)
Cc: Secretary, Commissions (CPC); May, Christopher (CPC); Miao Zhong; Craig Hartman; mas@reubenlaw.com
Subject: 2016-015987PRJ- 1750 Van Ness Avenue Project

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Dear President Hillis and Commissioners,

Attached please find my letter in strong support of the proposed project at 1750 Van Ness Avenue.  The new
American Buddhist Cultural Society Temple and cultural space will be a discreet jewel along the avenue and will
provide a haven for multiple community activities.

Thank you for the opportunity to speak in favor of such a worthy project.

Kind regards,

Suzanne Markel-Fox

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:foxsm7212@icloud.com



 
1788 Clay Street, Suite 809 
San Francisco, CA 94109 
9 October 2018 
 
 
President Rich Hillis and Planning Commissioners 
San Francisco Planning Commission 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
 
 
RE:  2016-015987PRJ 
 
 
President Hillis and Commissioners, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to write in support of the project proposed for the property at 
1750 Van Ness Avenue (APN 0622019).  I live across the street from the project, at 1788 Clay 
Street. 
 
The project sponsor, American Buddhist Cultural Society (ABCS), and the architects (Skidmore, 
Owing & Merrill or SOM), have held several informational meetings in the community and have 
listened to input from residents and owners.  They have made a number of modifications to the 
original plans to accommodate the concerns and wishes of the community, including increased 
setback from the neighboring condominium.  They have been respectful of the stained glass 
windows in Saint Luke’s church, contiguous to their property.  They have considered concerns 
expressed about parking.  They have adjusted the building elements to meet as many neighbors’ 
requests as feasible.  The design is still aesthetically pleasing.  The project has merit. 
 
The current building is in poor condition and has become a target of vandalism and graffiti.  The 
Buddhist Society welcomes the Polk Gulch community to classes and events that are well 
attended, in spite of poor heating and environmental conditions.  The project is time-critical. 
 
We know that an owner might be tempted to sell to a developer who could ignore the 
community’s concerns, and who could build up to the property line, effectively blocking any view 
from the condominium windows and balconies that are, in fact, on the property line.  Fortunately 
for our neighborhood, ABCS and SOM have been patiently working with us to achieve a good 
compromise whilst preserving the integrity and beauty of their design.  We are grateful for their 
patience and flexibility, and we look forward to participating in community activities in such a 
welcoming space.  The project is valuable. 
 







Commissioners, I ask you to please approve the project so that ABCS and SOM can proceed with 
a construction project that could transform the block between Sacramento and Clay along Van 
Ness Avenue.  This would benefit the Polk Gulch neighborhood and surrounding properties. 
 
Thank you 
 
Kind regards, 
 
 
Suzanne Markel-Fox 
 
Cc:  Shifu Miao Zhong, American Buddhist Cultural Society 
 Craig Hartman, SOM 
 Melinda Sarjapur,  Reuben, Junius & Rose, LLP 







 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero
Date: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 2:16:22 PM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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: Giselle Gyalzen [mailto:giselle@raredevice.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 2:14 PM
To: planning@rodneyfong.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); richhillissf@yahoo.com; Weissglass, David (CPC);
Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Cc: affordabledivis@gmail.com
Subject: The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero
 

 

Dear Planning Commission,
 
I am a merchant concerned with the proposed CorePower Yoga on Divisadero. 
 
CorePower Yoga does not reflect the values of our community.  We want a community-
oriented business with integrity, one that values diversity and inclusion.
 
CorePower Yoga has a history of employment issues:  

Low pay for their workforce that is 85% women.
Labor issues including settlement for backwages and minimum wage
$189 per month membership is unaffordable to our diverse community
We want a business where we will feel welcome!

 
As a merchant, I am not opposed to all formula retail businesses who want to open on
Divisadero. However, it has to be the right fit for our community. I believe that CPY is a
tipping point on Divis. We value inclusion, diversity and the uniqueness that we provide to
San Francisco. We do not need a chain that will also have multiple other locations within our
city. We do not want to look like any other business corridor in SF.
 
Thank you,
Giselle Gyalzen
--

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


Giselle Gyalzen | Owner and Buyer 
 
WE'RE HIRING!
 

600 Divisadero Street San Francisco, CA 94117 
Phone: 415-863-3969
 
4071 24th Street San Francisco CA 94114
Phone: 415-374-7412
raredevice.net
@raredevice
 
In the gallery: A Year of Color & Form by  Kelly Carámbula

https://raredevice.net/pages/jobs
http://raredevice.net/
https://raredevice.net/pages/current-show


From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Item #18, 60 Clifford Terrace Discretionary Review
Date: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 12:34:49 PM
Attachments: Missing p.7 for DR App. (Restated.Amended) re 60 Clifford Terrace (9.201....pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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: Horn, Jeffrey (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 11:55 AM
To: richhillissf@gmail.com; planning@rodneyfong.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore,
Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC)
Cc: Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: Item #18, 60 Clifford Terrace Discretionary Review
 
Good morning Commissioners,
 
Attached is a missing page from the DR Requestor’s supplemental application materials for Item 18
on tomorrow’s Discretionary Review calendar. The page contains additional responses to the DR
application question #2, “How This Project Would Cause Unreasonable Impacts” and responses to
the DR application question #3, “What alternative or changes would respond to the reasons for DR.”
 
Hard copies of the page will be provided at the start of today’s hearing presentation for this item.
 
Thank you!
 
 
Jeff Horn, Senior Planner
Southwest Team, Current Planning Division 
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-6925 | Email:jeffrey.horn@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org |San Francisco Property Information Map
 
 

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
mailto:ejeffrey.horn@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
http://propertymap.sfplanning.org/







 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

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: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 2025 15th Ave DR. Postpone the DR hearing
Date: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 10:46:58 AM

Commissioners,
Please be advised that we received a request to continue the above referenced DR from tomorrow’s Agenda.
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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: Ryan Patterson [mailto:ryan@zfplaw.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 10:37 AM
To: Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Autumn Skerski; Reza Khoshnevisan; Amir Afifi; Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: RE: 2025 15th Ave DR. Postpone the DR hearing
 

 

Hi David,
 
Further to the below emails, we would like to continue the hearing to December 20. Can you please
kindly confirm that this will be proposed during the “items proposed for continuance” section of
tomorrow’s agenda?
 
Thank you very much,
 
Ryan
 
Ryan J. Patterson
Zacks, Freedman & Patterson, PC
235 Montgomery Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94104
Telephone: (415) 956-8100
Facsimile: (415) 288-9755
Email: ryan@zfplaw.com
www.zfplaw.com
 
 

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:planning@rodneyfong.com
mailto:richhillissf@gmail.com
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
mailto:ryan@zfplaw.com
http://www.zfplaw.com/


This communication and its contents may contain confidential and/or privileged material for the sole
use of the intended recipient. Any review or distribution by others is strictly prohibited. If you are
not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and delete all copies. Unless expressly stated,
nothing in this communication should be regarded as tax advice.
 

From: Amir Afifi [mailto:amir@siaconsult.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 8:58 AM
To: Reza Khoshnevisan; Autumn Skerski
Cc: Mark Tsang; Ryan Patterson
Subject: FW: 2025 15th Ave DR. Postpone the DR hearing
 
 
- Amir
 415.741.1292 x 104

 

From: Jimmy Ho <jxhl@sbcglobal.net>
Reply-To: Jimmy Ho <jxhl@sbcglobal.net>
Date: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 at 8:29 AM
To: David Winslow <david.winslow@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Cathleen.campbell@sfgov.org" <Cathleen.campbell@sfgov.org>,
"lemaitrelau2017@gmail.com" <lemaitrelau2017@gmail.com>,
"delvin.washington@sfgov.org" <delvin.washington@sfgov.org>, Amir Afifi
<amir@siaconsult.com>
Subject: Re: 2025 15th Ave DR. Postpone the DR hearing
 
Hi David,
Mr. Lau and I agree with the Project Sponsor’s offer to postpone the DR hearing for 8-10 weeks. Please confirm the
exact date as soon as possible and to include in the public record for all our neighbors to know.
 
Please note, I will be out of town and unavailable 10/16/2018 to 11/23/2018 per my email to you on 8/28/2018.
Thank you for your time.
Jimmy Ho (415-350-7523) (this is my correct phone #. I might have typo on last email)
2031 15th

Avenue, San Francisco 
 

From: "Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>
To: Jimmy Ho <jxhl@sbcglobal.net>; "lemaitrelau2017@gmail.com" <lemaitrelau2017@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 9, 2018 6:34 PM
Subject: 2025 15th Ave DR
 
Mr Ho,
I was on another phone call until 6:10. I tried calling you repeatedly, but got no answer. I am
afraid I have no clearer idea as to the time of the DR on Thursday.
 
On another note the Project Sponsor called to inquire whether you would accept an request to
postpone (or continue)  the DR hearing for 8- 10 weeks to allow the project sponsor time to
look at some of the design issues and redesign the project with you concerns in mind.



 
David Winslow 
Principal Architect
Design Review | Citywide and Current Planning
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 | San Francisco, California, 94103
T: (415) 575-9159
 
 
 



From: Ionin, 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: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES PLAN TO SPEED UP DELIVERY OF NEW

HOUSING
Date: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 9:55:46 AM
Attachments: 10.10.18 Streamlining Housing Approval.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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, October 10, 2018 9:52 AM
To: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR)
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES PLAN TO SPEED UP DELIVERY
OF NEW HOUSING
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, October 10, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES PLAN TO SPEED UP

DELIVERY OF NEW HOUSING
Newly created position of Director of Housing Delivery to be tasked with working with

Housing Delivery Team to cut permitting time for new housing projects in half
 

San Francisco, CA – Mayor London N. Breed today announced the creation of the position of
Director of Housing Delivery, who will be charged with managing a Housing Delivery Team
to move housing projects forward faster. Reporting directly to the Mayor, the Director of
Housing Delivery will also be tasked with implementing necessary administrative changes to
streamline the permitting process. Mayor Breed has set a goal of cutting the permitting time
after Planning Commission approval for large and mid-sized projects in half.
 
