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2831 PIERCE STREET: PROPOSED CONDITIONS

• The rear pop-out shall be eliminated at all levels except the below-grade garage level.

• No portion of the building envelope above the below-grade garage level shall extend to the rear

beyond the building line of the adjacent property at 2823-25-27 Pierce Street, with the

exception of bay windows not exceeding the length and width of the bay windows at 2823-25-

27 Pierce Street.

• The front facade will be lowered to be no higher than 2823 Pierce Street's existing front deck

railing.

• The project shall use only transparent material for any portions of the front deck that are taller

than 2823 Pierce Street's existing north side (abutting side) front deck railing.

q~'T ~a~ c

~ ̀ ~..L ~ W 1 ~ld~Oa+JS 1 f~ T~ ~7b~lT4 ~Ta G~~IQ~ ~ ~ 9~W~.t' S~AI t

~oS~.c,~ o-r' o-t~-~ w'~i~ -}Y-.~-c.r~ or l ac.c~~-e~. ~-~ ~' . Gt~.~ce-s-~'~-"(/
J

--~ -P~s~v~ p~~,va~ --~ ho-~ I~oM.~S.



Received at CPC Heanng ~z _~ 1$

~ .W; ~1~
Good evening Commissioners,

Jerry Dratler for Ozzie Rohm and San Francisco Land Use Coalition

The proposed project is a huge monolithic structure that is a menace to the
surrounding neighbors as evidenced by the DR filed by the neighbor in the
back. But more importantly, this will cause the existing tenants to lose their
homes and that's why we're here.

According to the plans, every floor of this building will undergo an extensive
remodel. Not only the remodel would require the tenants to move but also
one unit will lose 140 square feet.
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This doesn't even include the impact of the added two floors. You may
recall that according to the DBI's testimony in April, if the configuration of a
vertical addition is not the same as the flcaor below, it will require opening
up the walls and ceilings of the lower floor to ensure that they could bear
the new added load. So even if the owner does not touch the existing
tenant occupied units, the added new 3rd_-an,d 4th floors will certainly
require extensive work on their units.

The inevitability of the tenants' displacement is reason enough for you to
take DR and reject this project altogether. But even if there were no
tenants involved, an extension that involves 18 feet into the mid-block open
space with 2 additional floors should be rejected because it is out of scale
and too massive for a block that is mostly made up of homes that are
ONLY 2 floors above garage.

We don't believe for one second that these additional two floors won't be
visible from the public right of way on 20th Avenue. Just because the
architect draws a line showing a 5-foot person won't be able to see much of
these added floors, it doesn't mean that an average San Francisco resident
that is much taller than 5 feet won't be able to see them.

To sum up, we urge you to take DR and reject this project altogether
because it will cause the displacement of rent controlled tenants and is out
of scale and character in this block and neighborhood.
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49 Hopkins Avenue, Largent House designed by Richard Neutra

When Time magazine put Richard J. Neutra on the cover of its August 15, 1949,
issue, the Austrian-born architect had been designing astounding modernist
houses for more than 20 years—houses, Time said, with• "broad, glassy brows"
and "spaciousness and compactness combined." Neutra (1892-1970) was a prophet
of clean, crisp modernism, and his houses, most of which were built in California,
have inspired countless architects and emboldened preservationists in an area of
the country notoriously quick to raze landmarks. And why not? As Time eloquently
observed, "Their beauty, like that of any sea shell, is more than skin-deems
practical, not pretentious."

Prepared by J. Dratler Dec. 13,2018
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• All that remains of Largent House is a portion of the garage
per the DBI NOV. No calculations are required to determine
the demolition of Largent House was illegal.
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• Property owner filed for a demolition permit on December
7,2017two months after the house was demolished.

• Another example of a developer asking for permission for an
illegal act after the illegal act was committed. The
developer's motive is to earn millions from building a house
four times larger than the 927 sq. ft. house they
demolished.ls this a behavior the Planning Commission
wants to encourage? Approving the proposed plans would
send that message.
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1. The Largent House illegal demolition is no different from 655
Alvarado Street where the Commission approved
construction of a replacement structure with the same
physical attributes of the structure that was illegally removed.

2. If the Planning Commission approves this project and does
not imposed restrictions on the new construction, it is
sending a strong message that existing building and
planning codes prohibiting unpermitted demolition can be
ignored and there are no consequences.

3. The architect is an experienced professional and has not
been honest and transparent about important facts.

o Architect Askew claimed the existing structure was
three stories when it was one story over garage, and
the application showed Ross Johnson to be the
property owner when the house was deeded to a
corporation. This may explain why Architect Askew was
unwilling to attest to the accuracy of the application and
sign it.

4



Under penalty of perjury ifie foilo~ring declar~ti~ns are made:

a) The undersigned is t~ os~rner ar authorized agent of the os*rner of this ~op~rty.

\~ b) The infurmat~c~n presented i~ true end co~re~tt to the best of my krsowl'?dge~.

\ c~ +7ther in€carrr~at~on or ~pplica~i~ns may b+? requir~tl.

.~ 'Y alcuh :~ske~~

Sic3r~ture Name (Printed)

:~rclrite~c:t ~ 1 ~92g183~ y~~t ya-studio.caui

rt~~c~~n$►,~~ ~4 p~~
r a; :v~na: arthiasax, ~c•~

~~~ 'cmaii

~ y j~f .~ ~,'q ~ ranis~c~

~̀, ot.
~~~