“We are in desperate need of new housing, but our current permitting process is too slow as
projects are bounced back and forth between City departments instead of moving forward,”
said Mayor Breed. “Once the Planning Commission approves these projects, the City must
move more quickly to get these housing units permitted so we can create more homes for
people. My Director of Housing Delivery’s sole job will be to work with our City departments
to streamline the permitting process and work with departments to get housing built quickly.”
 

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
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mailto:richhillissf@gmail.com
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mailto:andrew@tefarch.com
mailto:kate.black@sfgov.org
mailto:dianematsuda@hotmail.com
mailto:ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com
mailto:jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:rsejohns@yahoo.com
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
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1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, ROOM 200 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681 


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 


 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 


Wednesday, October 10, 2018 


Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 


 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 


MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES PLAN TO SPEED UP 


DELIVERY OF NEW HOUSING 
Newly created position of Director of Housing Delivery to be tasked with working with Housing 


Delivery Team to cut permitting time for new housing projects in half 


 


San Francisco, CA – Mayor London N. Breed today announced the creation of the position of 


Director of Housing Delivery, who will be charged with managing a Housing Delivery Team to 


move housing projects forward faster. Reporting directly to the Mayor, the Director of Housing 


Delivery will also be tasked with implementing necessary administrative changes to streamline 


the permitting process. Mayor Breed has set a goal of cutting the permitting time after Planning 


Commission approval for large and mid-sized projects in half.  


 


“We are in desperate need of new housing, but our current permitting process is too slow as 


projects are bounced back and forth between City departments instead of moving forward,” said 


Mayor Breed. “Once the Planning Commission approves these projects, the City must move 


more quickly to get these housing units permitted so we can create more homes for people. My 


Director of Housing Delivery’s sole job will be to work with our City departments to streamline 


the permitting process and work with departments to get housing built quickly.” 


 


After a project is approved by the Planning Commission, the permitting process to move the 


project forward can involve as many as eight different departments, which each have unique 


schedules and processes. As a result, affordable housing and market-rate housing proposals are 


often delayed in the planning process without clear guidance on how to proceed or how to 


resolve conflicting requirements from departments. These delays can jeopardize the financing of 


new projects, make that financing more expensive, and result in them being abandoned 


altogether. 


 


In addition to working to move individual projects through the process, the Director of Housing 


Delivery will take immediate steps to streamline the entitlement process, including using 


common schedules to track large projects and a master schedule to provide a holistic view of 


development in the City. Furthermore, the Director will be tasked with implementing Electronic 


Plan Review to digitize applications so multiple departments can review them simultaneously. 


“As a local affordable housing developer, I welcome the Mayor’s efforts to make San 


Francisco’s approval and permitting processes move quickly and efficiently,” said Doug 


Shoemaker, President of Mercy Housing California. “Too often, projects can get entangled in 


conflicts that delay housing that we need right now, and these changes will help projects like 


ours avoid problems and get directly into the hands of working families.”  
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1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, ROOM 200 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681 


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 


 


Additionally, the Director of Housing Delivery will be tasked with establishing a clear system to 


track whether housing goals are being met, and ensuring a proper mix of permanent and 


temporary City staff are retained where needed so applications do not become backlogged.  


 


The Housing Delivery Team will work under the Director to move projects through the 


permitting process quickly and provide recommendations on process reform. The Team will be 


comprised of Housing Coordinators, which currently serve as the point person on housing 


projects from each Department. The Director of Housing Delivery and Housing Delivery Team 


will be located together.   


 


 


### 


 







After a project is approved by the Planning Commission, the permitting process to move the
project forward can involve as many as eight different departments, which each have unique
schedules and processes. As a result, affordable housing and market-rate housing proposals are
often delayed in the planning process without clear guidance on how to proceed or how to
resolve conflicting requirements from departments. These delays can jeopardize the financing
of new projects, make that financing more expensive, and result in them being abandoned
altogether.
 
In addition to working to move individual projects through the process, the Director of
Housing Delivery will take immediate steps to streamline the entitlement process, including
using common schedules to track large projects and a master schedule to provide a holistic
view of development in the City. Furthermore, the Director will be tasked with implementing
Electronic Plan Review to digitize applications so multiple departments can review them
simultaneously.
“As a local affordable housing developer, I welcome the Mayor’s efforts to make San
Francisco’s approval and permitting processes move quickly and efficiently,” said Doug
Shoemaker, President of Mercy Housing California. “Too often, projects can get entangled in
conflicts that delay housing that we need right now, and these changes will help projects like
ours avoid problems and get directly into the hands of working families.”
Additionally, the Director of Housing Delivery will be tasked with establishing a clear system
to track whether housing goals are being met, and ensuring a proper mix of permanent and
temporary City staff are retained where needed so applications do not become backlogged.
 
The Housing Delivery Team will work under the Director to move projects through the
permitting process quickly and provide recommendations on process reform. The Team will
be comprised of Housing Coordinators, which currently serve as the point person on housing
projects from each Department. The Director of Housing Delivery and Housing Delivery
Team will be located together. 

 

###
 
 



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: Core Power
Date: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 9:34:58 AM
Attachments: The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.msg

The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.msg
The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.msg
The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.msg
The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.msg
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The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero

		From

		Kersti Abrams

		To

		planning@rodneyfong.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); richhillissf@yahoo.com; Weissglass, David (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); affordabledivis@gmail.com

		Recipients

		planning@rodneyfong.com; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; richhillissf@yahoo.com; david.weissglass@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; affordabledivis@gmail.com



 	 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.





 





Dear Planning Commission,

I am a neighborhood resident writing to oppose the proposed CorePower Yoga on Divisadero. 

I am a yoga practitioner myself and am glad that there are already existing options for yoga in the area. However, CorePower Yoga does not reflect the values of our community.  We want a community-oriented business with integrity, one that values diversity and inclusion.

CorePower Yoga has a history of employee issues:  

-Low pay for their workforce that is 85% women.
-Labor issues including settlement for backwages and minimum wage
-$189 per month membership is unaffordable to our diverse community
-We want a business where we will feel welcome!

We don't need or want this chain in our neighborhood.  The community says NO to CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.  It is neither necessary or desirable for this neighborhood!

Thank you,






Kersti Abrams














The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero

		From

		Alice Cravens

		To

		planning@rodneyfong.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); richhillissf@yahoo.com; Weissglass, David (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); affordabledivis@gmail.com

		Recipients

		planning@rodneyfong.com; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; richhillissf@yahoo.com; david.weissglass@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; affordabledivis@gmail.com



 	 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.





 





Dear Planning Commission,

I am a neighbor concerned with the proposed CorePower Yoga on Divisadero. 

CorePower Yoga does not reflect the values of our community.  We want a community-oriented business with integrity, one that values diversity and inclusion.

CorePower Yoga has a history of employee issues:  

-Low pay for their workforce that is 85% women.
-Labor issues including settlement for backwages and minimum wage
-$189 per month membership is unaffordable to our diverse community
-We want a business where we will feel welcome!

We don't need or want this chain in our neighborhood.  The community says NO to CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.  It is neither necessary or desirable for this neighborhood!  


--------------


And we want to support our local yoga businesses that have been with us for over a decade.


---------------

Thank you,



Alice Cravens


108 Divisadero Street








The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero

		From

		lauren abrams

		To

		planning@rodneyfong.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); richhillissf@yahoo.com; Weissglass, David (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); affordabledivis@gmail.com

		Recipients

		planning@rodneyfong.com; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; richhillissf@yahoo.com; david.weissglass@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; affordabledivis@gmail.com






This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.














Dear Planning Commission,





I am a neighbor concerned with the proposed CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.





CorePower Yoga does not reflect the values of our community. We want a community-oriented business with integrity, one that values diversity and inclusion.





CorePower Yoga has a history of employee issues:





-Low pay for their workforce that is 85% women.


-Labor issues including settlement for backwages and minimum wage


-$189 per month membership is unaffordable to our diverse community


-We want a business where we will feel welcome!





We don't need or want this chain in our neighborhood. The community says NO to CorePower Yoga on Divisadero. It is neither necessary or desirable for this neighborhood!





Thank you,








Sent from my iPhone








The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero

		From

		Sten Rudstrom

		To

		planning@rodneyfong.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); richhillissf@yahoo.com; Weissglass, David (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); affordabledivis@gmail.com

		Recipients

		planning@rodneyfong.com; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; richhillissf@yahoo.com; david.weissglass@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; affordabledivis@gmail.com



 	 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.





 





Dear Planning Commission,

I am a neighbor concerned with the proposed CorePower Yoga on Divisadero. 

CorePower Yoga does not reflect the values of our community.  We want a community-oriented business with integrity, one that values diversity and inclusion.

CorePower Yoga has a history of employee issues:  

-Low pay for their workforce that is 85% women.
-Labor issues including settlement for backwages and minimum wage
-$189 per month membership is unaffordable to our diverse community
-We want a business where we will feel welcome!

We don't need or want this chain in our neighborhood.  The community says NO to CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.  It is neither necessary or desirable for this neighborhood!

Thank you, 





Sten Rudstrom





Sten Rudstrom
stenr@aol.com

Sten Rudstrom
918 Broderick St.
San Francisco, CA
94115-4420 
Tel: +1 415 928 2578
Mobile: +1 415 351 9860


www.stenrudstrom.com

Germany:
Parkstrasse 15 A
13086 Berlin
Germany
Tel: +49(0)30 69 59 88 48
Mobile: +49(0)160 106 2309
stenr@aol.com
www.stenrudstrom.com













The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero

		From

		Jadi Mchunguzi

		To

		planning@rodneyfong.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); richhillissf@yahoo.com; Weissglass, David (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); affordabledivis@gmail.com

		Recipients

		planning@rodneyfong.com; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; richhillissf@yahoo.com; david.weissglass@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; affordabledivis@gmail.com



 	 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.





 





Dear Planning Commission, I am a neighbor concerned with the proposed CorePower Yoga on Divisadero. CorePower Yoga does not reflect the values
 of our community.  We want a community-oriented business with integrity, one that values diversity and inclusion. CorePower Yoga has a history of employee issues:  -Low pay for their workforce that is 85% women. -Labor issues including settlement for backwages
 and minimum wage -$189 per month membership is unaffordable to our diverse community -We want a business where we will feel welcome! We don't need or want this chain in our neighborhood.  The community says NO to CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.  It is neither
 necessary or desirable for this neighborhood! Thank you, 


Jadi MCHUNGUZI





Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android









From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: Core Power
Date: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 9:34:40 AM
Attachments: Please no CorePower Yoga on Diviadero!.msg

The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.msg

 

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org

Please, no CorePower Yoga on Diviadero!

		From

		SB

		To

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

		Cc

		richhillissf@yahoo.com; Weissglass, David (CPC); affordabledivis@gmail.com; Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

		Recipients

		dennis.richards@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; richhillissf@yahoo.com; david.weissglass@sfgov.org; affordabledivis@gmail.com; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org






This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.














Dear Planning Commission,





I am not able to come to the meeting, but I wanted to state my views - we don't want the CorePower Yoga on Divisadero!  At first, I didn't pay too much attention to this, but my friends and neighbors have been talking to me about it, and I'm starting to get it.





Everyone I know is against this!





CorePower Yoga really does not reflect the values of our community.  We want a community-oriented business with integrity, one that values diversity and inclusion.





CorePower Yoga has a history of employee issues:





•Low pay for their workforce that is 85% women.


•Labor issues including settlement for backwages and minimum wage


•$189 per month membership is unaffordable to our diverse community


•We want a business where we will feel welcome!





Divisadero is being taken over by high end businesses that do not seem like they are there for me and my friends, are too expensive, and aren't friendly to me.  It is like they are taking over our neighborhood, and we don't want another one.





We don’t need or want this chain in our neighborhood.





The community says NO to CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.  It is neither necessary or desirable for this neighborhood!





Thank you,





Susan Brock


Neighbor and Community Member








The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero

		From

		boharri0000000

		To

		planning@rodneyfong.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); richhillissf@yahoo.com; Weissglass, David (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); affordabledivis@gmail.com

		Recipients

		planning@rodneyfong.com; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; richhillissf@yahoo.com; david.weissglass@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; affordabledivis@gmail.com



 	 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.





 





Dear Planning Commission,





 





I am a neighbor concerned with the proposed CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.





 





CorePower Yoga does not reflect the values of our community.  We want a community-oriented business with integrity, one that values diversity and inclusion.





 





CorePower Yoga has a history of employee issues:  





 





-Low pay for their workforce that is 85% women.





-Labor issues including settlement for backwages and minimum wage





-$189 per month membership is unaffordable to our diverse community





-We want a business where we will feel welcome!





 





We don't need or want this chain in our neighborhood.  The community says NO to CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.  It is neither necessary or desirable for this neighborhood!





 





Thank you,





Sent from Mail for Windows 10





 












 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Meeting of 10.11.2018 need your support
Date: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 9:31:23 AM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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: Dennis Hong [mailto:dennisj.gov88@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 09, 2018 4:33 PM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Kim, Jane (BOS); Breed, London (MYR); Rahaim, John (CPC); Sucre,
Richard (CPC)
Cc: Gibson, Lisa (CPC); Board of Supervisors, (BOS); David Chiu; Moore, Julie (CPC-PUC); Ionin, Jonas
(CPC)
Subject: Meeting of 10.11.2018 need your support
 

 

Good evening and hello honorable members of the San Francisco Planning
Commission and everyone. I'm sorry that I will be unable to attend your Oct 11, 2018
meeting. My name is Dennis Hong; a long time resident and Native of San Francisco
for over seventy Plus years. Living in District 7, before that, it was in district 3 and
worked mostly in District 6 for 35 plus years.

As requested and as a follow up to several DEIR's I wanted to go on record and as
part of my comments to the following two items on your 10/11/2018 Agenda - below.
These are my personal comments as a resident of San Francisco.

I have submitted my original comments in full support of the 1629 Market Street
project on 10/18/2017 for your 10/19/2017 meeting. Wow, as you can see it's been
almost one year that the DEIR-IS was out. Since then I've been tracking this Project
with both the Planning Department, the Planning Commission and several of the
Board of Supervisors hearings. And I still continue to support this wonderful and
exciting project. I would continue to like your support too. The Board of Supervisors
has done a lot to accommodate this Project. Especially Supervisor Jane Kim.

This is great project for this semi-blighted area and HUB. At the same time it will
compliment with all the other ongoing projects in this HUB, especially the 10 South
Van Ness., 30 Otis, 1500 Mission and then some.

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


Personally, I feel that any further delays of this Project and like many others we just
may lose them too. We already lost One Oak. My Honorable Commissioners, there
has to be a better way to come to a compromise with these projects. We need to
make them work. For real, we have sponsors/developers to make all this happen.
Since the City does not have funds or the process to provide all the required housing,
office space that it needs. The cost of construction is also driving the developers
away, other Cities are taking them away. Like I said, we need as many of these
projects to happen to fill all these missing gaps.

This was one of our late Honorable Edwin Lee's key visions. So, please lets not lose
sight of that.

With all that said, here are the items on your agenda for October 11, 2018:

15a. 2015-005848DVA-02 (R. SUCRE: (415) 575-9108) 1629 MARKET STREET –
located on the south side of Market Street between 12th and Brady Streets.

15b. 2015-005848PCA-02 (R. SUCRE: (415) 575-9108) 1629 MARKET STREET –
Planning Code Amendment introduced by Supervisor Jane Kim to amend Section
249.81 and modify the 1629 Market Street Special Use District (SUD) to reflect
amendments to the affordable housing component.

Can I too have your support on this 1629 Market Street Project?

In closing; these projects 1. bring the additional jobs, 2. revenue, taxes and 3. more to
the City that we so desperately need. We need to also apply the recent legislation
that was approved to help expedite this process'.

OK, think I have said enough, should anyone have any questions to my rambling
email/s, please get back to me with your opinion/s?
 
I'm looking forward to your approval/certification of this DEIR.
 
I would like my mail to be added to the Project file?

Best, Dennis

 

 



From: Ionin, 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: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** STATEMENT *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ON TRUMP ADMINISTRATION’S ATTACK ON IMMIGRANT

COMMUNITIES
Date: Wednesday, October 10, 2018 9:27:44 AM
Attachments: 10.10.18 Public Charge.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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, October 10, 2018 9:12 AM
To: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR)
Subject: *** STATEMENT *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ON TRUMP ADMINISTRATION’S ATTACK ON
IMMIGRANT COMMUNITIES
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, October 10, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** STATEMENT ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ON TRUMP ADMINISTRATION’S

ATTACK ON IMMIGRANT COMMUNITIES
 
The Trump administration recently released a proposal to change the so-called “Public
Charge” rule, which allows the federal government to weigh an individual’s use of certain
public benefits as a negative factor in evaluating an application for permanent residency and
admission to the United States.
 
“President Trump’s ‘Public Charge’ proposal is an abusive attack on our immigrant
communities designed to make our most vulnerable residents forego critical services, food,
and medical care that they lawfully receive or risk the opportunity to remain in the United
States in the future. It is unconscionable.

As Mayor, I will continue to defend our values as a Sanctuary City. San Francisco stands with
our immigrant communities against proposed decisions that jeopardize public health and
safety and close the door on people who are working hard to achieve a better life.
 
This proposal does not take immediate effect. There is still time to fight back and hold our
nation’s leaders accountable to do the right thing. San Francisco will continue to defend
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http://www.sfplanning.org/



OFFICE OF THE MAYOR   LONDON N.  BREED  
 SAN FRANCISCO                                                                    MAYOR  
     
 


 


1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, ROOM 200 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681 


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 


 


 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 


Wednesday, October 10, 2018 


Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 


 


*** STATEMENT *** 


MAYOR LONDON BREED ON TRUMP ADMINISTRATION’S 


ATTACK ON IMMIGRANT COMMUNITIES 
 


The Trump administration recently released a proposal to change the so-called “Public Charge” 


rule, which allows the federal government to weigh an individual’s use of certain public benefits 


as a negative factor in evaluating an application for permanent residency and admission to the 


United States. 


 


“President Trump’s ‘Public Charge’ proposal is an abusive attack on our immigrant communities 


designed to make our most vulnerable residents forego critical services, food, and medical care 


that they lawfully receive or risk the opportunity to remain in the United States in the future. It is 


unconscionable. 


 


As Mayor, I will continue to defend our values as a Sanctuary City. San Francisco stands with 


our immigrant communities against proposed decisions that jeopardize public health and safety 


and close the door on people who are working hard to achieve a better life.  


 


This proposal does not take immediate effect. There is still time to fight back and hold our 


nation’s leaders accountable to do the right thing. San Francisco will continue to defend 


immigrants’ access to benefits that create stronger, safer, and healthier communities.” 


 


### 


 







immigrants’ access to benefits that create stronger, safer, and healthier communities.”