~ ~ __ _ _ __
C~ r u , t .J ~ ~b~as~ k~a

~~~_~t~ait.c~n ~~e: ~~3 3~~33~I

P~ ~e ~e~ ~i€s a~ -a~a ~t~3f~Cl:' ~ n~er ~ F ~arft ~ ~ ir~g
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Osha~ee
s

4. There is very little public information regarding the corporate
ownership of Largent House.

o We know the agent for service of process for the corporation is
Mark Brown, an associate broker at Brown and Company
Realty owned by developer Tim Brown. A form from the CA.
Secretary of State is attached.

o We know that a second corporation controlled by Tim Brown
loaned the property owner $350,000 to purchase Largent
House on the day the transaction closed through a deed of trust
and assignment of rents. The deed of trust requires the owner
of Largent House to promptly restore any building that is
damaged or destroyed. The deed of trust document is attached

5. It is my sincere hope that the Planning Commission will require the
property owner to rebuild Largent House exactly as it existed in 1936.



Alex Pabga
C.~iforoia Secre4ary of State

~, Business Search - Entit;r De#ail

The ca~f~rtua susiraes~ :~arcn is up~t~ daily yard ;-~ft~cis,a~M; ssea thvug`s
USf ~rlay.:~ptember 12. 2018. P4eas? r?fer t~ ~:umFnt Fracessina Trues for ~z
r~r.~wzd +sates of fliings r~un'~ntfy 4se,ns3 Prox~sed. Th? data Fm~~i3ed es !~ a care~plete a
aeRifstd r~srd ~ ar e,~t~ty. Nit atl im3gzs are availab9r ~nirrw.

20170'1310041 4yH(~PKINS. LLC

Regesirati[an Qate

Juri adrrtion:
Entity Type:

Status:
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Process:

Entity Address:
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A ~ratement of tnf~rmati~rr is due a*iih;n s36 days of regis~a~n ~€ui ttren EVF~t'Y C1Ut}
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RE~t~*^TRA~lC~~i Oftu3'Zf1t7

lndir~~s ~e ~n~miaaon ~s r+at ccxr„~ro~ti m Lie Cati~ania ~.xra+wry a' State's ~stao~se.

Node: if the agesst hx ser.~ice t~ pr~eess is a 4o,~Oratir~. thF od~r?ss a~ the agent may De+
requeSLed by arderin~ a status repcirt.

s Frn infortnati~ ~ ~cM.ing ~ reserving a name, refer io ll~ne l~ailabi&ty.
. tf ttse image rs r~ ~•rai6able onli ̂~e. €a- infamatiorr a~ ~derir~ a copy refer to

htforrrwti4n Requests.
. Far i~aa+natia~ mti ord?ri~ ~xrtifirat~s, status reports, certifssd cop~as of ci~.uments
~I dies cif doc.~merrs nai curr~ntEy available m the Busrr~,s Search ~x to request a
m~ eamensive se~eh fsr reeds, rQ€er b Irdarmation Rrouests.

s For hNp wdth se~dEing ~ entity nee, refer to Search Tios.
. Fsx desaipaorts of the variais fie4ds afr~d status tYPr. refer rA Freo~rer~ly Asked

AAodity Search New Search Back to Search Results
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i
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Sin Francisco Asses~ar~~kecorder
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~1r~Ct S~Q f~t ~t~pU~3tfC'~it~8 L`lmpany
'T~it~~€j~, JA.N 1 , 2~l1'17 (38:94:23

Aim/ ~/~ij~

~st~ a ~ ar~sc~vFr~t~n. Rtrrwe~s es

Trust ar~~i , ignr~ent t~f ~~ s
~fi~5 C3 # t~~ 1'tr.~ rK~8i1e this 1~h day of la~~rY~ ~t1~7, err d44~~r~trec, ? t C:~ a fiatlkymia I[m1t~11 31a~alt~ky
i~Y. fi~re~r, t~li~d TRUS'~'gft, uvhose a~ldrt~s Is 8~x PZg~, V~+i:ttier Park, FL 32790, ~33d ite~w lc Tft9~ ~amparnY,

a C~I~~fca~n •por~t8on, herein ~aa€led 7Rl~SC::~, acrd ~'1~E3 5, LLC, a CaltFomi~ fimt~ed €!~b+1ttY cQ~n~3ra'/, h~retn c~~le
S~"JE~LC~A1tY,

w$I~~d ~3t'1'~I~FS~C1'T ~}' .~'~~'}~".A4 ~;'Y~ ~`Ss ~TFtA~ d~~1 A~ ~Q l R'~s7E~ lfti T~t r ~fily ~ ER S?.~
S~; J ~^9~t ~~r erY ;a Fr~e1~a araty', Cali~ta~zNa, C rib as:

S~+e ~`E~€ss6 t ;0'` ait~ch~ het2to and: sr~ade a part hereof'.

Ira ttse ~s~rr~ #fie her~l~ descrl~d P ~'~Y. #' ~y P~E't , ~t' atvy tin, es 5s~l, a~a~e~d txa b~ sod,
canvey€~ ~ a nat~el try itt~ 'C' r5r, ar by the o text off or ottserwt5e, all obtlgatlorrs seaut+~cl by t#~ts
trz:^tr~urn€st}~, Ir 'we of the ~#ty dads ~pr~ssed tr~rekn, ai Yfi~ ayytk~~ aa~' tl F~nl,~r t7er~ ~f, d ~+ith4ct?°
d~r~ C~` TM'~t3C~, 53ta€I ~~d3~t~tp b~rr~ due and ga~s6f~.

~C~E1j'1~~' Elf f~5~ir ~~ ~L6t~ ~7i'Ot'IL~i f1Et,7~~ ~~~~i ~~~~~ Aa t~ir~ Ml pp4Wf,*I" ~I~ $IA1~'t43T3C+p' 1'€~3Cf~t9r~f~f
given to ~ i mnfea~rec! upcus E§erm lar~~ tc cafle~k a~fi ~pp~y saw r~nL~, lssu~ ark ~a i~,.

i~Crr ttt~ Pure of Se~arin9;
,~—. I, ~rfrarrnanr.~ of e 3gre~rrs~tC of Trvst~rr t~ereln c~rh~ned~ Z. Payment of tiny i t~lness ~vidersced bar ;,.prom cagy ncN~ of err t!ate hee "st#~, ar~i any ~l~r r~r renewal th~e~t`, En ct~e pr nci~a~ Burr, of y35~,t 9.00

~ac~caaE by T: Astor :n fx v~ as ~et~~P l~ry br ocrler. 3. &°agars :t of sr~r fiarthe° Burns as t,5e tf~a^ re~crr~i Lswr~r ~f sa~c3
Oc~sf ctTru~t a^d ~ss~-.~r~ i of :carts :~q~ i at d



€ er~i' ~t~,~r may txuraa~ ~ ~nehclary,. ara~en eui c~i tay ~~c~e~ gate (~ its} „ ,~ ~ ~ sa se rer
To Proms# tt~ S6K~tity of 7'tfL°~ [l+~d of 3tuat, Trtls~r 1tgr~s:
f 1) To k~ said property In g i ~ndi~t~s end r tr: nit tc r~ arnrP n~ ~ixrn icy, a~y~ a~~r~rt~ tt~9n~cn; 4~ ~tr~~~#~ orrestore Aran{ ~~ and In gc~rd Ord ~=++~~mattlike Tamer ~rnt tsuild}nn~ ~~rtal~'~ may die c~ar~sttuc~d, dam~ageti t>r t~s£tpy~'3 ,*~~:themes ~r~ ~ pay vata~ar dt~e a[I cD~hx~s ftsr lai~ar per~grn~d and m~t~erials fu lshed therefor, !p oam r vut'th (1
a+ r+g laic[ property or req,ui[ring any ~ltera~tic s ar I~rapraversti~nts to be made dam; r~ak to mmmfik or ~rmlt
ar~Gt~ i~ ef} nca~ to c~emrt~E; ,u fcr ~r C eny at2 urn sdi~! {nuuerly 4ie ~rUslat~uut ~ I~pN: ~ ~1:~tiV~~, I ~,
fern°I~, ftaraiga~, pntr~ arty do aN nt#~er ads wF~k:h from the cf~~rattes- ar u~ o~ saki ~*npeRy maybe reasona~f~
n~c+ rv, tt~ spedflc eri~cm~aUor~s t~eretrr ntrt acd~xtle~ tl°~ general.

(1) i b riG~, rsk~lntaln and d~Eiver ~ Ber~efoda~y f~r~ I~sranne satlsfatiinry #n ark with IasS payable t~ nefi~dary.
The a Ca#tected can~ler drry f~r~ ~ aver tnsur~aet~e poky ~ttay be asked by 3 fiaaay ~xtr any nd r~
s~,enecf I~eby aid fn s~#t cn'~r ~s Ber~efldary may de~rmirte, or at apdon oaf B c18ry :he ect~dre acr~c t 5~er
rni8t+~'iwr~ au~ eery ~rR €hnrx~f m~}r t+4 e~l~i~s! is Tttit~e'. h le an mr rctc~nc aEsa3t rr~ie cure or xx+►miv+
dimwit oi' tgcst9Ce OF deFauft h~~uru}~r ~r irtv~ldate any act cfaat~ pxtr rsk do r~tatle~.

(3) To aRP~r In arm defend ar~y ac~fon or pr~ny pear a~tlr~9 ~ aH~~ct #~ securtky h f Qr cue right ar poreers
Of 9et~flGiaty+,x Tttisi~; argil to pay 8~ BLS ~t7d ex~s1 , lndudCng Cast cai` eYltfe~e of ~Ee end attnmey's ~ In
~ e~se~n~b~e suit, ire any ~d'i ati~at ar pr+oceed'sng 6n which 9erref3~lary ur Trt may app~eas, arui #n t
broughC by 9ers~fiiCl~ry bo for~,cJt~ #hVs Lid.

(4) ~~ pay; a'~ t Cen des ~ d~l~ cy a~i 2 aid ~mer~ts at~Ct' mid ertY, (r~cJud~~sg
r'ts sin ~pp~rtes~arrc wee r sk~ic; r dam, alt erteurr~r~r r cha~~ ae~i IEer~, v~h i~ r~rs s~ic~

A* ty ~r ern{ part'~er~at, vrhtcte a~s~ar m pr~ar or sup~4ar lveretts; ail ems, i s ar~d e r t~ t~ts'F~k.

Should Tr~st~r fak9 to make a~aY F tar t~ do any acT ~ herein pro etl, tt~t~ Ber~ft~ary or Tn ,but
without a~3gabun s4 tea rio and emu[ nc~~ m ar demand ~~~n Trusm; sr~i wlttaa.~ r~eJeasing Truster ETcxrs ~,ny
ablFr,~a3fcn t~reaf, may: make ~ c!o tt,~ same to sr~ ~ and ~o such ex6~t as ~4~er rrsay desrn r.~ssary to
profi~E tae secun"Ey herea;`, Ben ary ~e ?'rust~e k~i~ au~a~r~ze~ to enter u~sn sad' property for surh P~ ;
MFR ' In std tl~f~end arty adic~n ar I'r~ Pu►pra~,'ng trs af. tl~e ~cutlty hereof a' the right a` prr 's c~ ~""~'
~1~CC~8€^}' Q~'~TU'~@i ~r ~i.11'C r CflR~CSf E~" 4~E1 $$!'~' ~11CU€7~1~'lI .CF+~ d~a'~ SRS ~f~.YS W~L~'1 ~Ij
~a ~~~„ ~ ~ ~? ~~~a ~ ~+~ ̂ - ws~4r ~ a art€, ~n rsin9 ~r~` Fs ~, R~+i` n+~a€s~r~'
ewer s, ~ts'ipftr~r rovrtse~ and pay t~fs cc~ascanabl~ fees,

(s) 7a ~y €~rur aa~y aid wviktu+ut cf~mard ate ems ~o ~~r~d~ by sen+~ti~eary cfr Tie, w~ (r~re~ fry cats
tSt ~xp~t1C1~1tE ~ U'lE ~ti1Dll14i ~ItSV, Cry la+N 111 ~lt~Ci 3L t~ 1~ tl~f~EBf, ~tt~ G6 ~Y t~' 8R5` ~86F~f4~Tt t 1 fUr
by Ja r in ~ at the dafie here~af ~~g dae r~bl~ttan secured h~elry any arszc t t~ttanc~ed b}~ the Ber~tdary
Wait ~ ~cee~ rsax3rnurn a~}c (tra I~em ai tl;e tlra~e ~ 'a std 'rsEr~ Es d~rt~nc3 .

(~) 'fad any award cif doges 3r, mnr~ct?a~ valth ao~y crosd ~nat3an fns pu~lc use; t~ ~r knjury to sad d~'a~e~iy` car
env p~r~ r~af ~~ s assigr~i ,end shz~ll 6e pa€d a rzeftaa~ wtm any fly ~sr a~i e such r~~r~eys aee~iv~i
tYy ~m ~ tree same manner end nth il~e carne e~C.t as ~~ pro+nd6d ~r ~k~t~tign t~ prac~eds of ire ar ~iher
3n~rsru~,

~~) ~Y ~P~~9 ~Ym~rat o~ at~y corn se~,rea h~ne~y aFter Its due date, aenefl~ry c~ n~ wahn has r~ht
e~tier tzs r~Ersr~ prompt parymergt o f die Cf al[ agier ems so secu:exi ar io dea~r~ defau(k fcx failure ~ td day.

(fit, 't?utR ~, ~srq h5m~ ~ ~mm t€me kt~ t~t~, ut~tthcwt 3iatstiity tt~.e rand tiw~iEhtn,sR :~t1s,~ u(~n wstttert s'egc ~f
B~#9e~~ary ark pte:~f~tat~nn t~ thl~ E3~e~d a~ar3 sd[d rsc~te ft~° etti tnenL, and wttttauE afFectir~g the per~nal lEal~3tiky
cif an~r ~ac?esran air ~Sa~maait cfi t#te sr~ti her. '$~~usCt~ may: r +E~+ v t)arC ca# ~"dld prDtsett'~,
cans~s~ ~xs t~ ~na6~n~ crf r~ta~a ur pit therms; ~atn It€ grar~ti~g a:~}r merit Win; ar ~taln In any ~s t~ra
~r~;metak ar eery agreement 5u r~Y~g the Ilen of Charge th~ecsf.

{9) That upon w~ittcn requrst of 9cNcflclary ~Jrkg that ail curnc ~ocaroc h~r~Y ~ bqa~ laid. anc~ ~rr^~
su~er;cler of this Died and seed rite t9 Frusbee for :~+ 14 t~ ~rsd retentbn ~rui err pzyr=ient of Its f~, Tr, ~^.
~~all reca~r~yr rvldaaut warra~Y, fhs proD~Y t~1en ~Id hereu~~er. 7h~e rectE~s ~n h r~nveytanc~ of any matL~rs
ar fads ~~I h~ condusi+re pry of rte 4^~.stl'tfu s #iere,~f. ~e ~rarvtee P~ sue+ rc~t~cy~'a~e maY t~ de,~t~it as
Ili aF Test ar~i .4s~jnrn~n; a! its Pet,~e 2 of ~



"lE~ pe on ~r p ans ~~gaC~ entit~~ ~ eu~"'. Flv~ y~ ~ ~ l~s~~~~c~ t~ f~ai~ arn~r~rt~, T rn~~
desk+ ~t~ rtt~te arsd t~s D hunt s dtrect~t! i~ such r~{~a~t to resin tt3em).

(1~~ T'Fai as add~tltmai~~cu~tY. ~' ' ~!'ebY ~ Lo and c rx ~t~n ~enetic.,~ry the r}9~L r and a~+tt Ys
,~.., d rrg tt~,~ ~r7rn3r~'au~nt€: ta# theme Trc~tS, ~ ~clGec# tie nerrt~~ i~u~s and prsafi~ c►f ~atd ~operty', r r~lru~ ursta'r`rt or

's~t~t, t~Ja to eu~y defa~it ty T~tutaor ~ payment of a~ay inri~t des s s~~u~eci ts~re#y pr in per~n~n c+f ~y
~~ ae»t h nc#~a, ~r c~!{~ct and r 1n such +mss, ~ssu~s anc# g fits as they become dui and ~a}+~bl~. Upt~i s~€Y

c~au~, Herrefic~~ty sr~y ak arry Mme wlthc~k notl~, r fn ~e~~st, by ar rt, or h+{ a ~ fd be a "tt !
b~/ ~ art, and wPtt~out arQ ~ the arie~uac}~ of arty s~curifiy t~se Ir~~dne~s tser~ s .sr~d, amber urn and
t~ ~c esslan csf said ~r~eriy or anY p~'t dam, in Iris ~avrr rsame see firr cr ~ttte:wals~ c~lieti such rests, Esser
~r~si fit, tncJuding those bask dv~ end un~ra~3, aid apply Case same, 1e~s cotes a~sd eac r'se~ cif cr ratio~rs ar~d
c~3[ r~, ~cCuding rya abbe att~me~s €yes, urn arty !a~lebt~in~ss se~t~1 h~ceby, and ~n h i~~r
8er~ficiary rr~y de~rmfre. T3~e enter9rg €r an and 4akirsg p~dnn ~f f par6aerlY. tJ~e coEleGf of such resits,
~su~ end ~rcs~~ and tt~e ap#~Ec~tion tf~r ~s afsas~esd~dF sh~~ ~~t Cure yr [ve Katy def~u~e s~ r t8c~ ofd tuft
h~re~m~z nr im~ltcSat€: arty ~t die ~~~r~ua~t to sua-ta r+~ts~.

(11) "-hat upo^ ,~e~~h ~ t-:~sdr n p~yrent ~ ~r} :nd dn~ss s~~are~ tere~y ~r hs~ perE~r; rce of ~rr~,
~~ent r~r~rs , 8ere~cary ,^may ware a~ surn~ s red B~er~by imnedta~eiy c~u~ a~~ ~aay~le ~y ct~*aEv~ry ~ci
?̀  usi~e ~f wrir.',~rt J~~:^~r.~t€a~ OF ~fd~li ~rsJ ~l~r~!.antl fr~r ~~~ aye; t7~ s~r~t'~n F~t:'.'c~ of ~~fduSl ~r~1 cif e ~ltCrr~ tea ~
i~ ~~ ~9d sa'~? a,:ags~rt}, whfc~ natkkc~ T~aste~ shill ~us~ Co ~~ fl~e5~ fnr ~e~r;'. Ben~dary ~1s4 shall deptr ' ~+~rfth
T~aste~ thL~ End, said t+c~e ~nt~ si! Cl rne~~s evid+~~g ~cp~td~ct~t~ s s~ hereby,

r the ~ of sa.°ch tl as may tta~ be requ8red by law fc~krva##ng ttue recz~ciat3an of saaf r~tic~ oP defa~tt, ~ru#
trr~c~ of sale having tit giver as f en requ4r~ by law, True, r~lthout der~~nd ~n Ts~tQrr sha19 ~etl saDd
prey at th? ~rtse and ~(~+e ~x try P~ 7n s~§d r~tice of sue, Fitt as ~ w#stsl~ tx to ~epar3t~ F7~ars , arui irr Such
arm ~ t~ :n.~Y d~tcrrNs~~r at ~rsbilc acct s tsa tMc h4ghc~ k tdcr fear wah In ~'nrc~4~'ui mtsncy t~f tlic Unttrd p

trle ~t tyre of ~~e. ~'rus~e rr~y carte sad of atl nr gray partlon rsf ~ai~ Rip Y ~?'! ~~ ar~na~uncem+~rst at
s ~rr~ arsd place t~f ~~e, and ~o€n Grz~ ;~ time t~ecea~ee ~rtaY Poegaane sum saw trg' R AC annvtrnc~raettt at ifir~
t~rn~ fist by Cie ~r ~ing pestposaesrsen~ Trtt~ee st~a9l de~+er #0 such 3s~rt sec its dpi eo~ve4' n9 ~ PAP '

f .,~,,, ~. ~uE ~,v r~lt~ ~ai~y~ r~'E 8r wSrr~nEy. t~xji ~+r F~t~itle 3. l'he recit~is In s~.ach deed of any matters w f~c~ s['~Ef
Eae cnr~tuslve pr~F of ire ~i~ukt+Pulnes~ hereof, hny pers~t, ire l a '~rus , T'~u~hee~ ~ Besze~ici~ry a~s hereir~-itier
d~Eia~cl, may purtftase ~# swat sale.

e+ r ste~J~rding aT~ c ~ fees end exp~e ~F77 e a~i aFth~s Tn~t, cir~lrig Lost of evh~rat~ of tt~~ I~
c+arsr~r vviGh sale. ~'r e ~h~t apply the proceeds of r~Fe to payment ~7f: a3[ suns e~erxl~d ~srx#er the terns
tse~~if, nc~ t#uen re in#, v«~tih accrued Interest ~~ ttie amount a lowed by lave €n e€~ec4 at fhre tiat~ er~af; alt otter
~ua~~s tt~ra ~aui~ fic~~t~~, ari~1 ll~ rrara~i~ ice, T aciy, to Ure rsu~i iu ~t ~ ~a~ly e~iUi J EIt~~Eu,

(1~) Ber~t'iQary, cu ar~y suc~sor Ira va~rn~rsht~a crf any i ~r#ec s ,sr~ her y, may frr~n I ~ titres, trY
t l~r ~r3C s~bsLiiut.~ a cc ~ car suers t~ arsY Tru~c~e r a h Fein or np he~eun~er. w~Ech

Est, ~ by die eert~id~n~ ~ntf dutyr ackr~owf d 8~f Sri 9r~ the c f~ ~iE t! ~dea~ of the
arustty or a~u~rYt~s wE~ sdki prgperty Is 5ttuated, shall 3s~ c~ar~dtr~hr~ prat' ~ der s Ctrti4n crf such stir
Truce orTn~ees, why shaiE, vrf~hout c~nv~anc~ Prc~r Chi 't'rusk?e prede ,sawed ba ai[ tltle, es~te, ru3~~,
N'?~r€ and ~t~ms. S~f~ ir?C!r*~mgrrt mint tott~in lira name ~f ~rsi ~artgtn~l Trucker, Truct~ and B€as~Ciary hares~ndszr,
tl~se bank and p~~ svtfe~e this Deed Is ne~arded end the name ar~i address of the r~}v Tom.

~1~' b~ L~'413 I~E~ r'~~7~~ tGr ~[li1CP.5 '~i3 ~1~ ~ II~; 3b~ ~1ei~i,4,G,~,,~i~ s'7~~ ~~4~, }'~Tt ~"l~~S ~P'~r r ~''~ a
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DEPARTMENT

Memo to the Planning Commission
HEARING DATE: DECEMBER 13, 2018

Record No.: 2017-016050CUA

Project Address: 49 HOPKINS AVENUE

Zoning: RH-1 (Residential- House, One Family District)

40-X Height and Bulk District

Block/Lot: 2799/042

Applicant: Yakuh Askew

Y.A. Studio

777 Florida Street 94110

Staff Contact: Jeff Horn — (415) 575-6925

Teffre~.Horn@sfgov.org

Recommendation: Approve with Modifications and Conditions

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400
San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479

Reception:
415.558.6378

Fax:
415.558.6409

Planning
Information:
415.558.6377

Since the publication of the Case Report, three submittals have been received on this item, which are

attached:

• A signed affidavit from the property owner, Ross Johnston

• A signed affidavit from Ken Guan, the sole proprietor of general contractor for the project

• A letter of opposition from Georgia Schuttish

www.sfplanning.org
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AFFIDAVIT C1F KEN GUAM

I, Iten Goan, declare as fAllowing:

1, I am the sole proprietor of KG Construction who i~ the general
contractor for the project at the property located at 49 Hopkins Avenue (the
"Property"). I make this declaration based on my work on the project at the
Property. If called as a witness, I would competently testify under oa#,h to the
following facto, all of which are within my awn personal knowledge and which I
believe tv be trae.

2. I am a licensed general contiractor in the State of California. My
general contractor's license number is 855060. I have held this license since 2/28/0b.

3. I am a licensed engineer in the State of California. My engineering
license number is C63472. I have held this license since 6/14/02.

4. I have worked in the City of San Francisco as a general contractor and
engineer for 15+ years and have established a reputation with DBI staff, clients,
and workers as a skilled construction professional with integrity, ethics, and
meticulou$ attention tc~ detail.

5. Tn July 2017, I way contractually engaged by Ross Johnston, the
Managing Member of 49 Hopkins LLC, to serve as the general contractor for the
renovations at the Property pursuant to the DBI approved and stamped
architectural plans and a~ructural engineering plans dated June 22, 201? {the
"Project"). The approved plans called for extensive alteration of the existing
structure and the addition of a third story.

6. In August 2017, I began work at the Property.

7. The approved structural plans called for the removal of: (1) the entire
pool house and all structural elements supporting the pool house; (2) portions of the
eastside concrete masonry unit ("CMU") wall; and (3) the front CMU wall.

8. The approved structural plans called for maintaining several
structural elements of the existing building. {1) portions of the east side CMLJ wall;
(2) portions of the existing seeond story kitchen floor; (3) portions of the existing
framing above the garage, and (4) portions of the westside wail at the bottom of
stairs leatling to the front entrance.
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9. I, and I alone acting as a responsible, conscientious
construction professional, made time-critical life-safety decisions in the
fief to remove various existing structural elements that were
compromised and posed a risk to construction workers. As a licensed
engineer and general +contractor, my professional code of conduct
demands that my number one priority be SAFETY. F`ar the reasons
described in this affidavit, the significant structural integrity issues I
encountered in the field required IMMEDIATE action to prevent injury or
death to construction workers or future occupants of the apprr~ved home.

10. In my profes$ional opinion, the structural elements I removed would
have had to be removed under any circumstance sine the earisting structural.
elements were badly compromised and could not structurally support the thr~e-
story home in the approved plans. I appre+eiate that in hindsight it may seem like
the sequencing of events in the field could have been different and that I could have
ccmtacted DBI inspectors, the approving structural engineer, the approving
architect, and the owner before t~mmencing work differing from tie approved
plans. I slid not feel I had the luxury of time given the safety realities that needed
to be immediately addressed before someone was seriously injured an the site.

11. To provide context for the construction realities an the job site, de-
construction of the eating structure had to be performed in a manner that