###
 
 
 



 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero
Date: Tuesday, October 09, 2018 2:25:49 PM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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: Stanley Moore [mailto:amonduul@sbcglobal.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 09, 2018 2:21 PM
To: planning@rodneyfong.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); richhillissf@yahoo.com; Weissglass, David (CPC);
Secretary, Commissions (CPC); affordabledivis@gmail.com
Subject: The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero
 

 

Dear Planning Commission, I am a neighbor concerned with the proposed CorePower Yoga on Divisadero. 
CorePower Yoga does not reflect the values
 of our community.  We want a community-oriented business with integrity, one that values diversity and inclusion. 
CorePower Yoga has a history of employee issues:  -Low pay for their workforce that is 85% women. -Labor issues 
including settlement for backwages
 and minimum wage -$189 per month membership is unaffordable to our diverse community -We want a business 
where we will feel welcome! We don't need or want this chain in our neighborhood.  The community says NO to 
CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.  It is neither
 necessary or desirable for this neighborhood! Thank you, 
 
Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://go.onelink.me/107872968?pid=InProduct&c=Global_Internal_YGrowth_AndroidEmailSig__AndroidUsers&af_wl=ym&af_sub1=Internal&af_sub2=Global_YGrowth&af_sub3=EmailSignature


 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero
Date: Tuesday, October 09, 2018 2:11:49 PM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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: Jessie flo Mcdonald [mailto:jessieflo@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 09, 2018 2:08 PM
To: affordabledivis@gmail.com; Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Weissglass, David (CPC); Richards,
Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC);
planning@rodneyfong.com; richhillissf@yahoo.com
Subject: The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero
 

 

Dear Planning Commission,
 
 I am a neighbor concerned with the proposed CorePower Yoga on Divisadero. CorePower
Yoga does not reflect the values of our community. 
 
 We want a community-oriented business with integrity, one that values diversity and
inclusion. CorePower Yoga has a history of employee issues: 
 -Low pay for their workforce that is 85% women.
 -Labor issues including settlement for backwages and minimum wage
 -$189 per month membership is unaffordable to our diverse community
 -We want a business where we will feel welcome! 
 
 We don't need or want this chain in our neighborhood. The community says NO to
CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.
 
 It is neither necessary or desirable for this neighborhood! We look forward to a great business
moving in to this space - and look forward to your help making that happen!
 
Thank you,
Jessie flo 
 
--
 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

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


Jessica Flo McDonald
www.subtlepeach.com
301-523-7495
 
 
 
 

http://www.subtlepeach.com/


From: Ionin, 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: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** STATEMENT *** MAYORS BREED, LICCARDO AND SCHAAF CONDEMN CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES

COMMISSION PROPOSAL THAT COULD HURT RATEPAYERS, CLEAN ENERGY PROGRAMS; MAYORS SAY VOTE
SHOULD BE DELAYED

Date: Tuesday, October 09, 2018 1:51:03 PM
Attachments: 10.9.18 Mayors Breed, Schaaf, Liccardo Statement on CPUC exit fee.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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, October 09, 2018 1:45 PM
To: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR)
Subject: *** STATEMENT *** MAYORS BREED, LICCARDO AND SCHAAF CONDEMN CALIFORNIA
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION PROPOSAL THAT COULD HURT RATEPAYERS, CLEAN ENERGY
PROGRAMS; MAYORS SAY VOTE SHOULD BE DELAYED
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, October 9, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

 
*** STATEMENT ***

MAYORS BREED, LICCARDO AND SCHAAF CONDEMN
CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION PROPOSAL

THAT COULD HURT RATEPAYERS, CLEAN ENERGY
PROGRAMS; MAYORS SAY VOTE SHOULD BE DELAYED

 
San Francisco, CA— The Mayors of the Bay Area’s three largest cities have issued the
following joint statement regarding the Thursday vote at the California Public Utilities
Commission that could harm the state’s clean energy plans.
 
“On Thursday, the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) is scheduled to take action
on an issue that could significantly disrupt the state’s clean energy programs and increase
energy fees for utility customers. We strongly believe the CPUC should delay this process to
allow for a more transparent public review of these critical issues.
 
Our cities are working to fight climate change by developing clean power programs that are
affordable to customers. San Francisco has started CleanPowerSF which has already enrolled
more than 108,000 customers in renewable energy programs, with 360,000 set to be enrolled
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1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, ROOM 200 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681 


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 
 


 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Tuesday, October 9, 2018 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 
 


*** STATEMENT *** 
MAYORS BREED, LICCARDO AND SCHAAF CONDEMN 


CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION PROPOSAL 
THAT COULD HURT RATEPAYERS, CLEAN ENERGY 


PROGRAMS; MAYORS SAY VOTE SHOULD BE DELAYED 
 
San Francisco, CA— The Mayors of the Bay Area’s three largest cities have issued the 
following joint statement regarding the Thursday vote at the California Public Utilities 
Commission that could harm the state’s clean energy plans. 
 
“On Thursday, the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) is scheduled to take action on 
an issue that could significantly disrupt the state’s clean energy programs and increase energy 
fees for utility customers. We strongly believe the CPUC should delay this process to allow for a 
more transparent public review of these critical issues. 
 
Our cities are working to fight climate change by developing clean power programs that are 
affordable to customers. San Francisco has started CleanPowerSF which has already enrolled 
more than 108,000 customers in renewable energy programs, with 360,000 set to be enrolled by 
2019. East Bay Community Energy, which includes the city of Oakland, is set to enroll 555,000 
customers by 2019. San Jose Clean Energy just launched in September and will begin offering 
100 percent renewable energy options to all residents and businesses in Spring 2019. 
 
These programs and the 16 other operating Community Choice Aggregation (CCA) programs 
play a fundamental role in California’s aim of reaching 100 percent renewable energy by 2045. 
But this progress could be disrupted by a proposal under consideration by the CPUC. 
 
The CPUC will consider a proposal to drastically change the state’s Power Charge Indifference 
Adjustment (PCIA), an exit fee that is paid to large, corporate utilities by energy customers when 
they switch to community-based clean power program providers in lieu of investor-owned 
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utilities. Significantly raising exits fees will create price volatility and uncertainty and could 
threaten the future of our clean power programs. 
 
This proposal could impact millions of California ratepayers, and affect California’s ability to 
meet its ambitious climate goals. But the CPUC is poised to act, despite offering little 
opportunity for public input and less than a week for local entities to review the full scope of the 
revised version of the plan, which was issued on Friday, October 5 with a vote scheduled for 
October 11.  
 
The process has been rushed, opaque and with little concern for rate-paying customers. Jamming 
through this proposal without a robust oversight process is ill-advised, unnecessary and could 
have grave consequences for millions of Californians. 
 
On behalf of the 2.5 million Bay Area residents that we represent, we strongly believe that the 
CPUC should delay this vote and allow for a true public review process. This issue is too 
important to rush through haphazardly. California’s clean energy future depends on this vital 
decision.” 


 





		FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:





by 2019. East Bay Community Energy, which includes the city of Oakland, is set to enroll
555,000 customers by 2019. San Jose Clean Energy just launched in September and will begin
offering 100 percent renewable energy options to all residents and businesses in Spring 2019.
 
These programs and the 16 other operating Community Choice Aggregation (CCA) programs
play a fundamental role in California’s aim of reaching 100 percent renewable energy by
2045. But this progress could be disrupted by a proposal under consideration by the CPUC.
 
The CPUC will consider a proposal to drastically change the state’s Power Charge
Indifference Adjustment (PCIA), an exit fee that is paid to large, corporate utilities by energy
customers when they switch to community-based clean power program providers in lieu of
investor-owned utilities. Significantly raising exits fees will create price volatility and
uncertainty and could threaten the future of our clean power programs.
 
This proposal could impact millions of California ratepayers, and affect California’s ability to
meet its ambitious climate goals. But the CPUC is poised to act, despite offering little
opportunity for public input and less than a week for local entities to review the full scope of
the revised version of the plan, which was issued on Friday, October 5 with a vote scheduled
for October 11.
 
The process has been rushed, opaque and with little concern for rate-paying customers.
Jamming through this proposal without a robust oversight process is ill-advised, unnecessary
and could have grave consequences for millions of Californians.
 
On behalf of the 2.5 million Bay Area residents that we represent, we strongly believe that the
CPUC should delay this vote and allow for a true public review process. This issue is too
important to rush through haphazardly. California’s clean energy future depends on this vital
decision.”



 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: opposition to CorePower Yoga on Divisadero Street
Date: Tuesday, October 09, 2018 1:03:01 PM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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: Scott Bravmann [mailto:het.pakhuis@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 09, 2018 1:01 PM
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar,
Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; richhillissf@yahoo.com; Weissglass, David (CPC); Secretary,
Commissions (CPC)
Cc: Affordable Divis
Subject: opposition to CorePower Yoga on Divisadero Street
 

 

Dear Commissioners:

At last month’s Planning Commission hearing I spoke against granting Core Power Yoga a conditional
use permit to open a facility on Divisadero Street.  At the time, I argued the proposed project is
unnecessary and undesirable.   There  are already yoga studios in the area, including a yet-to-be-opened
CorePower Yoga studio nearby, and the Divisadero corridor does not need or want another formula retail
business.

I will be unable to attend the month’s hearing, but I want to stress an even more powerful reason to deny
the application:  over the course of several years, CorePower Yoga engaged in wage theft from its
employees with the result that many were paid less than minimum wage.  In February 2017, CorePower
Yoga settled the $1.65 million class action lawsuit (Walsh v. CorePower Yoga LLC, Case No. 16-cv-
05610 in the U.S. District Court for the Northern District of California).

Wage theft and mistreatment of workers is wrong, and no company with a history of violating the Fair
Labor Standards Act should be granted special favors, such as a conditional use permit to open a formula
retail business.  It would be a mistake to reward this venture-capital backed chain by allowing it to open
yet another facility.

Thank you for your attention.

Scott Bravmann, Ph.D.
1305 Buchanan Street
San Francisco, CA  94115

 

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: Core Power
Date: Tuesday, October 09, 2018 12:44:34 PM
Attachments: re the Commission"s definition of formula retail.msg

The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.msg
CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.msg

 

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org

re: the Commission's definition of formula retail

		From

		Quintin Mecke

		To

		planning@rodneyfong.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); richhillissf@yahoo.com; Weissglass, David (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); affordabledivis@gmail.com

		Cc

		Dean Preston; Gus Hernandez

		Recipients

		planning@rodneyfong.com; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; richhillissf@yahoo.com; david.weissglass@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; affordabledivis@gmail.com; deanpreston7@gmail.com; gushernandez1@gmail.com



 	 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.





 





Dear Planning Commission members:

I gave public comment last month in opposition to CorePower Yoga's proposed location on Divisadero and want to follow up specifically on the comments made by Commissioner Hillis in advance of this Thursday's hearing. 






During that hearing, Commissioner Hillis said that he "did not think CorePower Yoga rose to the level of formula retail" and it "wasn't Starbucks" before voting in favor of the CU permit. His comments are in quotes because I went back to watch the video to make sure I got his words correct.






Those comments are disturbing because that's not how formula retail works nor more importantly, it's not how the department itself DEFINES formula retail. 






As the largest national yoga studio with over 180 locations across the country, CorePower is clearly formula retail by any definition but specifically by the definition that is on the books right now and which the Commission should be using to guide its decisions about the negative economic effects of formula retail in the city.






Commissioner Moore clearly pointed out that you can't view the Divisadero corridor as a standalone isolated area and approve formula retail there in the midst of approving multiple other CorePower sites only short distances away without a culumative effect. 






When CorePower continues to expand across the city (and they've shown every sign that they will/are) to other locations, does it get a pass because it doesn't look like Starbucks or because it may alter its facade? 






It doesn't matter if CorePower doesn't look like Starbucks and there is no need for it to rise to a particular level. It IS formula retail. Period. We can disagree about whether or not it's a fit but not on the fact that Core Power is formula retail. 





I hope that the Commission can debate/discuss the long term effects of allowing multiple CorePower yoga locations across the city (and in this case on Divis) rather than whether or not it looks like Starbucks.





For these reasons, both of the existing yoga studios on Divis are opposed to this location as well as the neighborhood associations (NOPNA + ASNA) and the merchant's association.





There are better options for this neighborhood and for the city than CorePower at this location.



thanks,



Quintin Mecke








The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero

		From

		basil.ayish@gmail.com

		To

		planning@rodneyfong.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); richhillissf@yahoo.com; Weissglass, David (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); affordabledivis@gmail.com

		Recipients

		planning@rodneyfong.com; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; richhillissf@yahoo.com; david.weissglass@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; affordabledivis@gmail.com






This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.














Dear Planning Commission,





I am a neighbor who opposes bringing  CorePower Yoga to Divisadero. Please protect our neighborhood from franchises and national chain businesses. I want community based small businesses that incorporate and reflect our neighborhood’s values. Core power does not meet that criteria.





Thank you,


Basil Ayish


1751 Grove St








CorePower Yoga on Divisadero

		From

		David Nelson

		To

		planning@rodneyfong.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); richhillissf@yahoo.com; Weissglass, David (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); affordabledivis@gmail.com

		Recipients

		planning@rodneyfong.com; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; richhillissf@yahoo.com; david.weissglass@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; affordabledivis@gmail.com






This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.














Dear Planning Commission,





I learned at a recent merchants’ association meeting that the Planning Commission has changed their initial stance towards CorePower Yoga, and is now intending to approve their application for a formula retail use. As you already know, the Alamo Square Neighborhood Association, NOPNA, and Divisadero Merchants association have all polled their memberships and those members indicated that they disapproved of CorePower. With no further input from the community, the commission has reversed its initial position, and we can only assume that the input from the developer has more weight with the Commission than that of the people who live and work here. Very disappointing, if this is true. Please vote no for this project, because it is not welcome by the majority of residents and business that have participated in this review.





David Nelson


286 Divisadero Street (business owner and property owner).












 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero
Date: Tuesday, October 09, 2018 10:22:43 AM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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: Heike Hiss [mailto:heikehisssf@gmail.com] 
Sent: Saturday, October 06, 2018 10:24 AM
To: planning@rodneyfong.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); richhillissf@yahoo.com; Weissglass, David (CPC);
Secretary, Commissions (CPC); affordabledivis@gmail.com
Subject: The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero
 

 

Dear Planning Commission,

I am a neighbor concerned with the proposed CorePower Yoga on Divisadero. 

CorePower Yoga does not reflect the values of our community.  We want a community-
oriented business with integrity, one that values diversity and inclusion.

CorePower Yoga has a history of employee issues:  

-Low pay for their workforce that is 85% women.
-Labor issues including settlement for backwages and minimum wage
-$189 per month membership is unaffordable to our diverse community
-We want a business where we will feel welcome!

We don't need or want this chain in our neighborhood.  The community says NO to
CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.  It is neither necessary or desirable for this neighborhood!

Thank you,
Heike Hiss & family

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


 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

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: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 1600 Jackson Street CU
Date: Tuesday, October 09, 2018 10:22:39 AM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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: Monday, October 08, 2018 2:30 PM
To: Asbagh, Claudine (CPC)
Cc: Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: RE: 1600 Jackson Street CU
 

 

If the sponsor is planning to continue to pursue this application as opposed to withdrawing, we
wanted to just confirm what we heard from the commissioners at last night’s hearing. 

As we understand it the Commission would like the sponsor to submit plans and the
department to analyze for code and environmental compliance that do the following prior to
coming back to the next hearing:

(1) 50 percent of the second floor to be used for residential uses 

(2) Condition of Approval - No Deliveries

(3) Condition of Approval - No Alcohol to be sold on premises 

We believe these changes are significant enough that further CEQA review will be required as
well review for Planning Code compliance given the change of use.

Given the the amount of resources that such task will require is hard to imagine such tasks
being able to be completed in one month?  
 
-Chris Gembinski
MPNA Chair
916-300-5704

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:planning@rodneyfong.com
mailto:richhillissf@gmail.com
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: Core Power
Date: Tuesday, October 09, 2018 10:22:03 AM
Attachments: The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.msg

The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.msg
The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.msg

 

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero

		From

		Karen Macklin

		To

		planning@rodneyfong.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); richhillissf@yahoo.com; Weissglass, David (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); affordabledivis@gmail.com

		Recipients

		planning@rodneyfong.com; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; richhillissf@yahoo.com; david.weissglass@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; affordabledivis@gmail.com



 	 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.





 





Dear Planning Commission,






I am a neighbor concerned with the proposed CorePower Yoga on Divisadero. 

CorePower Yoga does not reflect the values of our community. We want a community-oriented business with integrity, one that values diversity and inclusion.

CorePower Yoga has a history of employee issues: 

-Low pay for their workforce that is 85% women.
-Labor issues including settlement for backwages and minimum wage
-$189 per month membership is unaffordable to our diverse community
-We want a business where we will feel welcome!

We don't need or want this chain in our neighborhood. The community says NO to CorePower Yoga on Divisadero. It is neither necessary or desirable for this neighborhood!

Thank you,









Karen Macklin 


www.karenmacklin.com



















The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero

		From

		eriq94110

		To

		planning@rodneyfong.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); richhillissf@yahoo.com; Weissglass, David (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); affordabledivis@gmail.com

		Recipients

		planning@rodneyfong.com; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; richhillissf@yahoo.com; david.weissglass@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; affordabledivis@gmail.com
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Dear Planning Commission,

I am a neighbor concerned with the proposed CorePower Yoga on Divisadero. 

CorePower Yoga does not reflect the values of our community.  We want a community-oriented business with integrity, one that values diversity and inclusion.

CorePower Yoga has a history of employee issues:  

-Low pay for their workforce that is 85% women.
-Labor issues including settlement for backwages and minimum wage
-$189 per month membership is unaffordable to our diverse community
-We want a business where we will feel welcome!

We don't need or want this chain in our neighborhood.  The community says NO to CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.  It is neither necessary or desirable for this neighborhood!

Thank you,















Sent from my T-Mobile 4G LTE Device








The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero

		From

		sean Socks

		To

		planning@rodneyfong.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); richhillissf@yahoo.com; Weissglass, David (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); affordabledivis@gmail.com

		Recipients

		planning@rodneyfong.com; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; richhillissf@yahoo.com; david.weissglass@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; affordabledivis@gmail.com






This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.














Dear Planning Commission,





I am a neighbor concerned with the proposed CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.





CorePower Yoga does not reflect the values of our community. We want a community-oriented business with integrity, one that values diversity and inclusion.





CorePower Yoga has a history of employee issues:





-Low pay for their workforce that is 85% women.


-Labor issues including settlement for backwages and minimum wage


-$189 per month membership is unaffordable to our diverse community


-We want a business where we will feel welcome!





We don't need or want this chain in our neighborhood. The community says NO to CorePower Yoga on Divisadero. It is neither necessary or desirable for this neighborhood!





Thank you,








Best Regards,





Sean Socks


415-264-1727









From: Ionin, 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: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** STATEMENT *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ON FEDERAL COURT UPHOLDING SAN FRANCISCO’S

SANCTUARY CITY ORDINANCE
Date: Tuesday, October 09, 2018 10:18:23 AM
Attachments: 10.5.18 Sanctuary Ordinance Ruling.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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: Friday, October 05, 2018 4:15 PM
To: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR)
Subject: *** STATEMENT *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ON FEDERAL COURT UPHOLDING SAN
FRANCISCO’S SANCTUARY CITY ORDINANCE
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, October 5, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** STATEMENT ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ON FEDERAL COURT

UPHOLDING SAN FRANCISCO’S SANCTUARY CITY
ORDINANCE

 
San Francisco, CA — Today, the U.S. District Court for the Northern District of California
ruled that San Francisco’s sanctuary ordinance is lawful and concluded that the Trump
administration’s attempt to deny federal funding to the City is unconstitutional.
 
“San Francisco will always be a sanctuary city that stands up for our immigrant communities.
The court ruling today validates what we already knew—the Trump administration’s attempt
to bully San Francisco into abandoning our values and complying with unfair, unjust
immigration enforcement laws is unconstitutional.
 
Our sanctuary ordinance makes us safer. Our residents should not live in fear of calling the
police to report crimes or working with law enforcement to strengthen our communities. We
are better off today for standing up for our core values and I want to thank City Attorney
Dennis Herrera for his work on this important case.”
 