effectively "reverse-engineered" the original construction. Demolition planning had
to be well-conceived, precise, and meticulous since the lot itself was irregularly-
shaped, sloped, on a corner, and had limited acxess for heavy machinery. In
addition, the existing building and pofll house were built in a highly complex,
integrated structural fa8hion involving cinder black foundations, long strands of
horizontal and vertical re-bar, c~ncret~-masonry walls, and steel framing, not to
mention large sheets of glass suspended more than 25' in the air.

12. The complexity of the initial demolition work required that the vast
majority of it be done by hand. Highly-skilled professionals required more than six
weeks of precise work to remove the steel pool house frame, pool house glass panels,
sheet glass walla, anal concrete masonry walls given the heights involved and
integrated structural components. To safely remove the large sheet glass
windows/walls of the pool house, for example, platforms had to be erected to lower
the glass down, piece-by-piece, once detached from the structure. Removal of the
pool house frame required the torching of the steel structure, one structural
member at a time.
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13. The east$ide will of the pool house approved ft~r removal vsra~ a G1VIU
wall. made of sucked cinderblocks with long strands of ~#~grated rebar running
throughout. Consequently, the cinderblocks had to be removed block by block and
the strands t~f rebar hid to be carefully cut to enable safe removal.

14. The approved structural plans celled fc~r maintaining several

~tr~ctural elements of the existing building that I removed: {1) portions of the east
side C1~iLT wall; {2) pc~rtiflns of the existing ~:cond-~t~►ry kiteh~n floor> {3) Portit~n~ cif
the existing framing above the garage; and (4) portion$ of the westside wall at the
i~Qttcrm of stirs leading to the frt~nt eaatranc~. I consciously r~mvve~i these
compromised structural elements given the following field conditions:

a. The approved str~z~tural plans a~s~ned that tie entire eastside wall wars
constructed of solid cc~ncret~, It turned rout that the entire e~etside wall --
both the portit~ns approved for removal and portions expend to remain in
plate -- vvas constructed of cinderblocks with long strands of rebar running
throughout. In my professional opinion as both a licensed. general
contractor and licensed engineer, the eastside C14iI.T wall was not
structurally auffic~ent to support the approved three-story house. The
east,~ide ~14~.J wa11 would have had to be removed and replaced under any
circumstance to support the three-story home in the approved plans. I
fully unde~~#~od that revised structural plans would need to be submitted
t~ DBI grior tc~ and conatructi~n.

b. Pursuant to the approved pla~~, portit~ns of the second-door kit,~hen floor
were to remain. The ~et~nd fl~r was finished with granite file
throughout, including the area above the garage and the kitchen. A
portion of the second floor also had laminate wood flooring, adhered
directly on fop of the granite tile... Upon removal of the granites tile, I
discav~red float the second flt~r was con$truct~d of three inseparable
layers: (~) granite ti~~ on top; (2) 2-3 inches of slid concrete under the
grazaite tile; and {3) p~.yw~d subflooru~g attached Lo the concrete with
chicken wire. In addition, the subflt3or and framing underneath had
extensive dry mt and water damage and was not structurally sound to
hold the 2-3 •inches of solid cr~ncrete 1 i feet in the air. When attempting to
remove the granite til~ ~ had to remove all three layers because they were
inseparable. I fully under d that revised structural pl~r~s w4ulri neet~
to be submitted and approved by DBI before any c,~nstruction.

c. The approved Project plans called £car retaining portions of the existing
~truetural framing above the gaxage. The approved plans assumed the
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existing framing was constructed with 2x10 joist$ that could be
incorporated into new X10 framing detailed in the approved plans. Upon
e~rposing the existing framing during demolition, I saw that the existing
joists were actually 2x4$ anti 2xS~, neither of which met today's Building
Code requirements. Furthermore, the earisting framing was charred, I
learned from neighbors that the charring likely resulted from a fire at the
Property in the 195Us or 196Us. The garage framing supported the second
floor's layering of granite tile, 2-3 inch slab o~ solid concrete, and subfloor.
As a result of the charred framing and its non-code compliant size, I
believed that the garage framing posed an imminent life safety hazard to
construction workers, particularly because a slab of solid concrete was
suspended 11' in the air with little structural support while my crew was
working underneath. I understc~~l that revised structural engineering
plans would need to be submitted to DBT prior to any construction.

d. Portions of the westside wall at the bottom of the stairs leading to the
front entrance were to remain pursuant to the approved plans. Upon
commencement of work, I discovered that the westside wall at the bay of
the steps t~o the westgide entrance had no foundation. The studs of th$t
westside wall went straight into the ground. Because there was na
foundation and the studs were directly exposed to the weather, they were
severely compromised with dry rat. Since the existing studs were
compromised, I knew they would not structurally support the approved
three-story home. As such, I made the decision in-the-field to remove the
westside wall. I understood that revised structural engineering plans
would need to be submitted to DBI prior to any construction.

e, The windows on the eastside wall of the second floor were to remain
pursuant #~ the approved plans. Upon commencement of work in-the-field,.
I discovered those existing windows were not functional or usable and
made the field decision to remove them.

i5. I fully acknowledge that I undertook work beyond the scope of the
approved plans. The excess work was performed solely for life safety reasons. I feel
like I did the right thing in placing SAFETY over process when I was faced with
field contlitions that required immediate attention try avoid serious injtuy or death
to my grew or future occupants. It continue$ to be my professional opinion as a
licensed engineer and licensed general contractor that the eastaide CMU wall, the
framing related to the kitchen area, the framing above the garage, and the west
side wall were structurally compromised and insufficient to support the three story
home in the approved plans. Because those compromised elements presented
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imminent safety daggers and oauld not remain in place under any circumstance, I
made the reasoned decision try remove them.

I declare under the penalty of perjuxy under the Iaws ~f the State of
California that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed this 7~ day of December 2018 at San Francisco, California.

'~~~_ --
Ken Guan
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Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)

From: Schur <schuttishtr@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Friday, December 07, 2018 4:42 PM
To: Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Cc: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Subject: 49 Hopkins 2017-016050CUA

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

Dear Jeff,

Good afternoon. I do not think that forgiveness should be given. Alvarado and States are the template.
Based on the Staff's recommendation though I understand this may not be the case.
cannot be at the hearing, due to a family matter.

If I could be there I would encourage the Commission to consider this issue of this project being flipped, that it is likely to
be a speculative project, in addition to the egregiousness of the situation that this Project Sponsor created with the
illegal demolition.

The Commission has considered this issue of speculation in approving other demolitions —demolitions that were
approved prior to the work, not after the obliteration — in a previous approval motion.
am thinking specifically of 439 Alvarado, DRA-0358. See basis for recommendation #2 of that Approval Motion.
This was a Mandatory DR in 2014. As you know Mandatory DRs are now CUAs.
This Project Sponsor for Alvarado Street followed the rules. This one on Hopkins did not.
Whatever happens I hope that the Commission will deal with the issue of speculation.
hope that you can please mention this email in your Staff Report next week. I am surprised that there are no written

comments from the public in the packet, but please consider this one and the "speculation issue" as well as the
"forgiveness issue" in your presentation next week.
Thank you and have a nice weekend.

Sincerely,

Georgia Schuttish

Sent from my iPad
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r f 1~To The Board and All Interested Parties, V

Thank you for this opportunity to address my experience living next to the bars known as

Copyright and Trademark.

As a previous neighbor to Copyright and Trademark bars--perhaps their closest neighbor, being

less than 20 feet from their establishment--I am taking time away from a very busy schedule at

work to contest the Conditional Use Authorization application that was submitted by the bars

and their owners.

My partner and I eventually moved because of the constant sound and stress coming from the

bar. It was inescapable. I had only lived in that apartment for a year and a half, but my partner

lived there for 8 years. We didn't want to move. We had relatively affordable rent and a good

relationship with our landlord. But we ultimately feel like we were pushed out of our home by a

business, and that hurts.

Previously, the patio belonged to EI Capitan and Radius restaurants. We didn't even know

patrons had access to it because it was hardly used (see drone photo). This is a much different

case for Copyright and Trademark, who claim their patio use is not changing from previous

establishments. After the new bars moved in, the patio would frequently fill up with 50+ patrons,

all cheering for a sporting event, drinking beer bongs, and banging on cowbells. On one

occasion, they had a very loudly amplified karaoke party. Being home during this, much less

working from home, relaxing, or sleeping, was impossible.

The owners did not go through the appropriate City channels before or after opening their

business. In fact, they stated that they would rather NOT go through the appropriate channels

as it will cost and take too long--which they stated in an email, which I have attached.

contacted the bar owners almost immediately after their opening night back in April 2017 about

the sound coming from their patio. After a month or so of back and forth but no action,

suggested mediation through communityboards.org. The owners replied on June 27, 2017,

saying they would go to mediation, but they actively discouraged us from seeking it, stating

mediation is not useful and that they would work with us to soundproof. We accepted their good

faith offer, though I wish we had not.

From here, we offered the contact of a friend of ours who is an architect, but nothing came of

that. For the coming year, we would be stuck calling in noise complaints and complaints to the

SF Planning Department and Entertainment Association, as well as complaining to the bars'

owners.

The owners of Copyright and Trademark didn't install or attempt to rectify any soundproofing on

their patio until I visited city hall in person back on April 6th, 2018. They began meager efforts to



soundproof only days after I sought help from the city, but still took months to implement. See
attached emails.

Even after the Planning Department enforced a violation against the bars for not obtaining a
CUA, back in August 2017, AND all throughout their application for a CUA, the bars continued
to use their patio. We have videos of this. When they realized we could document their patio
use, they put up a tarp to block our view, and hid tables out of view behind the tarp. They still
also occasionally held events on the patio during this time. We called in noise complaints each
of the times there were significant events--but not when there were only a few patrons out there.
The dates of these events and CAD numbers are also recorded on the documents I'm
submitting. This continued until the day we moved out, and probably beyond.

We also believe the owners of Copyright and Trademark followed through on a threat to contact
our landlord and encourage her to raise our rent on us and let their employees move in to our
apartment. Our landlord confirmed they contacted her, but not what they said. When we moved
out, our landlord reached out to the owners of the bar first thing to see if they would follow up on
their suggestion.

Even after all of this, I believe the owners of Copyright and Trademark were merely trying to
save on operating and startup costs. I do not believe they acted maliciously, but I do believe
they were negligent and inconsiderate.

If you look at who is in support of the patio, it is largely patrons and friends of the owners of
Copyright and Trademark. Those who are against it are all of the surrounding neighbors,
including those on Hallam St.

In closing, if you approve this CUA, the new tenants in three of the units at 108 Langton, and all
other tenants in the area, will be greatly negatively impacted. We moved because the sound
coming from the bar patio was too much, even after they stop using it so frequently. If you
approve this CUA, our previous landlord will likely need to lower rent and disclose the sound of
the bar before she can rent her units. I understand the bars' business model included access to
a patio, but I do not believe that neighbors should bear the consequence of a business failing to
do adequate research, planning, and coordination. San Francisco is already hard enough to live
in; please don't approve this CUA and make it harder for everyone near Copyright and
Trademark to live peacefully.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

-Joshua Herbert

720-436-9053
joshherbert@gmail.com



12/13/2018 Gmail - Re: Copyright &Trademark patio noise

~~'~''j~~l Karla Ortiz <iconophobian@gmail.com>

Re: Copyright 8~ Trademark patio noise

Kingston Wu <kingston@gmail.com>
To: Karla Ortiz <iconophobian@gmail.com>
Cc: Joshua Herbert <joshherbert@gmail.com>

Hi Karla and Joshua

Corporate tax return season is over and I'm back online.

Mon, Sep 18, 2017 at 10:10 PM

Good news. I've been putting pressure on the original contractor I lined up, to build the sound wall. If you recall, this was the same
contractor that I had reached out to when you first contacted us about the noise. He was ready to do work then but we got sidetracked
with your architect friend (he still hasn't responded) and the design process around building an enclosure for the patio. Our delay caused
our project to fall to the bottom of his to-do list.

The city, when asked about the greenhouse enclosure, said that we have to keep 25 of our property exposed to the sky. My only solution
to abate the noise is now back to my original idea of building the sound wall. Even prior to getting this final ruling, I tried to get time on the
contractors schedule... and now we are tentatively set for early October.

Please keep your fingers crossed that there are no further delays. I've been reminding the contractor weekly to keep him on the hook.

The city, based on your calls, have been alerted to our interest in construction. I fear that if they are involved further, they'll stop the
sound wall from being built (there are other city rules around walls that go up more than 10 ft). I have worked out a plan with the
contractor to help qualify the sound wall other than a sound wall, but I would really not have to go through the special permitting process.
This will likely set our construction start-tie back another few months.

Let me know if you have any questions.

-Kingston

On Fri, Aug 25, 2017 at 8:11 PM, Karla Ortiz <iconophobian@gmail.com> wrote:
Wow! Thanks for the lightning fast response!

Again thank you so much for the continued communication, we truly do appreciate itl

Have a lovely night and here's hoping tomorrow goes excellently for all of us!

Take care!

K
On Fri, Aug 25, 2017 at 7:58 PM, Kingston Wu <kingston@gmail.com> wrote:
Hey Karla

Thanks for the feedback. See below for the items I'll get rolling ASAP:

On Fri, Aug 25, 2017 at 7:36 PM, Karla Ortiz <iconophobian@gmail.com> wrote:
Hello Kingston,

Thank you so much for your ongoing communication! We hope to go to the rally, but I may need to stay home and

work (boo). I work for the film industry and sometimes I get the call for weekend work.

read what the architect sent, but I also am not certain what they mean. It seems to be that they are saying your

patio takes up 25% of the entire property, tho I'm not sure what the "required setback " is.

Still looking to resolve this question -architect believe this means that we have to leave 25°/o of the square footage of the property
line 'uncovered' I don't know why this rule exists, so we are investigating.

Hopefully, it'll work out though, and we're all super stoked a greenhouse like covering is in the works!

Yes, cooing the patio would give us more opportunity to use the space throughout the year. The plan makes more and more sense,
especially if the city says that we cannot use 'soft' surfaces (i.e. canopy) to cover the space.

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=4ef353d 1 e88~view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1578943482694095618~simpl=msg-f%3A1578943482... 1 /13



12/13/2018 Gmail -What iYs like to eat dinner next to Trademark. ,,~ ,,.

have already messaged the cleaners about being quieter during their, cleaning (they don't speak English - I messaged
them specific instructions this afternoon). I've also forvvarded my partner this email- WD40ing the patio shed door is an
easy fix we would happy to do as quickly as possible.

-Kingston

On Wed, Mar 28, 2018 at 6:13 AM, Joshua Herbert <joshherbert@gmaii.com> wrote:
[Quoted text hidden]

Kingston Wu

-Joshua

https://mail. google.com/mail/u10?ik=4ef353d 1 e8&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1597038493330053001 &simpl=msg-f%3A15970384933... 2/2



~v~si2o~a Gmail -What iYs like to eat dinner next to Trademark.