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
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http://www.sfplanning.org/



OFFICE OF THE MAYOR   LONDON N.  BREED  
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1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, ROOM 200 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681 


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 


 


 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 


Friday, October 5, 2018 


Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 


 


*** STATEMENT *** 


MAYOR LONDON BREED ON FEDERAL COURT 


UPHOLDING SAN FRANCISCO’S SANCTUARY CITY 


ORDINANCE 
 


San Francisco, CA — Today, the U.S. District Court for the Northern District of California 


ruled that San Francisco’s sanctuary ordinance is lawful and concluded that the Trump 


administration’s attempt to deny federal funding to the City is unconstitutional. 


 


“San Francisco will always be a sanctuary city that stands up for our immigrant communities. 


The court ruling today validates what we already knew—the Trump Administration’s attempt to 


bully San Francisco into abandoning our values and complying with unfair, unjust immigration 


enforcement laws is unconstitutional.  
 


Our sanctuary ordinance makes us safer. Our residents should not live in fear of calling the 


police to report crimes or working with law enforcement to strengthen our communities. We are 


better off today for standing up for our core values and I want to thank City Attorney Dennis 


Herrera for his work on this important case.” 


 


### 


 


 







###
 
 
 
 



From: Ionin, 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: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** STATEMENT *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ON THE CONFIRMATION OF BRETT KAVANAUGH TO THE

SUPREME COURT
Date: Tuesday, October 09, 2018 10:16:14 AM
Attachments: 10.6.18 Kavanaugh Confirmation.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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: Saturday, October 06, 2018 3:25 PM
To: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR)
Subject: *** STATEMENT *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ON THE CONFIRMATION OF BRETT
KAVANAUGH TO THE SUPREME COURT
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Saturday, October 6, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** STATEMENT ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ON THE CONFIRMATION OF

BRETT KAVANAUGH TO THE SUPREME COURT
 
“The confirmation of Brett Kavanaugh to the Supreme Court is an insult to women and
survivors of sexual assault. We should believe victims when they come forward and their
stories must always be more important than any political goals.
 
This is a sad day for our country and a reminder of how much work remains ahead of us if we
are to make our society a safe, welcoming, and just place for all citizens.”
 

###
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR   LONDON N.  BREED  
 SAN FRANCISCO                                                                    MAYOR  
     
 


 


1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, ROOM 200 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681 


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 


 


 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 


Saturday, October 6, 2018 


Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 


 


*** STATEMENT *** 


MAYOR LONDON BREED ON THE CONFIRMATION OF 


BRETT KAVANAUGH TO THE SUPREME COURT 
 


“The confirmation of Brett Kavanaugh to the Supreme Court is an insult to women and survivors 


of sexual assault. We should believe victims when they come forward and their stories must 


always be more important than any political goals. 


 


This is a sad day for our country and a reminder of how much work remains ahead of us if we 


are to make our society a safe, welcoming, and just place for all citizens.” 


 


### 


 


 







 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Butkus, Audrey (CPC)
To: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY
Subject: Comments to Commissioners for Oct 11 CPC, Agenda Items 12a&b
Date: Friday, October 05, 2018 4:50:26 PM

 
 

From: ckewinjones <ckewinjones@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2018 10:46 PM
To: Butkus, Audrey (CPC) <audrey.butkus@sfgov.org>
Subject: Got the info
 

 

Hi,
 
Aaron Rasey, my tenant forwarded your emails and I was then able to see the proposed
ordinance.  Thank you for the information!
 
We do have concerns about the project as the church has not always proven to be either a
responsible or responsive neighbor.  From the time of the Loma Prieta Earthquake in 1989, the
back building (subject of the variance) was left to the elements.  The paint was peeling, most
of the windows broken. Visitors speculated that "squatters" had taken over.  I had extensively
remodeled my  house (434, next door)  but it was difficult to find a tenant willing to live next 
to what came to be known as "the eyesore".  Finally, at the end of 2017, repairs began on the
building.  But in the process, contractors hired by St. Peters continually gained access to the
backyard of my property without asking permission, in other words, trespassing.  This
resulted in a series of emails between myself and the Senior Warden of St. Peters, with the
final result that I gave limited permission for workers to come in to complete the project. So
imagine my surprise when my tenants announced this week that workers once again had been
taking over the back yard. We don't know if they climbed over a fence or crossed through the
garage. They caused some damage and much concern for my tenants. When informed, the
pastor did not seem to take the situation seriously! Her response was, "Oh the man who
oversees the workers is out of town,"
 
The original 2009 variance approval resulted in attractive buildings facing the street, but a
dilapidated ruin of a building hidden in the back, where only the neighbors could see. So, I
fear, this organization presents an attractive and civic-minded appearance to the public, but
privately only cares about its own entitlement.  
 
 I hope that there is some way of remediating this problem.
 
Thank you,
 
 
Iris Jones 

mailto:audrey.butkus@sfgov.org
mailto:CPC.COMMISSIONSECRETARY@sfgov.org


From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: Whole Foods
Date: Friday, October 05, 2018 11:58:44 AM
Attachments: Russian Hill Polk St Whole Foods 365.msg

Slides From MPNA RE Housing at 1600 Jackson.msg

 

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org

Russian Hill / Polk St Whole Foods 365

		From

		David Haas

		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); Rahaim, John (CPC); Foster, Nicholas (CPC)

		Recipients

		commissions.secretary@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; john.rahaim@sfgov.org; nicholas.foster@sfgov.org



 	 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.





 








To Whom it May Concern:





I have lived at Van Ness and Washington St for over 4 years and I support the proposed addition of a Whole Foods 365 at Polk & Jackson wholeheartedly. The Franklin Whole Foods and Trader Joe's nearby are so crowded already and the entire neighborhood could benefit from a new grocery store. I do shop at many of the mom and pop places like Cheese Plus and Belcampo often in addition to Trader Joe and the existing Whole Foods, but for things like household basics and fresh produce, nothing would be more helpful than a Whole Foods 365 within close walking distance of my home. The two nearest Safeways are too far to walk, and Real Foods doesn't offer nearly the selection that any of the other local grocery stores offer. 





Plus, the deterioration of that street corner since Lombardi Sports closed has had a very negative impact on my neighborhood experience - for over a year there were homeless people living in the former doorway of Lombardi's until that was boarded shut, but we need to start re-opening businesses in the many, many abandoned storefronts on Van Ness, Polk St and other areas.





I am disappointed that the Whole Foods approval process was delayed by 6 months to undergo a housing review for a location that never had housing to begin with. We need to work with what we have and focus on improving Polk Street and re-opening abandoned lots to the public with businesses that all of us in the neighborhood will use.





Best,





-- 



David Haas


david.z.haas@gmail.com


314-629-3192


 








Slides From MPNA RE: Housing at 1600 Jackson

		From

		Chris Gembinski

		To

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

		Cc

		Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Rahaim, John (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

		Recipients

		richhillissf@gmail.com; jonas.ionin@sfgov.org; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; nicholas.foster@sfgov.org; john.rahaim@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



 	 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.





 





Dear Commissioners, 





Please the attached slides which demonstrate how housing at 1600 Jackson Street economically feasible. 





Thank you,





--Chris Gembinski


MPNA Chair










MPNA slides RE; 1600 Jackson.pptx

MPNA slides RE; 1600 Jackson.pptx

1600 Jackson Street 	


22,480 sq. feet - PIM


Acquired by Village Properties in 2014 for $7,000,000 SF Chronicle – J.K. Dineen


= $311 per sq foot 





Current Market Value of $15,000,000 – statement of Village Properties at April Planning Commission Hearing


=$667 per sq foot

















1600 Jackson Street 


9/2014 Submitted a 62 Unit preliminary project mixed use proposal 





12/2014 Submitted an EE Application – grandfathered at 13.5% BMR per Prop C trailing legislation 





9/2018 Mayor Breed introduces legislation to extend grandfathering beyond 12/7/2018 deadline











2030 Polk St. (The Jug Shop)


17,371 Sq Feet 





Acquired by JS Sullivan in 9/2018 for $12,800,000 


$737 = price per square foot 











2030 Polk Street (The Jug Shop)


Submitted a PPA for 43 unit mixed use project including ground floor retail, replacement Jug Shop





Not grandfathered 19% BMR for rental; 21% BMR for ownership





More sculpting of building needed given close proximity to Helen Wills Park and potential shadowing








2030 Polk St. (The Jug Shop)





Moving forward with housing and retail including a replacement Jug Shop and working with the neighborhood stakeholders and planning department to get the best project possible for the neighborhood and the City as a whole














1600 Jackson Street and 2030 Polk Street are 1 block apart











1600 Jackson (Lombardi’s) Vs. 2030 Polk (Jug Shop)


Sq. Feet					22,480  vs. 17,371 





Units 				         	62 vs. 43





Land/per Sq Foot		$311   vs.  $737 





BMR						13.5-21%* vs. 19-21%





Appreciation in Land	    100%		vs.  0%	


*pending outcome of Mayor Breed’s Legislation








It is Not Too Late for 1600 Jackson St to Have 62 Units of Housing


After this project is denied, Village Properties can move forward with their original mixed use housing over retail proposal 





The economics of 1600 Jackson St. as demonstrated are far superior to that of 2030 Polk St 











It is Not Too Late for 1600 Jackson St to Have 62 Units of Housing


Or they can sell to another developer and realize a 100% profit in 4 years 





After this Commission denied Chipotle’s CU to go in on Church and Market, the land was sold to a developer and who built housing 

















 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

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: Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Public Comment 10-4-18 Agenda Item #18
Date: Friday, October 05, 2018 11:58:24 AM
Attachments: AAGA - Public Comment 10-4-18 Agenda Item 18.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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 American Grocers Association (AAGA) [mailto:ArabGrocersAssn@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2018 2:31 PM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: Public Comment 10-4-18 Agenda Item #18
 

 

See Attached, 
Thank you

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
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http://www.sfplanning.org/



 


Arab American Grocers Association (AAGA) - 200 Valencia St, San Francisco, CA 94103 


 


 
Planning Commission 
September 27, 2018 
 
Re: Agenda Item #18 (Whole Foods ) 


Honorable Commissioners,  


The Arab American Grocers Association represents 400 small family owned retailers in San 
Francisco. Many of our members are along the Van Ness and Polk Street Corridors. The current 
climate in San Francisco has it that our members are facing increased fees, taxes, reduction of 
inventory and pressures due to rising rents. We cannot compete with formula retailers that can 
buy in bulk and cumulatively. We are the last frontier of businesses that serve the community 
directly and are accessible spaces for everyone. Please consider the need for more affordable 
housing and community serving businesses rather than grant an allowance to a technology 
corporation who’s end goal is to reduce employees and the human footprint in general.  