~~~~) Karla Ortiz <iconophobian@gmaiLcom>

What it's like to eat dinner next to Trademark.

Joshua Herbert <joshherbert@gmail.com> Fri, Apr 6, 2018 at 3:43 PM
To: Kingston Wu <kingston@gmail.com>
Bcc: iconophobian@gmail.com

Kingston,

Thanks again for the candid update and info. Sorry for the continual delayed responses, as you can imagine I have been
busy with family.

I'll try keep this communication short, since we're both always short on time.

You mentioned city code is actually blocking you, and after a year of our back and forth, I feel it's time for appropriate
mediation and escalation of resources. As such, I have just returned from Ciry Hall where I spoke with Jane Kim's office,
the Planning Department, and the Entertainment Commission. I asked about solutions for soundproofing, as well as
outdoor activity space regulations, "back yard" code, and the potential for each department to act as a mediator for us. All
three departments were helpful and cognizant of both our needs as residents and your needs as a small business. In the
coming weeks, as we get the ball rolling, I expect many more communications coming through.

I'm confident we'll figure something out when it comes to fixing the amphitheater-like setup of the patio at Trademark &
Copyright. I appreciate your looking into things and communicating with us, and I sincerely hope we're able to come up
with a viable solution that meets both of our needs.

Best regards,
-Joshua

On Wed, Mar 28, 2018 at 11:11 PM, Kingston Wu <kingston@gmail.com> wrote:
Hey Josh

Sorry to hear about your loss.

Sound proofing the way you and Karla picture, is not an option based on what I've learned I feel like I've mentioned
this before, but in the chance I haven't been clear, here is a summary of what I've been told:

1. Enclosing the patio in any fashion, with a permanent fixture, is not allowed by the city. 25% of the property must
be exposed to the sky, which is pretty much the area of the patio. I've had two architects look into this and both
came to the same conclusion; no patio enclosure can be built

2. The second option is a sound wall. There are concerns about the ability to put a wall THAT high a wall which
greatly complications the permitting process. This is the reason we wanted you to meet with the General
Contractor last year - to understand what he needs to do and its potential impact on your view. But that meeting
couldn't happen.

3. Our final duct-tape option is to purchase and erect a temporary 800sf half tent - which I alluded to my prior
email. As you know, a tent is only a waterproof canvas that won't really provide much sound insulation unless
we're able to somehow engineer a 'bolt on' piece to that tent. This is the path I'm looking into now, which we
hope to couple with white noise-generating speakers, to reduce the sound. Doesn't seem like iYll fully work
though...

My partners feel that it isn't worth spending $10,000 buying the tent which may not solve the sound issue. While I've
difficultly getting support for the tent option, all the partners erupted in support of buying out your apartment. A two
bedroom two bath three/story unit for less than $3,500 is a steal, and many of the partners would be interested in
paying more.

I'm going to try to push the tent option despite uncertain outcome. Meanwhile, I'm guessing they'll continue to explore
the buy out with Ms. King.

https://mail.google.comlmailJulO?ik=4ef353d 1 e8&view=pi&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1597038493330053001 &simpl=msg-f%3A15970384933... 1 /2



12/13/2018 Gmail -What ifs like to eat dinner next to Trademark.

m~~l Karla Ortiz <iconophobian@gmail.com>

What it's like to eat dinner next to Trademark.

Joshua Herbert <joshherbert@gmail.com>
To: Karla Ortiz <iconophobian@gmail.com>

--------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Kingston Wu <kingston@gmail.com>
Date: Fri, Mar 23, 2018 at 10:24 PM
Subject: Re: What it's like to eat dinner next to Trademark.
To: Joshua Herbert <joshherbert@gmail.com>

Sat, Mar 24, 2018 at 10:31 AM

Thanks for sharing. I wanted to make sure to ensure that the communication goes both ways.

As you know, I've been passing your emails onto our investor base (in addition to our managers)
. One of them,

said he would contact your landlord Ms. King, and offer to rent all the units
facing our patio for $3,800-$4,000/mo . He has some employees that would happily put into your units at subsidized
rents. He feels that would be the simplest solutions to both this employee housing issues, as well as neighbor sound
issues.

don't know if he's reached out yet, but thought you should know.
-.

As I've previously said, please call the police department.

PS - I'm not sure if you got the message, but building an enclosure around the patio is not permitted according to two
separate architects I've spoke to.
[Quoted text hidden]

Kingston Wu

-Joshua

https://mail. gong le.com/maiUulO?ik=4ef353d 1 e88view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1595841105890450456&simpl=msg-f%3A15958411058... 1 /1



12/13/2018 Gmail -Copyright &Trademark patio noise.

~ ~ Karla Ortiz <iconophobian@gmail.com>

Copyright &Trademark patio noise.

Kingston Wu <kingston@gmail.com>
To: Joshua Herbert <joshherbert@gmail.com>
Cc: Karla Ortiz <iconophobian@gmail.com>

Hi Joshua and Karla

Thanks for your email.

Tue, Jun 27, 2017 at 1:28 PM

Sure, we are happy to attend the mediation event once the information is circulated. Just let us know when you get the
notice (in the event that our notice gets lost in the mail) and we can send representatives to the event.

From experience, mediation doesn't do much by the way of actually solving a problem; iYs generally better at identifying
issues (which we've already identified) and identifying pathways towards resolution (which, again, we've already identified -
the erection of a sound barrier/enclosure).

To solve actually solve the problem, I'm proactively looking into awnings and other erectable surfaces that might help
to abate noise. Some of these solutions may need to involve getting permits from the city, which will come with its own set
of challenges, costs and time time-table. We are in the starting stages of this process, and look forward to receiving any
support you can provide.

Alternatively, as you previously told me, if closing a window eliminates the noise (while increasing the temperature of your
apartment), it would be helpful if you could take go this route, temporarily, while we identify other work-grounds. I know this
is less than ideal as you probably like the open air flow, but as you can imagine, customers like the open airflow around the
patio and as I've previously said, we cannot lock our patio doors. We can, however, stop booking patio-based karaoke
events.

Outside of the mediation efforts (which I'm still open to having) I think that it would be more helpful to schedule a time for
the Department of Public Health and the SF Police, to come on by and explain the code. Perhaps these public agencies
will have helpful tips and pointers towards solving the problem as well.

Looking forward to getting this resolved too.

-Kingston
[Quoted tee hidden]

Kingston Wu

F~,;

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=4ef353d 1 e8&view=pt8search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1571391089280412804&simpl=msg-f%3A15713910892... 1 /1
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f;ec. ~, 2~1$

\~esoni~a Flores. F{~; ~n~~
Southeast Team, G~:~ rent r ia~rnina Division
Sar Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission St., #400
San Francisco CA 94103

Dear 14is. Fires.

am wri#ing to oppose the plan at 1123 Folsom St., Trademark Sports Bar.
The Patio in the plan uses the wall of my residence, 1129 Folsom St.
From my bedroom 1 can hear normal conversatt~n on the other side of ttie ~nraii where the patio
will be.
The plan also shows an HD TV mounted on the wail of my building just inches from my bed.
Please consider this letter. I will be at the hearing on Dec. 13th.

Sincerely,

Joshua Pryor
1129 Folsom St.
San Francisco CA
94703
415 272-0631



Flores, Veronica (CPC)

From: Anisa King <anisaking@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 12, 2018 4:07 PM

To: Flores, Veronica (CPC)

Subject: Fwd: If the bar is too much

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

Hi Veronica,

This is regarding 108 Langton Street being right next door to TradeMark Bar.

Please incorporate in report as documentation of complaints that Anisa received from Karla Ortiz, her former tenant.

Thanks.

Anisa King

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Karla Ortiz <iconophobian@~mail.com>

Date: Sat, Mar 24, 2018 at 7:39 PM

Subject: If the bar is too much

To: Anisa King <anisakin~@~mail.com>, Bhanu Renukuntla <brenukun@en~.ucsd.edu>, Blake Rowe

<blake.rowe1323@gmail.com>, Kapil Kolhatkar <kapil.kolhatkar92@email.com>, Laurel Schwartz

<laurel.schwartz@~mail.com>, Pansy Yip <pansy.yip@~mail.com>, Rodolfo Camacho <rodolfo.camachoa@~mail.com>

Hey everyone,

Just wanted to send in a quick reminder, that if the sound of screaming people from the bar is too much, we can all

contact the non emergency police number and file a noise complaint.

The address to the bar is 1123 Folsom and here's the phone number:

1 (415) 553-0123

Personally the sound infiltrates our home, and on days like these i cant even be here. These past couple of days have

been hell for us even with the windows closed. I can hear the yelling and screaming even from my bathroom. I can't

work, can't focus and its just awful.

If the sound is like that for you all as well, do note we collecticely have the power to call and file noise complaints. This

will be helpful as this pushes the bar to be more concious of us. Also last we checked, they're not even supposed to

operate that patio at that event capacity.

Anyways, hope everyone is doing well and having a good weekend



Cheers,

Thanks.

Regards,

Anisa King
Mobile: 650-630-1721



Flores, Veronica (CPC)

From: Anisa King <anisaking@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 12, 2018 4:08 PM

To: Flores, Veronica (CPC)

Cc: Zara King

Subject: Re: Questionable Bar Developments

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

Anisa King is owner of 108 Langton Street, neighbor to TradeMark Bar.

On Wed, Dec 12, 2018 at 4:04 PM Anisa King <anisaking@~mail.com> wrote:

Hi Veronica,

Here is email from former tenant Karla Ortiz to Anisa King, documenting problem.

Please incorporate it into report.

Thanks.

Regards,

Anisa

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Karla Ortiz <iconophobian@~mail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 29, 2018 at 3:07 PM

Subject: Questionable Bar Developments

To: Pansy Yip <pansy.yip@~mail.com>, Bhanu Renukuntla <brenukun@en~.ucsd.edu>, Kapil Kolhatkar
I' <kapil.kolhatkar92@gmaiLcom>, Blake Rowe <blake.rowe1323@gmaiLcom>, Laurel Schwartz

<laurelschwartz@~mail.com>, Rodolfo Camacho <rodolfo.camachoa@~maiLcom>, Joshua Herbert
<ioshherbert@~mail.com>

Cc: Anisa King <anisakin~@gmail.com>

Hello neighbors!

', There are some new developments with the bar that we wanted to be absolutely certain were
happening before we emailed you all back. I also felt like it warranted a new email chain (apologies
in advance for spamming your inbox).

So, many of you know we've been in contact with one of the investors of the bar for about a year
now. Communication is not easy sometimes, as he's trying to run his business (with the patio being
a feature of it) and we're just trying to mitigate the intense noise that comes from the patio whenever
there are major events or large rowdy groups. Nonetheless, communication has been valuable.

We've been calling the police anytime the patio is open past 10, or the levels of noise become
completely unbearable. As mentioned in our last email, last we heard from the city, they were



allowed to be just a restaurant with alcohalic options, not two full bars with a patio that acts as a paid
event space.

We got so frusfirated last week that we contacted the investor we usually talk to. This time around he
divulged some information that is a bit shocking to us. We attached the email to this email (redacted
is his name).

Here's an excerpt from his email:

"As you know, I've been passing your emails onto our investor base (in addition to our
managers). The remaining owners of the business are comprised of about 10 individuals whom l'm
not very close with. One of them, who happens to be an owner of a very fast-growing local company,
said he would contact your landlord Ms. King, and offer to rent all the units facing our patio for
$3, 800-$4, 000/mo . He has some employees that would happily put into your units at subsidized
rents.

He feels that would be the simplest solutions to both this employee housing issues, as well as
neighbor sound issues.

l don'f know if he's reached out yet, buf thought you should know. This is not how I would handle
things, but he's a little more direct."

So, rather than find solutions to fix the sound from the patio and properly follow city code, they hope
to rent out all units that face the bar (B, C & D), kick out tenants, and have bar employees live in our
units. The rationale is that their own bar employees won't complain about the noise of their
workplace.

This idea of theirs will not work as it's a complex and legally questionable move to force evict
neighbors because they complain about the noise. I've also informed Anisa of fihis and she supports
all master tenants within the building. But for me, that the other investors think this is a viable
solution, speaks volumes.

would also appreciate if we kept this communication between all of us for now. If you must share,
just please let me know first if possible.

Personally, we're considering a couple options. First, we're seeking legal counsel. Secondly, we're
still in talks with the Entertainment Commission and the Planning Department, both of which have
found the bar is violating city ordinances. Third, I have a decently large online following as well as
contacts to local newspapers. If the bar really moves fonrvard with this and/or continues other
shenanigans, worst comes to worst, I'll probably reach out to these communities for support and
exposure.

But before all this, we thought to reach out to you guys first :) If you have any ideas, frustrations,
other information that may help, please respond to this email thread. We'll navigate this together!

That's all for now. Super sorry for the long email, it's just quite a lot.

Have a wonderful week everyone.
-K



Flores, Veronica (CPC)

From: Dan Brennan <dbrennan@fitbit.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 12, 2018 6:07 PM

To: Flores, Veronica (CPC)
Subject: 1123 Folsom St. patio event space

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

To Veronica Flores, the SF Planning Commission, and whomever else it may concern:

As of January 1st, 2019, I will be a resident of 108 Langton St., located directly behind the patio at 1123 Folsom
St. All of my unit's windows face into the patio area in question, as do those of every unit in the building.
frequent many other establishments in the area, so I am familiar with Trademark &Copyright and their
clientele.

When I was considering whether to move into 108 Langton St., I had concerns about the line-of-sight visibility
from the patio, as well as noise from the patrons of the establishment, disturbing me in my home. I was
assured by the tenant at the time, as well as the owner of the building, that the matter had been dealt with
and that my privacy in my home would not be compromised by the patio space. I was inspired by the fact that
the community had come together to prevent the patio space from becoming a nuisance.

As a working musician for over 20 years in the Bay Area, I am no enemy of nightlife, of bars, or of fun. I know
that SOMA is a vibrant, 24-hour neighborhood. This is one of the reasons I'm interested in living there. That
being said, I desire and deserve privacy and respite in my home. The bar at 1123 Folsom St. is already a loud
and unavoidable presence in the neighborhood. Due to the sports theme of the bar, the clientele are
predisposed (and even encouraged) to engage in boisterous and raucous behavior. There is nothing inherently
wrong with this, but having ayear-round party raging less than thirty feet from my bedroom window is
unacceptable. I will effectively not be able to sleep before 2 am, or have my curtains open, anytime the bar's
patio is in use. This is no way to live.

am unable to attend Thursday's hearing in person, otherwise I'd be present to deliver this statement in
person. Thank you for your time, for your attention, and for your service to our City. I trust you will do the
right thing and prevent the patio space from being used for events at 1123 Folsom St.

Sincerely,

Dan Brennan

Director of Product Support Management

Fitbit, Inc.



Flores, Veronica (CPC)

From: Anisa King <anisaking@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 12, 2018 1021 PM
To: Flores, Veronica (CPC)
Cc: Zara King; Karla Ortiz
Subject: Re: New Bar Update

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

My concern is that noise is illegal during sporting events, being 30 decibels higher than ambient noise.

On Wed, Dec 12, 2018 at 4:31 PM Anisa King <anisakin~@~mail.com> wrote:
My property, 108 Langton Street, San Francisco is next to 1123 Folsom Street, San Francisco, and gets all the elevated
sound from the outdoor activity in an existing bar.

On Wed, Dec 12, 2018 at 4:17 PM Anisa King <anisakin~@~mail.com> wrote:
Hi Veronica,

l ' Anisa King owns 108 Langton Street, which neighbors TradMark Bar. Noise from the bar has caused my tenants to
write to me and complain. Please see message that I received earlier this year and incorporate it in your report.

Thanks.

Regards,

Anisa King

650-630-1721

' ---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Karla Ortiz <iconophobian@gmail.com>

Date: Mon, Jun 12, 2017 at 5:25 PM

Subject: New Bar Update
To: Anisa King <anisakin~@~mail.com>

Hello Anisa,

want to message you today to update you on the new bar that opened up right across the building.

We have been continuing to measure every full fledged sporting event they've had (The Warriors are having the finals)

and here are the results.

Using a decibel meter we measured the sound levels produced by the patio. First, with the windows closed, we

obtained an average reading of 68- 74 dBA. With the windows open, we obtained an average reading of 75-85 dBA.

', These are figures from 3 different events in the past week and a half. We are recording the final today as well.

According to San Francisco Police Code 2909(b), commercial property noise shall not exceed 8dba over the ambient,

measured from the exterior property plane of the origin of noise source. Minimum ambient is 55 dBA from 7:00 am to
1



10:00 pm, 45 dBA from 10:00 pm to 7:00 am .This means that during their events (now at 2-3 of them a week from

5:30 pm-10 pm), decibel levels went over the ambient by 5-30 levels.

This is illegal, and it's affecting the health and well-being of us who are in the units closest to the bar (Sean told me it

was crazy loud in his apartment before he moved out!). It may mean that renting apt D unit may be difficult, or new

tenants may get angry, due to the intense and debilitating noise.

However, APT C is in communication with the bar, and have been in talks with the investors. So far they have been

wonderful and may be meeting with them soon to see how to best solve this. I have also been in communication with

the police, and they gave great information on what we as a community could do. The key point here is that we have a

unified building, because if the business refuses to fix it's noise issues, we may need the help of the whole building.

don't think this will be the case tho, as the people we've been talking to have been really wonderful so far.

Anyway, I wish to keep you informed in all this, as this involves your property and I think you should be informed! :)

Apologies for the lentghy email, and I hope all is extremely well otherwise!

Thank you!

-Karla

~~~~ ~~f

www.karlaortizart.com

+1.415.368.1970

Thanks.

Regards,

Anisa King

Mobile: 650-630-1721

Thanks.

Regards,

Anisa King

2
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PETITION SUMMARY Help save our patio! Sign below to support the use of our patio as a neighborhood

destination and outdoor space that contributes positively to the food and beverage

scene on Folsom Street in SOMA! ~~
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PETITION SUMMARY Help save our patio! Sign below to support the use of our patio as a neighborhood
destination and outdoor space that contributes positively to the food and beverage
scene on Folsom Street in SOMA!
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PETITION SUMMARY Help save our patio! Sign below to support the use of our patio as a neighborhood
destination and outdoor space that contributes positively to the food and beverage
scene on Folsom Street in SOMA!
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PETITION SUMMARY Help save our patio! Sign below to support the use of our patio as a neighborhood
destination and outdoor space that contributes positively to the food and beverage
scene on Folsom Street in SOMA!
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PETITION SUMMARY Help save our patio! Sign below to support the use of our patio as a neighborhood
destination and outdoor space that contributes positively to the food and beverage
scene on Folsom Street in SOMAl~ 1 ~
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PETITION SUMMARY Help save our patio! Sign below to support the use of our patio as a neighborhood
destination and outdoor space that contributes positively to the food and beverage
scene on Folsom Street in SOMA!
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PETITION SUMMARY Help save our patio! Sign below to support the use of our pa#io as a neighborhood '~i
destination and outdoor, space that contributes positively to the food and beverage
scene on Folsom Street in SOMA!
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PETITION SUMMARY Help save our patio! Sign below to support the use of our patio as a neighborhood
destination and outdoor space that contributes positively to the food and beverage
scene on Folsom Street in SOMA!
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PETITION SUMMARY Help save our patio! Sign below to support the use of our patio as a neighborhood

destination and outdoor space that contributes positively to the food and beverage
scene on Folsom Street in SOMA!
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PETITION SUMMARY Help save our patio! Sign below to support the use of our patio as a neighborhood
destination and outdoor space that contributes positively to the food and beverage
scene on Folsom Street in SOMA!
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', PETITION SUMMARY Help save our patio! Sign below to support the use of our patio as a neighborhood
destination and outdoor space that contributes positively to the food and beverage
scene on Folsom Street in SOMA!
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fITION SUMMARY Help save our patio! Sign below to support the use of our patio as a neighborhood

destination and outdoor space #hat contributes positively to the food and beverage
scene on Folsom Street in SOMA!
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PETITION SUMMARY Help save our patio! Sign below to support the use of our patio as a neighborhood
destination and outdoor space that contributes posifively to the food and beverage
scene on Folsom Street in SOMA!
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PETITION SUMMARY Help save our patio! Sign below to support the use of our patio as a neighborhood
destination and outdoor space that contributes positively to the food and beverage
scene on Folsom Street in SOMA!

PRINTED NAME EMAIL ADDRESS SIGNATURE
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PETITION SUMMARY Help save our patio! Sign below to support the use of our patio as a neighborhood

destination and outdoor space that contributes positively to the food and beverage
scene on Folsom Street in SOMA!
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PETITION SUMMARY Help save our patio! Sign below to support the use of our patio as a neighborhood
destination and outdoor space that contributes positively to the food and beverage
scene on Folsom Street in SOMA!

PRINTED NAME EMAIL ADDRESS SIGNATURE
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PET1710N SUMMARY Help save our patio! Sign below to support the use of our patio as a neighborhood
destination and outdoor space that contributes positively to the food and beverage
scene on Folsom Street in SOMA!
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PETITION SUMMARY Help save our patio! Sign below to support the use of our patio as a neighborhood
destination and outdoor space that contributes positively to the food and beverage
scene on Folsom Street in SOMA!

PRINTED NAME EMAIL ADDRESS SIGNATURE
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PETITION SUMMARY Help save our patio! Sign below to support the use of our patio as a neighborhood
destination and outdoor space that contributes positively to the food and beverage ~~
scene on Folsom Street in SOMA!
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PETITION SUMMARY Help save our patio! Sign below to support the use of our patio as a neighborhood
destination and outdoor space that contributes positively to the food and beverage
scene on Folsom Street in SOMA!
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Vetiiion Help reactivate our bea Utiful Outdoor patio!

Help reactivate
outdoor patio!

our beautiful

Trademark &Copyright () (191) (Comments)

892 Signatures

R ce' d at CPC Hearing ..~2 ~,~ .~~j

~' e'er'
'11(29/t8, 3~SB DM Petition Help reaciiva[e our beautiful outdoor patio! 11/29/18, 3:58 PM

Sign in or join

Goal. 1.000 c~.r ~riTirw

IPETITIONS.COM TO USE THEIR PLATFORM]

892 SignaturesGoal: 1,000

Dear San Francisco,

We are a small business located in a transitional neighborhood in San

Francisco. Our business pays rent for an outdoor patio that's only

accessible by our customers. We invested significant dollars to improve

this outdoor area so it could be enjoyed by all guests of our restaurant &

bar. We submitted our plans to the city prior to undertaking renovation,

and passed all the city's inspections prior to opening, including getting

'fire occupancy' for our patio.

Unfortunately, over a year ago, a different city department informed us

that our patio needed a 'conditional use' to open to the public, forcing

https:~/www.ipetitions.com~petition~TM CRpatio?fbclid=lwAR35 W xElyiyHw9jmOf46f K6R6Ajn 2wgh43t Rw2nXZx-U7ZEFu W oh AOmVJ4 ~~ https:/~www.ipeti[ions.com~petltion/TMCRpatio?f OCIitl=1wAR3S W xE IyiyHw9jm Of46tKfi R6Ajn2wgh431 Rvu2nX 2x-U7ZEFu W oh AOmGJ4 vage 2 of 36



Petition Help reactiva~e our beautiful outdoor patio! ~~/29/~8, 3:58 PM Petition Help reactivate our beautiful outtloor patio! 11/29/18, 3:58 PM

us to shut down or pay thousands of dollars in fines. There's not a single
nice day where customers won't walk into our restaurant directly
towards our patio, scratch their heads at the "closed" sign, and
sometimes, walk directly out. We've suffered lost sales, no
reimbursement for our investment and no discount in our rent despite
nearly a quarter of our real estate being the patio!

We're currently in a process with the city's planning department for their
approval to reactive our patio. We would love to show the city the
support of our customers by collecting at least 1000 signatures. We are
a reputable business that employs 20+individuals and regularly host
events for the community. We would love your support to reactivate a
beautiful outdoor space for everyone to enjoy.

Thank you!

Trademark &Copyright

PS -There is only 1 N on the patio (with its volume off) and no
amplification whatsoever (no speakers). The only noise that can be
heard from our patio are those from customers, talking!

Share on Facebook

,9~ COMMENTS
Sean Missal
Nov 29, 2018

h Nov 29, 2018
upvote reply show

This outdoor space is a huge highlight in SOMA and one of the best ways to get sun while eating and
escape from the busy area. Please re-open it!

Paolo lantorno
Nov 28, 2018

h Nov 28, 2018
upvate reply show

The patio is an imperative asset for Trademark and Copyrights patron gatherings as well as outdoor

enjoyment for the local community! Please approve the conditional use!

Karina
rvo~ zs, zoia

h Nov 28, 2018
upvote reply show

This is a great business that supports the local community

Lily Hong
Nov 27, 2078

h Nov 27, 2018
upvote reply show

A rare find in SF, and a great place for groups of people to come together!!

Abbigail Fontanilla
Nov 2d, 2018

~ Nov 20,
upvote reply showz018

Allow usage of the patio area!!!

Nerrissa Senores
Nov 20, 2018

~ Nov 20, 2018
upvote reply show

If this was approved by a department already for the build, it should be sufficient to remain open.
Cross departments should not be able to nullify anothers stamp of approval. Shame on you city of SF,
get your act together!

Jennifer Bock
Nov 20.2018

h Nov 20, 2018
upvote reply show

The University of Michigan alumni enjoy having the Trademark patio as eutra space for our game
watches and events.

https:/~www.ipetitlons.competition/TMCRpatio?fbtlld=lwAR35WxElyiyHw9jm Of46fK6R6Ajn 2wgh43~Rvu2nXZx-U7ZEFUWohAOm PJ4 Page 3 of 36 hops://www.ipetitlons.cam/petition/TMCRpatio?fbcfid=lwAR35WxElyiyHw9jm Ot46fK6R6Ajn2wgh43tRw ZnXZx-U]ZEFUWohA0mVJ4 Fage 4 of 3fi



Petition Help reactivate our beautiful outtloar patio!

Marissa Norys
Nov 20, 2018

h Nov 20, 2018
upvote reply show

Happy to support this great place -open the patio!

Grace P B Chien
Nov 20. 2018

h

upvote reply show

Nov 20, 2018

Yeslsupport!

Lillian Rong
Nov 20, 2018

h Nov 20, 2018
upvote reply show

Need more outdoor space, this patio is beautiful!

Kimiko De Pedro
Nov 20. 2018

upvote reply show

NOV 2O, 2O1H

Save the patio!

Anonymous
Nov 20, 2018

~ Nov
upvote reply show~~

2018

That's an awesome patio

~~]fl:TcgS:l•J~I

Anonymous
Nov 19. 2018

h Nov 19, 2018
upvate reply show

Please reactive their patio, and let this local business continue to bring joy to locals like myself. Thanks!

Anonymous
Nov 19, 2018

https://www.lpetitions.com/petition/TMCRpatio?fbclid=lwAF35WxElyiyHw9jmOf66tK6R6A1~2w9h431RvUZnXZx-U]ZEFU WohA0mPJ4 Page 5of 36

Petition Help reactivate our beautiful Outdoor patio!

h Nov 19, 2018
upvote reply show

PLEASE make this happen ASAP and preferably before the year ends!!!

Tina Lee-Jones
Nov 19, 2018

~ Nov
upvo[e reply show19

2018

Please keep the patio!

Angela Avila
Nov 77.2018

~.
upvote reply show

Nov 17, 2018

Love the patio!

Joe Santos
Nov 17, 2018

~ Nov 17, 2018
upvote reply show

Team and staff here are great. I would love to see them succeed. Great location!

Mei
Nov 17, 2018

h Nov 17, 2018
upvote reply show

We love having outdoor Beatings!

Anonymous
Nov 17, 2018

h Nov 17,
upvote reply show2~18

Keep local businesses alive

Anonymous
Nov 17, 2018

~ Nov 17.
upvote reply show

hops:~/www.ipetitions.com/petition~TM CRpatio?f bclld=lwAR35 W xEtyiyHw9jm Of46f K6R6Ajn2wgh43'I RvuZnXZx-U]ZEFu WohAOm GJU

11/29/18, 358 PM



Petition Help reactivate our beautiful outdoor patio! ~V29/~8~ 3:58 PM VetiYion Halp r¢activate our beautilul auttloor patio! 11/29/'1 B, 3:66 PM

~~~8 ~

upvote reply show

Reactivate this patio noev!
Here to help support the business to keep the patio open.

Mahogany Lenard
Nov 17.2078

~.

upvote reply show

NOv 17, 2018

', Signed :)

Marvin FontaniUa
Nov 16, 2018

h
upvote reply show

Nov 16, 2018

Let them operate.

Bernadette Reyes-Asino
Nov 16, 2018

h
upvote reply show

Nov 16, 2018

Save the patio!

Wayne Zhong
Nov 16.2018

~ Nov 16, 2018
upvote reply show

Support to work out a solution.

michael kennedy
Nov 16, 2018

h
upvote reply show

Nov 16, 2018

save the patio!

Ed Leon
'. Nov 16.201

Nov 16, 2018

hops://www.ipetition5.com/petition/TMCRpatio7fbclid=lwAR3SWxEtyiyHw9jmOf48fK6R6Ajn2wgh437RvuZnXZx-U7ZEFu WohAOmPJ4

Sylvia Hoang
Nov 16, 2018

h
'.. upvote reply show

', Nov 16, 2018

Save the patio!

Jana Ienkins
'. Nov 1d, 2018

h

upvote reply show

Nov 16, 2018

Yes!

Anonymous
Nov 16, 2018

~ Nov 16, 2018
upvote reply show

No comment Support Joanna and her fiance

Harry Adams
Nov 16, 2018

~ Nov
'.. upvote reply showl6,

2078

', That patio is necessary.

Jon Smith
'. Nov 16.2018

~ Nov 16, 2018
'. upvote reply show

Good luck brother. SF can be difficult when it comes to sound ordinance.

Jason
Nov 16, 2078

Page 7 of 38 htfps:/(w Ww.lpetitlons.com/petition/TMCRpetio?f6c1ld=1wAR35WZEtyiyHw9jm Of68tK6P8Ajn2wgh437RvuZnXZx-UIZEFUWohAOmVJ4 Page 8 of 36



Petition Help reactivate our beautiful outtloor patio!

~ Nov 16, 2018
upvote reply show

Great space and great operators. Please allow them to run their business.

11/29/18, 3:58 PM ❑etition Help reactivate our beautiful outtloor patio!

This bar isnt the same without the patio!

Meredith Nguyen
Nov 75, 2018

h

upvore reply show

Nov 15, 2018

Angella Logarta
Nov 16, 2018

h Nov 16, 2018
upvote reply show

I've enjoyed this establishments patio many times and don't understand the sudden need for them to

close it. I am sure this affects their business. Please let them reopen this area for patrons to enjoy.

LeslyDean-Baptiste
Nov 16, 2018

h

upvote reply show

Nov 16, 2018

Let them do business

Ashley Amrull
Nov 16, 2018

~ Nov t6,
upvo[e reply show

2018

Let them use their space!

Audreonna Capla
Nov 16, 2018

h Nov 16, 2018
upvote reply show

will help you with this fight, Antwan and Joanna!!!

Lauren Crawford
Nov 15, 2078

h Nov 15, 2018
upvote reply show

wouldn't be surprised it Aaron Peskin was behind this. Let's get a petition going to oust him!

Jessica moron
Nov 75, 2018

~ Nov 15, 2018
upvote mply show

https://www.ipetitions.com~petltion/TMCRpatio?f bclid=lwAR35 W xElyiyHw9~m Ot4fitK6R6Ajn2wgh431 Rw ZnXZx-U72 EFu W ohAOm PJ 4

Keep the patio open!