Best,  


The Arab American Grocers Association (AAGA) 


 







 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Sanchez, Diego (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: THD ORDINANCE SUPPORT - Case No. 2018-012268PCA
Date: Friday, October 05, 2018 11:57:46 AM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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: Stan Hayes [mailto:stanhayes1967@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2018 3:58 PM
To: Rich Hillis; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel
(CPC); Kathrin Moore; Richards, Dennis (CPC)
Cc: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: THD ORDINANCE SUPPORT - Case No. 2018-012268PCA
 

 

President Hillis and Planning Commissioners -
 
For the record, on behalf of the Telegraph Hill Dwellers, we express our strong SUPPORT
for the above-referenced proposed ordinance.
 
We understand that this ordinance would amend the Planning Code to provide that temporary
closure of a liquor store in the North Beach Neighborhood Commercial District (NCD) as a
result of a fire would not be deemed an abandonment of its use, and that relocation to another
temporary location in the North Beach NCD would not require a new Conditional Use permit.
 
We believe that the proposed ordinance would provide fair and equitable treatment of a
business, Coit Liquors, that was temporarily displaced from its long-time location (over 50
years) by the March 17, 2018 four-alarm fire at 659 Union Street.
 
We urge approval of this proposed ordinance.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stan Hayes
 
Co-Chair, Planning & Zoning Committee
Telegraph Hill Dwellers

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


From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: Core Power
Date: Friday, October 05, 2018 11:57:26 AM
Attachments: Opposing Core Power Yoga on Divisadero.msg

The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.msg
The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.msg

 

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org

Opposing Core Power Yoga on Divisadero

		From

		Shannon Bolt

		To

		Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); richhillissf@yahoo.com; Weissglass, David (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

		Recipients

		dennis.richards@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; richhillissf@yahoo.com; david.weissglass@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



 	 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.





 





Dear Planning Commission,





I am a neighbor concerned with the proposed CorePower Yoga on Divisadero and in general I am concerned with the increasing number of expensive yoga studios that are taking over increasing amount of storefronts in previously low-income neighborhoods. As a practitioner of yoga, I support yoga studios like Yoga To The People that offer community programs and sliding scale classes for all neighborhood residents. 





CorePower Yoga does not reflect the values of our community.  We want a community-oriented business with integrity, one that values diversity and inclusion.





CorePower Yoga has a history of employee issues:





*	Low pay for their workforce that is 85% women.


*	Labor issues including settlement for backwages and minimum wage


*	$189 per month membership is unaffordable to our diverse community


*	We want a business where we will feel welcome!





We don’t need or want this chain in our neighborhood.  The community says NO to CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.  It is neither necessary or desirable for this neighborhood!





Thank you,





Shannon Bolt











The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero

		From

		Kristin Tieche

		To

		planning@rodneyfong.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); richhillissf@yahoo.com; Weissglass, David (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); affordabledivis@gmail.com

		Recipients

		planning@rodneyfong.com; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; richhillissf@yahoo.com; david.weissglass@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; affordabledivis@gmail.com



 	 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.





 





Dear Planning Commission,

I am a neighbor concerned with the proposed CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.

CorePower Yoga does not reflect the values of our community.  We want a community-oriented business with integrity, one that values diversity and inclusion.

CorePower Yoga has a history of employee issues:  

-Low pay for their workforce that is 85% women.
-Labor issues including settlement for backwages and minimum wage
-$189 per month membership is unaffordable to our diverse community
-We want a business where we will feel welcome!

We don't need or want this chain in our neighborhood.  The community says NO to CorePower Yoga on Divisadero.  It is neither necessary or desirable for this neighborhood!

Thank you,






Kristin Tieche


94117








The community opposes CorePower Yoga on Divisadero

		From

		M Rocket

		To

		planning@rodneyfong.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); richhillissf@yahoo.com; Weissglass, David (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); affordabledivis@gmail.com

		Recipients

		planning@rodneyfong.com; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; richhillissf@yahoo.com; david.weissglass@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; affordabledivis@gmail.com



 	 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.





 





Dear Planning Commission,

I am a neighbor concerned with the proposed CorePower Yoga on Divisadero. 

If a company who charges neighbors nearly $200 for membership but can’t pay their employees minimum wage, we don’t need them in our community. His racist, dude-bro presentation at our neighborhood association meeting sealed it for me.  





Thank you,
M Rocket













..............................................






M Rocket


m.spacedog@gmail.com


415.218.3946












 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Former LOMBARDI"s on Polk
Date: Friday, October 05, 2018 11:57:03 AM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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: Gary Gach [mailto:gary.gach@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, October 05, 2018 8:59 AM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Cc: Rahaim, John (CPC); Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Richhillissf@gmail.com; Myrna.meigar@sfgov.org;
Planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); kathrin.moore@sfgove.org; Johnson, Milicent (CPC);
Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS)
Subject: Former LOMBARDI's on Polk
 

 

Dear Honorable Planners, Commissioners, and Supervisors:

I hope this finds you well in this present moment.  I'd intended to attend last night's
hearing but unavoidable circumstances got in the way. I hope my testimony herein is
acceptable.

I have been a citizen in San Francisco for the majority of my life, and am a tax-paying
property owner here.  I wish to express my concern about the former site operated by
the Lombardi family, for several generations. 

San Francisco needs more housing. The plan for 82 units submitted a couple years
ago should be re-examined and reactivated. 

San Francisco does not need more food merchants – and certainly not from the
largest merchant in America, Amazon. Amazon extracts local capital, which could be
put to use for community prosperity. At the initial hearing I asked the representive of
Whole Foods if they had any intention of featuring local farmers, local food producers,
and they had none.  Now that Amazon has taken over Whole Foods, the policy is
against local farmers and producers unless they can scale to a national level. Local
food producers are already suffering enough from this shift of policy.
 
That Amazon is already paying $1,300,000.000 per year in rent, gives the landlord no

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


incentive to provide housing. I also note that while it may seem a victory that Amazon
is now paying minimum wage, that will be undercut by their opening stores without
human employees.  They already have an outpost nearby on California. Enough is
enough.

I am not clear if the environmental impact has been fully evaluated or studied.

For these reasons, I am opposed to the space being given to Amsazon.

Respectfully submitted, 
 
Gary Gach
1243 Broadway 4
San Francisco CA 94109
1.415.771.7793

 
 
 



 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Slides From MPNA RE: Housing at 1600 Jackson
Date: Friday, October 05, 2018 11:54:10 AM
Attachments: MPNA slides RE; 1600 Jackson.pptx

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
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, October 04, 2018 12:05 PM
To: cc: Rich Hillis; Ionin, Jonas (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson,
Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC)
Cc: Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Rahaim, John (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: Slides From MPNA RE: Housing at 1600 Jackson
 

 

Dear Commissioners,
 
Please the attached slides which demonstrate how housing at 1600 Jackson Street
economically feasible. 
 
Thank you,
 
--Chris Gembinski
MPNA Chair
 

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/

1600 Jackson Street 	

22,480 sq. feet - PIM

Acquired by Village Properties in 2014 for $7,000,000 SF Chronicle – J.K. Dineen

= $311 per sq foot 



Current Market Value of $15,000,000 – statement of Village Properties at April Planning Commission Hearing

=$667 per sq foot











1600 Jackson Street 

9/2014 Submitted a 62 Unit preliminary project mixed use proposal 



12/2014 Submitted an EE Application – grandfathered at 13.5% BMR per Prop C trailing legislation 



9/2018 Mayor Breed introduces legislation to extend grandfathering beyond 12/7/2018 deadline







2030 Polk St. (The Jug Shop)

17,371 Sq Feet 



Acquired by JS Sullivan in 9/2018 for $12,800,000 

$737 = price per square foot 







2030 Polk Street (The Jug Shop)

Submitted a PPA for 43 unit mixed use project including ground floor retail, replacement Jug Shop



Not grandfathered 19% BMR for rental; 21% BMR for ownership



More sculpting of building needed given close proximity to Helen Wills Park and potential shadowing





2030 Polk St. (The Jug Shop)



Moving forward with housing and retail including a replacement Jug Shop and working with the neighborhood stakeholders and planning department to get the best project possible for the neighborhood and the City as a whole









1600 Jackson Street and 2030 Polk Street are 1 block apart







1600 Jackson (Lombardi’s) Vs. 2030 Polk (Jug Shop)

Sq. Feet					22,480  vs. 17,371 



Units 				         	62 vs. 43



Land/per Sq Foot		$311   vs.  $737 



BMR						13.5-21%* vs. 19-21%



Appreciation in Land	    100%		vs.  0%	

*pending outcome of Mayor Breed’s Legislation





It is Not Too Late for 1600 Jackson St to Have 62 Units of Housing

After this project is denied, Village Properties can move forward with their original mixed use housing over retail proposal 



The economics of 1600 Jackson St. as demonstrated are far superior to that of 2030 Polk St 







It is Not Too Late for 1600 Jackson St to Have 62 Units of Housing

Or they can sell to another developer and realize a 100% profit in 4 years 



After this Commission denied Chipotle’s CU to go in on Church and Market, the land was sold to a developer and who built housing 









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: Board Report
Date: Thursday, October 04, 2018 12:18:36 PM
Attachments: 2018_10_04.pdf
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Commissioners,
 
Attached, please find this week’s Board Report.
 
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.org
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Summary of Board Activities  
September 17-28, 2018 
Planning Commission Report: September 27, 2018 


 


             
Land Use Committee 


• 180721 Planning Code - Landmark Designation - 457 Bryant Street (aka Piledrivers, Bridge, and 


Structural Ironworkers Local No. 77 Union Hall). Sponsor: Historic Preservation Commission. 