Henry Tran
Nov 15. 2018

h

upvote reply show

Nov 15, 2018

Open it up

Michael Ng
Nov 15, 2018

h
upvote reply show

Nov 75, 2018

#overregulation

11/29/18, 3:58 PM

Clarence L
Nov 75.2018

~ Nov 15, 2018
upvote reply show

One of the few open area places in the city which is so rare. We need more places tike this in the city.

Open Air for the times we enjoy the lovely SF weather that is oh so rare.

Simon Stadtmiller
Nov 15.2018

~ Nov
upvote reply showl5,

2018

Save the patio, I love it!

Rey Aquino
Nov 15, 2018

Nov 15, 2018

Page 9 of 36 https://www.(petitions.com~petition~TMCRpatio?fbclid=lwAF35WxElyiyHw9jmOf46fK6 R6Ajn2wgh439 Rvu2n XZx-U7ZEFUWohAOm7J4 Page 10 of 36



Petition NeiO reactivate our beautiNl outtloor paii0!

h
', upvote reply show

', #savethepatio

AlfonsoJoo
'.. Nov 15.2018

h

', upvote reply show

Nov 15, 2018

Keep hope alive

Ah Ben
Nov 15, 2018

f.
upvote reply show

Nov 75, 2018

Keep the patio open!

Jackie Bonnit
Nov 15, 2078

~ fVOv 15,
upvote reply show2018

Please reopen the patio!!

Solomon Tausaga
Nov 15, 2018

~.
upwte reply show

Nov 15, 2018

Gang Gang

Mike Scott
Nov 15, 2018

h
upvote reply show

Nov 75, 2018

Yes for the patio!

Sam lee
Nov 15, 2018

http5://www.ipetitions.com/petition/TMCRpatio?fbclld=l WAR3S WXEIyiyHw9~m0£46fK6R6Ajn2wBh431RvuZnXZx-U7ZEFUWohAOmPJ4

71/29/18., 3:58 PM Petition Help reactivate our beautiful outdoor patio) 11/29/18, 3 58 PM

~ Nov 15, 2018
' upvote reply show

been in the neighborhood for over 15 years at 1fl5 Harrison st. I see no problem with the patio at this

bar restaurant.

Vithiet Lee
Nov 15, 2078

I ~ Nov 15, 2018
upvote reply show

Patios are cool, lets keep them alive!
(Well, for when the smoke clears up...)

Aphiradi Lee
Nov 15, 2018

~ Nov 15,
upvote reply show20t8

Please keep the patio open.

Paul Estiva
Nov 15, 2078

h
upvote repty show

Nov 15, 2018

Great open space!

Michelle R Aerov
Nov 15.2018

~ Nov 15, 2018
upvote reply show

Absolutely ridiculous! SF needs to stop with these ridiculous rules

daryl francisco
Nov 15, 2018

a Nov 15, 2018
upvote reply show

Please keep the outdoor patio open.

Natalie Volf
Nov 15, 2018

~ Nov 15, 2018
upvote reply show

Page 11 of 38 hops://www.ipeHtions.com/petitian~7MCRpatio?fbclid=iwAR3SWxElyiyHw9~mOf48tK6R6n~n2wgh437RvuZnXZz-U7ZEFUWohnOmPJ4 Page 12 of 3fi



Petition Halp reactivate our beautiful outdoor patio!

To have this patio is so good addition to restaurant and bar!!!

Johnny Travis
Nov 15, 2018

11/29/18, 3:58 PM

~ Nov 15, 2018
upvote reply show

IYs hard enough to operate a small business in San Francisco and situations like this makes it even

more difficult. The folks at Trademark have been doing an excellent job since they've opened and I'm

confident that theyll continue to do so going forward. This back patio is intregal to the overall look and

feel of their bar. Therefore, I feel it is necessary to have it in operation as they continue to grow their

business in San Francisco.

Elaine Wong
Nov 15, 2018

h Nov 15, 2018
upvo[e reply show

Please let this establishment open their patio! It will be a great amenity to thre neighborhood!

Anonymous
Nov 15, 2078

h
upvote reply show

Nov 15, 2018

We need a patio!

Danielle Brenner
Noy is, zoia

h

upvote reply show

NOV 1$, 2018

Live a little people

Sharlee battle
Nov 15, 2018

h Nov
upvote reply shows

2018

We want our patio back

Alex Osborne

Petition Help reactivate our beautiful ou[tloor patio!

NOV iS, 2OIB

h
upvote reply show

Nov 15, 2018

Keep the SF staples.

Vinitha Rangarajan
Nov 14, 2018

h Nov 14,
upvate reply show2018

We need more patios in SF!

Sandie Li
Nov 14, 2018

h Nov 14, 2018
upvote reply show

Love love the patio. Hope you guys get to keep it open!

11/29(18, 3:58 PM

Antonio
Nov 14, 2018

h Nov 14, 2018
upvote reply show

frequently go here for food, drinks and the friendly atmosphere. The location outside is a relaxed and
quiet spot to engage in lively conversation while enjoying a cool beverage.

Eliesther Correa
Nov 14, 2018

h
upvate reply show

Nov 14, 2018

Open open open

Bing Wu
Nov 14, 2018

h

upvote reply show

Nov 14, 2018

Protect the art

Bob Martin
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Petition Help reactivate our beautiful outdoor patio!

', Nov 14.2018

h Nov 14, 2018
upvote reply show

Keep patio open for all to enjoy

Jamielee Smith
Nov 14, 2018

h Nov 14, 2018
upvote reply show

This is a great, upstanding establishment.

11/29/18, 3'58 PM Petition HBIp reactivate our beautltul outdoof patio!

h
upvoie reply show

Nov 14, 2018

Save our patio !!!

Choeun Nuon
Noy ia, zois

h Nov 14,2018
upvote reply show

Love this bAr, such a great atmosphere. Please keep this bar open!

Anonymous
Nov 14, 2018

~ Nov 14, 2018
upvote reply show

Why do they kill small business with heavy fine instead of promoting with well defined policy?

Jamal
', Nov 14, 2018

~ Nov 14, 2018
', upvote reply show

This is a very Loved And Respected Palce That Has Wonderful Staff With Great Customer Service .

Trademark Never Miss's A Sport Game, Has Special Event and ed.. Please Allow Them To Open Back

Up The Patio And Continue To Show The Community Love. Thanks Jamal..

Timothy
Nov 14, 2018

~ Nov 14, 2018
upvote reply show

Pls reopen such a Beautiful Patio.

Joshua Harrison
', Nov 14, 2018

~ Nov 14, 2018
upvote reply show

IYs a great place to watch the game

Alan Reyesjr
Nov 14, 2018

http5:/Jwww.Ipetitlons.com/petition/TMCRpatio?fbCild=lwAR35WxElyiyHW9fm0£46tK6R6Ajn2wgh431RvuZnXZX-U7ZEFUWOhAOmPJ4 Page 15 of 36

Ronnie
Nov 14, 2018

h
upwte reply show

Nov 14, 2018

Dope patio!!!

Valeriya
Nov 14, 2018

ti
upvote reply show

Nov 14, 2018

Yes!

11/29/18, 3:58 PM

Rico Avila
Nov 74, 2078

~ Nov 14, 2018
upvote reply show

SF must do better, these shut-downs may be trivial to the paper pushers in City Hall but adversely

affect city citizens and business operators whose budgets are already razor thin.

Connor timings
Nov 14, 2018

h
'. upvoM reply show

Nov 14, 2018

Keep the roof!

David Murray
Nov 14.2018

https://www.ipetition5.com/Retition/TMCRpatio?fbclid=lwAR3SWZElyiyHw9jmOf46fK6R6Afn2Wgh43tRVUZnX2x-U7ZEFUWohAOmPJ4 Page 76 of 38



Petition Help reactivate our beautiful outtloor patio! 11/29/18, 3:58 PM Petition Help reactivate our beautiful o~ttloor patio! 11/29/t8, 3 58 PM

a Jimmy Cheung
upvote mply show Nov 14, 2018

Nov 14, 2018 h Nov 14, 2018
upvote reply show

love this bar!
As a neighbor and patron I support this outdoor space in the South of Market Area. The SOMA area

has some of the best weather and not enough outdoor spaces like this.
Phat N uyen
Nov 14, 2 18

~ Nov 14, 2018 Angela Fragomeni
upvore reply show Nov 14, 2018

~ Nov 14, 2018
This beautiful venue needs to keep the patio open. upvoce reply snow

The city needs to support businesses that revamp old dated ones and revitalize them through proper
Jimmy GdrCia
Nov 14, 2018 channels. SFC, prove it pays to follow the rules and get this business back up and running.

h Nov
upvo[e reply 5now14 Xiu Mei luo
2018 Nov 14, 2018

~̂  Nov 14,

Please reactive the patio upvote ~epty show2018

RaShida Allen
We support this petition!

Nov 14, 2018

h Nov 14, 2018 James Levy
upvote reply show Nov 74, 2018

h Nov 14.2018
Please restore the patio! Theres nothing tike being in the sunshine, enjoying the weather while upvoce repry show
socializing!

Please open the patio back up...

Deven
Nov 14, 2018 Edward Roberson

h Nov 14, 2018 Nov 14, 208

upvo[e reply show ~
upvote reply show

City of SF to much BS they need to worry about cleaning up the streets first .. let the responsible Nov 14, 2018

owners of any established restaurant open a place for people to be together. No harm .. no foul
Open the patio!!

Jesus Dominguez
No~ia, zota Leilani Mason

h NOv 14, 2018 Nov 14, 2078
upvote reply show h Nov 14, 2018

upvote reply show
ThaYs my favorite spot in that restaurant. And I think is
Very unfair that is closedown. Stop making it difficult for small businesses in San Francisco! Let them have the patio you already

signed off for.

hops://www.ipetitions.cam~petition/TM CRpatio?fbclld=lwAR35WxElyiyHw9jmOt46fK6R6Ajn2wgh431RvuZ nXZx-U]ZEFU WohAOm PJ4 Page 1] of 38 hops://www.ipetitions.com/petition/TMCRpatio?tbclld=lwAR35 WxElyiyHw9jmOf46f K6R6Ajn 2wgh43~RvuZnXZx-U]ZEFUWohAOm PJ4 Page 18 of 3fi



Petition Help reaCtivata our beautiful outdaof patio!

Anonymous
Nov 14, 2018

~ Nov 14.2018
upvote reply show

', This petition should be approved.

', Rohun Hundal
Nov 14, 2018

h
upvote reply show
Nov 14, 2018

Let the patio live on

Zachary Taylor
Nov 14, 2018

~ Nov 14.2018
upvote reply show

loved this patio, and wish it was back open!

Jimmy
Nov 14, 2018

~ Nov 14, 2018
upvote reply show

Let their patrons enjoy some sun and air please

Brian Kan
Nov 14, 2018

h
upwte reply show
Nov 14, 2018

Free that patio!

Anonymous
Nov 14, 2018

h
'. upvote reply show

Nov 14, 2078

support this!

Brandon tran
Nov 14.2018

https://wWw.ipetitions.com/petlti0n/TMCRpetia?fbNld=1 WAR3S WXEIyIyH W9~m Of46fK6R6Ajn2wgh431 RVUZnXZz-U7ZEFUWohAOmVJ 4

>>l~9/~8, 3 58 PM Petition Help reactivate our beautiful outdoof patio!

h
upvote reply show
Nov 14, 2018

Open ft up!!

Mimi Lee
I. Nov 14.2018

~ Nov 74.2018
upvote reply show

There are not enough venues with patios in SF. This is a great space that should be enjoyed and no'

closed!

Faisalpiracha
Nov 14, 018

h Nov 14, 2018
'. upvote repty show

Great space that the city and patrons deserve!

Danielle Banks
Nov 14, 2018

h
', ~pvote reply show

Nov 14, 2018

Keep the patio

Jeanette O
Nov 14, 2018

~ Nov 14, 2018
upvote reply show

Lets be fair San Francisco. We are loyal natives of this city

Ryan Dick
Nov 14, 2018

h
upvoie reply show
Nov 14, 2018

Excited for the patio!

Anonymous
Nov 14, 2018

Nov 14, 2018

Page 79 of 38 http5://wWw.ipetitions.com/petition/TMCRpatla?fbclid=lwAR3SWzElytyHw9jmOt46fK6R6Ajn2Wgh431RvuZnXZx-U7ZEFUWohAOmPJ4
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Petition HBIO reat[ivate our beautiful outdoor patio! 17/29/18, 3 58 PM Petition Help reactivate our beauHtul oVttloOr patio! 11/29/t B, 3 58 PM

h ~ Nov 14, 2018
upvote reply show upvote reply show

Leave small businesses alone and allow them to keep their patio! This establishment brings the community together and creates a loving vibe and atmosphere for its
patrons...

Freida Neiman
Nov 14, 2018 Zulaikha Khalil

h Nov 14, 2018

upvote reply show ~ Nov 14, 2018
Nov 14, 2018 upvore reply show

Good luck! Let the patio be used for the public. We support

Athena Napoleon Sabrina Stribling
Nov 14.2018 Nov 14, 2018

h ~

upvom reply show upvote reply show

Nov 14, 2018 Nov 14, 2018

Help our busineues Please save the patio

Donald Trump Camille Clark
Nov 14.2018 Nov 14, 2018

~ Nov 14, ~`
upvote reply show2018 upvote reply show

Nov 14, 2018

Impeach Gavin Newsom!
Save our Patio!!

Anonymous
nio~ia.2o~e Maria Mora

h Nov 14, 2018

upvote reply show ~ NOv 14, 2018

NOV 14, Z~18 
upvote reply show

Open up the patio! 
Trademark + Alchemy is a great location! The patio has to be reopened

Deanna wong

Anonymous 
Noy ia, zois

Nov 74, 2018 ~ Nov 14, 2018

h NOv 14, 2018 upvae reply show

upvote reply show
Keep the patio open! It allows everyone to enjoy the little azea SF now has downtown!

Good job. Let's make San Francisco great again!

Earl Martin

Anonymous Nov 13, 2018

Nov 14, 2018 Nov 13, 2018
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PeSition Help reactivate our beautiful outtloor patio!

h
upvote reply show

live in the area and I find it a Great establishment that really adds to the neighborhood

Bill Tan
Nov 13, 2018

h
upvote reply show
Nov 13, 2018

Save trademark

Michael Antioquia
Nov 13, 2018

h

upvote reply show

Nov 13, 2018

Free the patio!!!

David Yang
Nov 13, 2018

a
upvote reply show
Nov 13, 2018

Good luck

11)29/18, 3:58 PM Petition Help reactivate our beautiful outdoor patio!

h

upvote reply show

Let them open the patio!

Precilla Luyon
Nov 13, 2018

h Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

i look forward to visiting this great location when I have some time off, and the patio is a perfect space

to wind down!

Darlene Daniels
Nov 73, 2018

h Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

So please sign the petition to my son save there patio setting at Home Town Flero

Damon Gary
Nov 13, 2018

Nov 13, 2018

Brian velasquez
Nov 13, 2018

~ Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

Always wondered why... good luck!

BREANNE VANKIRK
Nov 13, 2078

a Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

Thanks for being such a great manager when I worked at the skating rink!

Tony Phouanenavong
Nov 13, 2018

~ Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

11/29/8, 358 PM

This is one of the reasons why small business owners and people are leaving the bay area. SF city
dept., work together with the people that live here and the city that many of us grew to love will move
back to that world class city, rather than the downward spiral of a no class city. Take care of people and
the people will take care of you.

Anonymous
Nov 13, 2018

h
upvote reply show
Nov 13, 2018

Lets get this going!

Anonymous
Nov 13, 2018

h
upvote reply show

Nov 13, 2018

Free the PATIO 1

Dominic Cueto
Nov 13, 2018
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7etition Help reactivate our beautiful outtlaor patio! t1/29/~8, 358 PM Petition Nelp reactivate our beautiful outdoor patio! 11/29178, 3:58 PM

~ ~ Nov 13.2018
upvote reply show upvote reply show

Nov 13, 2018
Reopen the outdoor patio please. Thank you.

Get it fellers!

BaileyMuzik
Nov 13, 2018

h
upvote reply show

Nov 13, 2018

Natalie
Nov 13, 2018

~ Nov 73, 201$
upvote reply show

theres always a grinch who doesn't want to see people of color succeed. Smh

Brian
Nov 13.2018

ti
upvote reply show

Nov 13, 2018

Pro patio

David heft
Nov 73.2018

~ Nov
upvote reply show13

2018

It's not hurting anyone

Linda Tran
Nov 13, 2078

ti
upvote reply show

Nov 13, 2018

Pro patio

Brian Cary
Nov 13.201$

https://www.ipetitions.comJpetitlon/TMCRpatio?tbclld=lwAR3SW xEtyryHw9jmOf46f K6R6Ajn2wgh431 RwZnXZz-U7ZEFu WahAOmPJ4

Anonymous
Nov 13, 2018

a
upvoM reply show

Nov 73, 2018

For the greater

good

JASON LEUNG
Nov 13, 2018

~ Nov 13, 2018
upvo[e reply show

What good is a bar /restaurant without its already attached patio ?! Like what good is your hand

without use of your thumb ?Support the business and allow it to tlourish (good for neighborhood ,
good for City business taxes) by reactivating the patio !

Aaron Sadino
Nov 13, 2018

~ Nov 13, 2018
upvoM reply show

love this place! Great staff and great food/drinks!

Barbara Torres
Nov 13.2018

h
upwte reply show

Nov 13, 2018

Great place!!!

Raynesha Fletcher
Nov 13.2018

h Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

This is an amazing establishment! Very professional staff, food and drinks are inclusive to the taste

buds (feels very homey). I enjoy looking at the outdoor space, but would love to be entertained there.

Patrick Warren

Page 25 of 36 https:~/www.ipetitions.com/petition/7MCRpatio?tbclid=lwAR3SWxElyiyHw9~mOf46fK6R6Ajn2wgh431 RvuZnXZx-U7ZEFUWohAOmPJ4 Page 26 of 38



Petition Help reactivate our beautitul outdoor patio! 11/29/t 8, 3:58 PM Petition Help reactivate our beautiful outtloor patio! 11/29/18, 3:58 PM

Nov 13, 2018

h Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

As a Native San Franciscan, it's important to me that businesses owned and operated by locals be

allowed to thrive in the current climate. This business is a highlight in the city.

f asmine Vivas
Nov 13, 2078

h
upvote reply show
Nov 13, 2018

Reopen the patio!!!

alex vongsouthi
Nov 13, 201$

upvote reply show
Nov 13, 2018

bring it back!

Nikkie Lim
Nov 13. 2018

~ Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

There are several businesses in San Francisco that have outdoor patios with neighboring apartments.
I'm hopeful that all parties involved can come to an agreement/compromise. Please do not ruin this
for the community—this bar deserves every right o have an outdoor patio!

Enzin a Smith
Nov 13, 018

a Nov
upvote reply show
13, 2018

Please save the beaut

Chris Jacinto
Nov 13, 2018

~ Nov 13, 201$
upvote reply show

Please reopen the patio at trademark. IYs a good space for the community. Trademark is run by Bay
Area people who help and contribute to our community.

Jocelyn Kane
Nov 13, 2018

~ Nov 13, 2018
upvate reply show

Oh boy, gotta love the planning Dept. I support your use of the patio fully and believe that you are
responsible operators that will abide by the regs and noise ordinances. let me know if you need more

help.

Bryan sue
Nov 13, 2018

~ Nov 13, 2018
upvo[e reply show

support Trademark &Copyright

MArilyn Cortez
Nov 73, 2018

~ Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

KEEP TRADEMARK PATIO open

Rachel Mariano
Nov 13, 2018

h
upvote reply show
Nov 13, 2018

love trademark!

Eric G Nichols
Nov 13, 2018

h Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

petition to keep trademark sf's patio reopened. It is a highlight of the experience they provide and
love it open everytime I come to visit. Rent includes the use of the patio I am sure. It would be a
shame to not be able to utilize it for their guests/patrons.

Neil Holbrook
Nov 13, 2018

a Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

We need to help small businesses succeed in SF
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Pe['ition Help reactivate our beautiful outtloor Oatio!

Chelsea Eiben
Nov 13, 2018

h Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

IYs the PERFECT patio for events!

Lena Mom
Nov 13, 2018

h Nov 13, 2018
upvo[e reply show

Had the bestttt Bridal Shower in this patio!! Please bring it back!

Sharon
Nov 13, 2018

F
upvote reply show
Nov 73, 2018

save the patio!

Jane zhao
Nov 13, 2018

h Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

support neighborhood business like trademark

Jamal Jeanpierre
Nov 13, 2018

h
upvo[e reply show
Nov 13, 2018

Save this space

Anonymous
Nov 73, 2018

~ Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

Save the patio! The city needs more outdoor spaces tike this!

J Lam
Nov 13.2018

11/29/t B, 3:58 PM Pe[Ition Help reactivate our beautiful outtloor patio! 11/29/18, 358 PM

~ Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

have a dream ,this nation wilt rise up, join beers together with liberty and patio for all ! I have a

dream.

Brad Quon
Nov 13, 2018

h Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

Lets get this Patio reopened!!!! Good luck!

Anonymous
Nov 13, 2018

h Nov 13.
upvote reply show2018

Support local businesses!

Henry Sandoval
Nov 13, 2018

h Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

This venue is by far one of the better establishments in the city of SF when it comes to enjoying a

drink with friends. I always enjoyed the patio and hope that it reopens.

Fabrizio
Nov 73, 2018

h Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

Instead of worrying about a business that is catering to hard working people and tax payers to enjoy

theirselves you should worry about all the crack heads and Homtess polluting the streets in San

Francisco and wasting government money paid by us tax payers.

Kim Howard
Nov 13.2018

h Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

Good luck. Thanks for letting us know about this petition, Joey Mucha

Alex Soong
Nov 13, 2078
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Petition Help reactiva[e our beautiful outtloor Dario! 11/29/18, 3 58 PM Petition Help reactivate our beautiful outtloor patio! ~i/29/t8, 3 58 PM

~"~ Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

The city is in dire need of quality out door spaces.

Bonnie Lam
Nov 13, 2018

h Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

believe iYs important to have a variety of venues in the neighborhood. Trademark copyright is an

upstanding business and the patio area is a great place to relax and get some sun and fresh air. They

do not have any amplifiers or speakers and do not play any loud music or sounds so there is minimal

disturbance to nearby neighbors.

Michael Liang
Nov 13, 2018

a Nov 13, 2018
upvate reply show

No reason for it to stay shut down

Sarah Browning
Nov 13, 2018

~̂  Nov
upvote reply showt3

2018

Please open the patio!

Simon Gibson
Nov 13, 2018

h

upvote reply show

Nov 13, 2018

More outdoor spaces

Ryan Gonzales
Nov 13, 2018

a Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

Why do all citys always have to try to mess with people when they try and do things the right way!

Mark
Nov 13, 2018

hops://www.ipetitions.competition/TMCRpatio?tbclid=lwAR3S W xE IyiyHw9jm Of46tK6R6Aln2wgh43~ Rw ZnXZx-U]Z EFu WohAOm PJ4

a Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

Let's be fair to small businesses.

Jay Chen
Nov 13, 2018

~ Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

Every department want a piece of the action! SF is worse city for small businesses and getting even
more worse!

Steven Hong
Nov 13, 2018

h Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

We love this patio space at TrademarWCopyright - it is a great place to gather in the neighborhood and
spend time with friends!

Jonathan
Nov 13.2018

~ Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

The patio is a refuge from the chaos of the city. What's with the excessive city regulations stifling small
businesses?

Sam
Nov 13.2018

w
upvote reply show

Nov 13, 2018

Open it!

Jon Baldwin
Nov 13, 2018

~ Nov 13, 2078
upvote reply show

Good luck! I hope the patio gets reopened!

Simon
Nov 13, 2018
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Petition Help reatllvate our beautiful outdoor patio!

h

upvote reply show

Nov 13, 2018

Support

Anonymous
Nov 13, 2018

h Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

Please approve the reopening of the patio!

Jeff Kim
Nov 13, 2018

h Nov 13,
upvote reply show2018

Love the patio. Save the patio.

Anonymous
Nov 73, 2018

h Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

Please reopen the outdoor patio space. Good food business. Good for the community

Aida Sumang
Nov 13, 2018

h Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

Please approve what has been previously approved. The patio is beautiful and iYs good

Percy Ramos
Nov 13, 2018

h Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

Please allow the patio to stay operational

Jermaine Del Rosario
Nov 13, 2018

h

upvote reply show

Nov 13, 2018

Mips://www.'ipetitions.competition/TMCRpatio?tbNid=lwAR35 W xElyiyHw9jm Of46fKfi R6Ajn2wgh431 RvuZn%Zx-U7Z EFu WohAOm PJ4

11/29/18, 358 PM Petition Help ~eactiva~e our beautiful ou[d0o~ patio!

Signed!

Jermaine del rosario
Nov 13, 2018

h

upvote reply show

Nov 13, 2018

Love the patio!

11/29/t8, 358 PM

Czarina Livelo
Nov 13.2078

h Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

This bar, and especially the patio, is amust-go in the SoMa. It has been a loving community space and

needs to be reactivated!

Rob Lee
Nov 73.2018

f.

upvote reply show

Nov 13, 2018

•

Gina Rosales
Nov 13, 2018

h Nov 13, 2018
upvote reply show

The patio is so beautiful and this is a favorite bar in Soma Pilipinas! Def is so underused and needed

outdoor space in Soma.

Anonymous
Nov 13.2018

h

upvote reply show

Nov 13, 2018

Patio vibes please

Tom Beliveau
Nov 13. 2018

h
upvate reply show

Nov 13, 2018
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Petition Help reactivate our beautiful oultloor patio! 11/29/78, 3:58 PM

Yeah boy !!!

Lily Pen
Nov 13, 20 8

~ Nov 13, 2078
upvote reply show

This is a beautiful patio that can bring together so many people and serve the community. Would love

to see it reactivated!!

Corey Ye
Nov 13.2018

h
upvote reply show

Nov 13, 2018

Good luck with this!

Kingston Wu
Nov 12, 2018

h Nov 12, 2018
upw[e reply show

The patio is rare teature for businesses in our neighborhood, and a safe place for the community.

Please help us open it to our customers!

Sign into comment

s92 SIGNATURES
4 hours ago
Sean Missal United States
4 hours ago
5 hours ago
Branko Smida United States
5 hours ago
9 hours ago
Paolo lantorno United States
9 hours ago

11 hours ago
Bruno Faviero United States
11 hours ago
12 hours ago
Melissa santos United States
12 hours ago

Petition Help reactivate our beautiful outdoor patio!

12 hours ago
Kevin mceleney United States
12 hours ago
16 hours ago
Belladonna Lucas United States
16 hours ago
19 hours ago
Jerry Hwang United States
19 hours ago
1 day ago
Shawn Xu United States
1 day ago
1 day ago
Britt United States
t day ago

See More

11/29/18, 358 PM
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December 5, 2018

Planning Department

City and County of San Francisco

Case No. 2018-012576CUA

1650 Mission St. Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

Attn: David Weissglass

Dear Planning Commissioners,

Received at CPC' Hearing 2 ~ 8

share an apartment with a roommate that is Located on top of the Grateful Dog at the very back
of the property. In the more than 8 years I have been here I have never had any of the problems
that some of the other neighbors are complaining about. I have seen many positive changes
occur at the Grateful Dog and I have seen them grow into a very well-respected business that
truly cares about its neighbors and their dogs. In my 8 years I`ve never had a problem with

smells. They run a tight ship down there and keep the place clean and in order. I have a rooftop

deck that I spend a lot of time on and the noise levels coming from the dogs is very minimal,
mostly just dogs playing. The occasional barks I do hear from the Grateful Dog is immediately

hushed by their employees. I actually hear more barking from other neighbor's houses and from
the surrounding area than I do from the Grateful Dog. There are so many other, more pressing

problems that should be addressed like the freeway that is Lombard Street, constant road
construction going on and car break-ins in the neighborhood. The owner and the staff at the

Grateful Dog are very friendly and very accommodating. When our lobby glass door was broken
into a couple years ago it was replaced with a sleet door without a mail slot for packages. The

Grateful Dog has gone out of their way to hold all of the packages for the residents of 1769 A
and B and make sure that we get them safely and securely. The Grateful Dog provides a great

service to many people in the surrounding area. San Francisco needs more small businesses
like the Grateful Dog: very unique and very specialized. I support the Grateful Dog and hope the
Planning Commission approves their application for a Conditional Use Permit.

Thanks j your time,

/~

C~~f —

Augusto Cano

1769-B Lombard Street

San Francisco, CA 94123



M Gmail

Attn: Ernie

Jeffrey Manheimer <~dmanheimer@gmail com>
To erncervantes@gmail com

Ernie Cervantes <erncervantes@gmail.com>

Tue. Dec 11 , 2018 at 10 23 AM

Hello,

My wife passed along your message to me about you guys needing support for your business. I am

sorry that folks are not being cooperative in the neighborhood. It always seems there is someone in

San Francisco that tries to derail great businesses that many residents depend on.

The fact that you have been doing this for so long only to hear complaints now (after all these

years) tells me these are people looking to cause conflict as their main goal in life - so sad.

will keep this short, but the reality is - we love and need your business. If you guys were not able

to provide day care, we would most likely move out of San Francisco since there is no close option

for boarding or day-care. We are better off not paying the crazy tax and insane rent if we have no

option for the dog to play during the day while my wife and I both work. She works in healthcare

and I work in tech and we both work long hours to afford paying our bills and rent.

Needless to say, if your business closes as a result of surface level complaints by high

maintenance neighbors -the city will loose a few more residents.

We have had nothing but amazing, positive experiences with your operation, your staff and your

facility. I know I am not alone in feeling this way since we were referred to you guys by several of

my clients who have been working with you for years.

Best,
Jeff -owner of "Frankie the Berner"



M Grail Ernie Cervantes <erncervantes@gmail.com>

Letter

Brett Ortiz <ortizbrett@yahoo com> Wed. Dec 12 2018 at 8 21 AM

To Em~e Cervantes <emcervantes@gmail com>

Dear Planning Dept,
The Grateful Dog is an extremely important part of the Marina San Francisco community.

They provide an invaluable service with their dog daycare and occasional boarding. My

dog attends willingly, is in a safe and secure environment and is socialized with other

people and dogs. I do not know what I would do without the Grateful Dog They have

enriched our dog's and our family's lives. Thank you very much,

Brett Ortiz
3230 Baker St
SF 94123



From. <Karen.Silverman@Iw.com>
~cit ~~ 1. ~iiV~~ i ~ l~l 1la~fvV.0 cJtl1

Subject Letter in Support of The Grateful Dog
C~at~~ Dec 12, 2018 at 237:08 PM
Tc <erncervantes@gmail.com>

ern~~rvar~tes~~-.y~ ~ ~ail.~;~r~r~
Cc <kthumphries@gmail.com>

kthum~~ries~c~~~ I i~II.GC~I I i

December 12, 2018

Planning Department
Case No. 2 18-012576CUA

City and County of San Francisco
Attn David Weissglass

Dear Mr. Weissglass,

am writing to express my wholehearted support for the Grateful Dog. We have been happy
patrons at the Grateful Dog for over eight years. relying on their hospitality, training, and
boarding services daily 1-hey have always taken great care with my two dogs and the others
in their charge, and always have shown a great deal of concern and respect for the
neighborhood

The full range of services and support that the Grateful Dog offers is unparalleled. I'm not
sure how, with my full time job and travel, we could function without their full suite of
services and 24/7 coverage As a practical matter, my dogs cannot be left alone, as they
are anxious and would lick themselves to the point of creating hot-spots and bark constantly
and disturb the neighbors. (We have tried everything, but even crating resulted in more
licking and barking. and having a dog walker come to the house once or even twice a day
does not mitigate the problem.) But they are happy and calm and quiet at the Grateful Dog
whether on regular stays or short-notice, which is absolutely essential. because I often travel
for work with little notice.