Staff: Ferguson. Item 1  


• 180722 Planning Code - Landmark Designation - 500-504-4th Street (aka Hotel Utah). Sponsor: 


Historic Preservation Commission. Staff: McMillen. Item 2 


• 180723 Planning Code - Clyde and Crooks Warehouse Historic District. Sponsor: Historic 


Preservation Commission. Staff: McMillen. Item 3 


• 180724 Planning Code - Mint-Mission Conservation District. Sponsor: Historic Preservation 


Commission. Staff: McMillen. Item 4  


• 180725 Planning Code - Designation of Various Properties as Significant and Contributory in the 


C-3 District Based on Architectural, Historic and Aesthetic Value Sponsor: Historic Preservation 


Commission. Staff: McMillen. Item 5 


• 180720 Planning Code - Landmark Designation - 228-248 Townsend Street (aka New Pullman 


Hotel). Sponsor: Historic Preservation Commission. Staff: Smith. Item 6 


• 180726 Planning Code - Amending Kearny-Market-Mason-Sutter Conservation District and 


Article 11 Designation of 55-5th Street. Sponsor: Historic Preservation Commission. Staff: 


McMillen. 


 


First on the land use agenda were the landmark and conservation district amendments related to 


the Central SoMa Plan. These 7 different ordinances would landmark three individual buildings, 


create the Clyde and Crooks Warehouse Historic District and the Mint-Mission Conservation 


District, designate various Properties as Significant and Contributory under Article 11, and Amend 


Kearny-Market-Mason-Sutter Conservation District. At the Land Use Hearing there was one 


speaker during public and no comments or questions from committee members. All seven of 


these items were forward to the Full Board with a positive recommendation.  


 


• 180816 General Plan - India Basin Mixed-Use Project. Sponsor: Planning Commission. Staff: 


Snyder. Item 10 


• 180680 Planning Code, Zoning Map - India Basin Special Use District. Sponsor: Cohen. Staff: 


Snyder. Item 11 


• 180681 Development Agreement - India Basin Investment LLC - India Basin Project - Innes 


Avenue at Griffith Street Sponsor: Cohen. Staff: Snyder.  


 



https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3548647&GUID=DE8E1ED5-18C7-47CF-BBA4-C5390411838D

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3548649&GUID=2CB9CFD8-07BE-4CE9-96D4-87C60F16E1C2

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3548667&GUID=15E03F49-2A24-400C-A49B-3D326351DE4D

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3548701&GUID=29834D7E-897B-411A-AA44-9132873DA313

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3548709&GUID=6C2CC4A0-7619-4855-B112-8A7A32417591

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3548628&GUID=C6C5B48C-4503-46B1-BC6F-D2526C4EF5B3

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3548710&GUID=67CC8F89-CBE7-4990-BAEA-7212B7A347F4

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3645609&GUID=335DB6DF-B593-4B42-AD11-50501158AE99

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3541717&GUID=A76FAACA-EEA4-403B-B943-50FE0F9906FC

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3541718&GUID=06FCD010-431B-4E72-90E8-5BFCF97EAA0D
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Next the Committee heard the India Basin General Plan Amendment, Planning Code and Zoning 


Map Amendments, and the Development Agreement. During the hearing there was about an hour 


of public testimony roughly evenly split between those opposed and those in favor.    After public 


comment, most of the discussion amongst the supervisors was regarding the Development 


Agreement and the Affordable Housing Program.    Supervisor Cohen introduced a proposed 


amendment to the Housing Plan that would require the affordable units be provided at tiers of 


55% ami (5%), 80%-110% ami (15%) and 140% ami (5%).    After discussion, the Committee 


voted to move the three actions as amended to the Full Board as a committee report without 


recommendation. 


 


• 180490 General Plan Amendments - Central South of Market Area Plan. Sponsor: Planning 


Commission. Staff: Chen. Item 13 


• 180185 Planning Code, Zoning Map - Central South of Market Special Use District. Sponsors: 


Mayor; Kim. Staff: Chen. Item 14 


• 180453 Business and Tax Regulations, Planning Codes - Central South of Market Housing 


Sustainability District. Sponsors: Mayor; Kim. Staff: Chen. Item 15 


• 180184 Administrative, Planning Codes - Central South of Market Area Plan. Sponsors: Mayor; 


Kim. Staff: Chen.  


 


Next the Committee considered Amendments to the Central SoMa Plan, continued from the July 


23rd Land Use hearing. This commission heard these amendments to the Plan on September 


27th and voted unanimously to approve the amendments with modifications.  


 
At the Land Use Committee there were about 20 public comments covering a range of topics, 


including: 


• Support for restoring funding for the Old Mint at $20mn; 


• Calls for additional anti-displacement policies for residents, small businesses, and non-


profits, both within the Plan and more broadly; 


• A desire for a greater quantity and more accessible open spaces, including requests that 


future open spaces serve youth and families; and  


• Feedback from SF Flower Mart vendors who oppose seeing residential development on 


the site due to potential conflicts with their operations. 


 


Following that, Supervisor Kim responded to some of the public comments, describing potential 


ways of increasing affordable housing, including evaluating the existing Jobs-Housing Linkage 


Fee and considering legalization of live-work lofts. She introduced several amendments that 



https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3506286&GUID=458A3C47-A93C-4E55-ACF9-A14383C25D5E

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3360008&GUID=D61A3FEE-7E88-4EA6-87C3-44188A19A45D

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3494385&GUID=3B6FB028-B639-4A92-A84A-2BF417E819C1

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3360007&GUID=6E6999CC-B3CD-45F5-8681-1288E0C6F856
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included most of the Planning Commission recommendations and indicated there would be 


additional amendments at the next hearing on October 15th. The Committee then voted to 


approve the additional amendments and to continue the Plan to the next hearing on 10/15. 


 


Government Audit and Oversight Committee 


 


Yesterday the Government Audit and Oversight Committee held a hearing on the Civil Grand Jury 


report issued earlier this summer on ADUs and Modular Housing. The jurors themselves 


presented overall findings, and Planning, DBI, Fire and MOH offered presentations outlining 


responses to the report that were published last month. Planning’s response focused on ADUs, 


and highlighted major permit streamlining improvement. 


  


In response to the Report, the various city agencies agreed to review our Codes and provide 


recommendations to the Board by April 2019. We also agreed to continue interagency meetings 


to facilitate more streamlined permit review, and Planning will begin outreach to design 


professionals, and to single-family homeowners by years' end. 


 


The Supervisors were required to respond to the report as well. They adopted a resolution to 


have Planning and the legislative budget office analyze fee waivers for ADU projects. Supervisor 


Peskin made a friendly edit to the draft resolution that was more in line with Planning’s findings 


that overall construction costs are a larger barrier for homeowners than permit fees as the jury 


found. Supervisor Kim recommended better coordination between Departments for data tracking. 


 


This item was continued, and a follow-up hearing is anticipated in six months.  


 


Full Board 


• 180787 Hearing - Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization - 143 Corbett Avenue. Staff: 


Horn/Starr.  


 


First on the Board’s agenda was the Appeal for the Conditional Use Authorization for 143 Corbett 


Avenue. The appellant and the property owner were able to come to an agreement with the help 


of Supervisor Mandelman’s office, resulting in the appeal being withdrawn. As a result, there was 


no public comment and the Board voted to uphold this commissions CU approval. 


 


• 180841 Hearing - Appeal of Final Environmental Impact Report Certification - India Basin Mixed-


Use Project. 



https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3586606&GUID=AC5F8834-F1D1-4867-8755-FCD31DC079EC

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3646252&GUID=CB4D0848-D2CF-4491-B350-86D5B0105801
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Next was the appeal for the Final EIR for the India Basin Project. Unfortunately, at the last minute 


the Air Board submitted a list of additional air quality mitigation measures for this project. Staff, 


the Board, and the public did not have time to fully digest and evaluate these new proposals, so 


the environmental appeal had to be continued. The Board continued the hearing to October 22 to 


provide more time for analysis.  


 


• 180816 General Plan - India Basin Mixed-Use Project. Sponsor: Planning Commission. Staff: 


Snyder.  


• 180680 Planning Code, Zoning Map - India Basin Special Use District. Sponsor: Cohen. Staff: 


Snyder.  


• 180681 Development Agreement - India Basin Investment LLC - India Basin Project - Innes 


Avenue at Griffith Street Sponsor: Cohen. Staff: Snyder.  


 


Because of the Environmental Appeal for the India basis project was continued, the three India 


Basin action items also had to be continued.  


 



https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3645609&GUID=335DB6DF-B593-4B42-AD11-50501158AE99

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3541717&GUID=A76FAACA-EEA4-403B-B943-50FE0F9906FC

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3541718&GUID=06FCD010-431B-4E72-90E8-5BFCF97EAA0D










Deborah McIntyre
1159 Union Street

San Francisco CA 94109
dmacsf@gmail.com

October 1st, 2018

SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING COMMISSIONERS
1660 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco CA 94103

Dear Commissioners:

RECEIVED

CITY &COUNTY OF S.F
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

CPC/HPC

I've lived in this neighborhood for 2 decades. I walk that stretch of Polk Street about 5
times a week and although there are many nice little shops, I still have to leave the
neighborhood to get to afull-service grocery store.

And it's a hassle. I do NOT have a car, and MITNI is unreliable and requires several buses
to get to and back from Trader Joe's, Whole Foods on California &Franklin, or Safeway
on Bay Street. Which is a struggle with heavy shopping bags.

A Whole Foods in the former Lombardi sports shop space would be ideal! I've been
dreaming of it for the past couple of years.:-) It would be a boon to the hundreds of
neighborhood residents...and don't we count?

Enough with the delays --pPlease PLEASE vote YES to APPROVE the Whole Foods!

Think you in advance,

Deborah McIntyre ~
1159 Union Street