Beyond that. they are just a wonderful team of people, who care for the dogs and their
community. Already, they have adjusted their pick up and drop off hours to accommodate
neighbors. and in my experience, they keep the business quiet except for those moments,
when the dogs react to someone new coming to the door.



Thank you for your consideration, and please do not curtail the ability of the Grateful Dog to
offer their essential services! I love my dogs and they greatly contribute to my quality of life
Without the services that the Grateful Dog provides, it would be impossible for me to have
dogs in San Francisco. Please feel free to call me to discuss, if you have additional
questions,

Krirc~~r L..S'ilti~c~rmrnl

Karen E. Silverman
LATHAM s WATKINS ~~P
505 Montgomery Street ~ Suite 2000 ~ San Francisco. CA 94111-6538
D: +1.415.395.8232 ~ M +1 415.699 4262

This email may contain material that is confidential, privileged
and/or attorney work product for the sole use of the intended
recipient. Any review, disclosure, reliance or distribution by
others or forwarding without express permission is strictly
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please
contact the sender and delete all copies including any
attachments.



Planning Department

Case No. 201$-012576CUA

City and County of San Francisco

Attn: David Weissglass
November 29, 2018

Mr. Weissglass,

am writing this letter to express my personal support for the Grateful Dog during their hearing on
December 13 h̀, 2018 while they are in the process of updating a ne~v City Permit.

Please note that 1 have been a San Francisco resident for over two years now and have been a happ}' and
loyal customer of the Grateful Dog from day one. I moved across the country with my dog MaY and as
the sole care taker and provider for my dog, 1 was very nervous about what to do with him while away for
work. Max is a pitbull mix and for most dog facilities, he is on the restricted list. 1 was so lucky to have
found the Grateful Dog who spent the time to get to know Max before warmly welcoming him into their
facility. The Grateful Dog is the only facility within 3 miles of my apartment that will take Max and
without them, there are plenty of days that I would not be able to make it to my meetings on time.

The Grateful Dog has always been incredibly responsible with my dog Max and is always responsive
when 1 have had changes in my schedule or even to share feedback. They offer wonderful overnight and
daycare options; both of which I have taken part in. When 1 have had last minute trips I kno~~~ 1 can
always rely on the Grateful Dog rather than finding a dog sitter that may or may not be equipped to
properly care for a dog.

1 honestly do not know what 1 would do without the facility and ~+~ould hate to lose the Grateful Dog as a
valued neighbor in the marina.

Sincerely,

Carp Reiner

3U 1.758.0888

C'arlvKeiner!u~,~~ia.il.com

530 Chestnut Street,

San Francisco, CA 94133



---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Carolyn Clute <carolvn.clute(cr~.gmail.com>

Date: Sat, Dec 1, 2018 at 6:39 PM

Subject: The Grateful Dog, SF City and County Planning Dept., Case No. 2018-012576CUA

To: <ecervantes(c~gmail.com>

Mr. David Weissglass

Planning Department

Case No. 2018-012576CUA

City and County of San Francisco

Dear Mr. Weissglass,

As a longtime San Francisco resident and dog owner, I am writing to share with you how important the

daycare and boarding services at The Grateful Dog are to me. Having been widowed this past year,

am incredibly selective about who I trust with my dog, who is now my only remaining family. The owners

and the staff at The Grateful Dog are the only people with whom I will entrust my dog's

care. Additionally, they are one of the very few dog daycare and boarding facilities on the north side

of the city, which is crucial for me as my schedule often takes me to Marin. Most other facilities are on the

southeast side of the city. Given my schedule and the gridlock between home and those locations, The

Grateful Dog is the only viable dog care option for me. I respectfully request, and beg, that the Planning

Commission approves the amended permit so that I can continue to use The Grateful Dog's daycare

and boarding services. Without them, my unfortunate circumstances will be made that much more

difficult.

Respectfully,

Carolyn Clute



" .

Dan Parsons <cincidan@gmail.com>

to me, Leah

Ernie, thanks for letting us know about the current situation with The Grateful Dog. Below is a quick blurb

you can use as a support letter, let us know if there's anything else we can do to help.

Our dog Jude loves going to The Grateful Dog. In the past, boarding her has caused her much anxiety

and puts stress on my wife and I anytime we travel. With The Grateful Dog it's much different... she drags

us across the neighborhood out of excitement anytime we say "time for school" and walk her over. We

feel very comfortable and grateful (no pun intended) for the environment you and your team have created

for her. Believe it or not, but TGD is a major factor for us when choosing which neighborhood to live in.

Cheers,

u ~ r.

Dan Parsons

cincidan(a~Qmail.com

(513)382-0631



Planning Department

Case No. 2018-012576CUA

City and County of San Francisco

Attn: David Weissglass

RE: The Grateful Dog

December 1, 2018

am writing this letter in support of the The Grateful Dog, a business located on Lombard Street
in San Francisco. I have been a client of this business since 2013 and have had only positive
experiences with them. They provide a service that is highly needed for those of us who have
dogs but work full time. Their employees and management are highly professional, courteous
and respectful. I rely on the personal attention and flexibility they have provided as a local.
small business. It would be very difficult if I had to find another option outside the city at one of
the larger chain doggie daycares. The Grateful Dog has always been accommodating to my

schedule and their Marina location is convenient for me since I live in Russian Hill. Therefore,
have relied on them on a weekly basis to care for my dog.

hope that you consider the benefits they are providing to our community. Thank you for your
consideration.

Best regards,

Jennifer Piumarta

1324 Broadway

San Francisco, CA 94109



John and Rhea DeCarli
530 Chestnut St., #308

San Francisco, CA 94133

Planning Department
Case No. 2018-012576CUA
City and County of San Francisco
Attn: David Weissglass

December 9, 2018

Dear Mr. Weissglass,

Like so many of our fellow San Franciscans, we love and value the companionship of our dog, and we

also both have demanding careers that sometimes prevent us for giving our dog all the exercise and

socialization with other dogs that he needs to continue to be a good canine citizen of San Francisco.

That's why businesses such as Grateful Dog are so vital to the community. Grateful dog provides a

place where dogs can receive exercise and socialization instead of staying home alone, which could

result in behavior problems that would be disruptive to the owners' neighbors. We receive

tremendous value from having Grateful Dog located conveniently close to our home so that bringing

our dog to Grateful Dog creates a minimal amount of extra traffic and pollution.

We understand that a small number of neighbors have voiced concerns. I urge that you consider

several factors when weighing those concerns:

First of all, in our experience the management at Grateful Dog has always dealt with any concerns

proactively, to make sure that the issues are not repeated. I know that Grateful Dog has proposed

measures to mitigate the concerns and you can be assured that they will follow through with these

actions and any additional actions required.

Secondly, Grateful Dog is located on one of the busier commercial streets in the City, near many

restaurants, bars, hotels, and other busy businesses. ThaYs the reality of the Lombard street, it's not

reasonable to expect no noise in that area.

Finally, consider that every dog that stays at Grateful Dog is a dog that won't be bothering the owner's

neighbors by barking when home alone. The benefits to so many customers (and their neighbors)

offset whatever tiny negative impact the business has many times over.

Yours sincerely,

John and Rhea DeCarli



December 3~d, 2018

Planning Department
Case No. 2018-012576CUA
City and County of San Francisco
Attn: David Weissglass

Dear Planning Commission,

am writing in support of the Grateful Dog for the Planning Commission Hearing
occurring December 13th 2018. Our family found The Grateful Dog during a very
stressful time in our lives. Our rescue puppy has separation anxiety, and as we were
trying to figure out what that meant, and searched for a trainer, the Grateful Dog was
there to help. We had tried another dog daycare and were disappointed and felt guilty
every time we picked him up. We felt that although the animals were kept safe, they
really looked sad when we went to pick him up. That's when we called the Grateful Dog
and set up an appointment. The staff was so helpful and sensitive to Oliver's
personality. The facility was very clean and the dogs looked really happy. The
employees of Grateful Dog make sure that the dogs are well taken care of and work
with them constantly throughout the day to ensure that everyone is playing nicely. They
take the time to "interview" each dog to ensure a good fit with the group there. This
business provides an invaluable service to people like us who have taken on a rescue
dog with special training needs, and those who travel or work and want to provide a
happy environment for their companion animal.

Sincerely,

Lauren Cuevas



December 4, 2018

Planning Department
Gase No 2018-012576CUA
City and County of San Francisco
Attn David Weissglass

Dear Mr Weissglass

It has come to our attention that Grateful Dog has re-applied for a permit to
continue running their dog care business at 1769 Lombard Street, and that their
renewal is possibly being contested

As regular visitors to San Francisco, it is essential that we have kind, trustworthy
and competent care for our dog. When we visit three to five times a year,
Grateful Dog is nearby our Joie de Vivre stay at the Hotel del Sol.

That easy walk over to Grateful dog allows us to explore San Francisco, visit
friends and family, spend money m your town If we did nat have the resource
that is Grateful Dog, our visas would likely diminish, if not cease

Please consider endorsing the renewal of Grateful Dog's business permit.
thereby saving your Gity a valuable asset

Sincerely.

7

~~~
Lm Goodnick and Billy Goodnick

~ ~;
't. ' 4

P 0 ~ox20334
Santa Barbara. CA 93120
(805)687-1690

{ ~~ ~! r

~~ ~

cc Ernie Cervantes at Grateful Dog



M Gmail Ernie Cervantes <erncervantes@gmail.com>

Letter of Support for Grateful Dog

Molly DeShazo <mdeshaz@gmail.com>
To emcervantes@gmail.com

Tue. Dec 4. 2018 at 8:45 AM

To Whom it May Concern,

am both a loyal patron and neighbor of the Grateful Dog In my five years of I~v~ng ~n the neighborhood the
staff have been nothing but wonderful to both my dog and my family. They offer the kind of personal ,
hands-on service that everyone craves from local. neighborhood businesses

Moreover, they add value to the neighborhood The staff know its customers and vice versa This is
i mportant in a city that is rapidly changing and on a street that has many vacant storefronts at the moment
That is where we should be focusing our energy. Grateful Dog is a business that we should ensure stays
afloat and isn't brought down by anyone. simply because they do not care for it near them

Best.

Molly DeShazo



November 25th, 2018

Planning Department
Case No. 2018-012576CUA
City and County of San Francisco
Attn: David Weissglass

would like to give my written support of Grateful Dog and hope they can continue business as
usual.

moved to San Francisco two years ago and my company required me to be in the office most
days plus I travel extensively for work. There were two things that were the largest source of
stress for me in my move. 1) How can I find a safe, affordable, close to work apartment in the
city? 2) Where will I take my 'furchild' Golden Retriever while at work and when I travel? I was
fortunate to find the perfect apartment and the perfect place to take my dog.

This may be surprising if you don't have a dog, but my options were much more limited than
expected. I didn't want a dog walker due to the horror stories of inexperienced people walking
multiple dogs off leash and losing them. It was important to me to find a doggie day care that
offered overnight stays with a professional, trained staff in a safe environment. Since my dog
weighs 60 Ibs the only options in my neighborhood were Grateful Dog or Fog City Dogs. The
third option was Wags in SOMA. Wags was not ideal due to traffic and the distance I would
have to drive 2ce per day to take my dog there. That leaves two options for large dogs if you
live in Pacific Heights, Cow Hollow or The Marina. I am not sure what I would do if Grateful Dog
closed.

was a bit surprised to hear a couple of neighbors complained about barking. Recently my
neighbor shared that Grateful Dog told him he couldn't take his dog there anymore because he
barked too much. Grateful Dog was willing to turn away business to ensure there are no dogs
there that excessively bark. I had another neighbor with an aggressive dog that Grateful Dog
also turned away. Again, prioritizing the dogs and the peace of the neighborhood over profits.
also think it is a bit silly to complain about the noise of a dog barking in San Francisco especially
at such a busy intersection. At the corner of Laguna and Lombard you have many people
walking dogs, student housing, bars, gas stations, homeless, buses, cars. I cannot imagine this
is a quiet and peaceful corner disrupted only by the occasional barking of a dog at Grateful Dog.

Last, this move to San Francisco has been challenging for me because it feels like everything is a
bit more difficult in this city. Rents are extremely high, the homeless situation is out of control,
public transportation is poor, everything is more expensive. I could go on but I think this is not a
surprise to anyone. The two things that keep me in this city are an apartment I love and how
dog friendly San Francisco is. Without sounding overly dramatic, not having an option of a
place to take my dog for day care and overnight stays would be a compelling reason to leave
San Francisco. I am responsible for this innocent and helpless animal and need a safe, caring
place to take him when I go to work and travel.



hope Grateful Dog remains open so I have a place to take my dog. I would hate to see a small,
local business go under and people lose their jobs. Grateful Dog and their staff are an
important part of the community and provide a safe, loving environment for our dogs.

Warm regards,

Natalie Cariola
Pacific Heights, CA 94109
310-925-0961



M Gmail Ernie Cervantes <erncervantes@gmail.com>

The Grateful Dog SF -Letter of Support

Netta Ascoli mascoli@gmail com> Mon, Dec 10. 2018 at 10 58 AM

To erncervantes@gmail com

Hi Ernie.

Here ~s our letter of support:

We adopted out miniature Schnauzer. Jimm~..just over a year ago. Atler bringing him home. we yuickl~ realized that hz hati severr

separation anxiety and can't be left home alone for more than 30 minutes at a time. Fortunately. having Thy (;rateful Dog nearby

means that we have a trusted place for Jimmy to be Hhile we're at work. Were Grateful Dog to shutdo~on. we would be forced to

choose between working and giving up a beloved member of our family: please don't force us to make this impossible choice.

Sincrrcl~.

Netta Ascoli and Matthew Jaffe

On Wed, Nov 21.2018 at 4 17 PM Ernie Cervantes <erncervantes@gma~l com> wrote:

Quoted text hidden)



December 4, 2018

Planning Department

City and County of San Francisco
Case No. 2018-012576CUA

1650 Mission St. Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103
Attn: David Weissglass

Dear Mr. Weissglass,

am writing this letter in support of my neighbor, The Grateful Dog Wellness Center. For the last two years I have lived

directly above them, and I must say, they couldn't be better neighbors. When I was searching for a place to live in the

Cow Hollow/Marina neighborhoods I came across this apartment, that sat right above The Grateful Dog. I was reluctant

when it was disclosed to me that I would be living, not next to, but on top of a dog daycare. I was concerned about noise

and traffic and odors that I would experience, but those worries were quickly put to rest. There are never any parking

issues because people usually park right in front and drop off or pick up and leave. There are never any issues with noise.

This was surprising to me at first because I thought the dogs that were there overnight would bark, but that is not the

case. Like their human companions, dogs sleep at night! It was really reassuring to find that the place pretty much shuts

down at night and everything is super mellow, and this comes from a very light sleeper. As far as smells go, I have never

had any issues with smells. I see that when the dogs relieve themselves outside their waste is quickly cleaned up. I say

that I "see" because I actually do see this. I have an outside deck that sits right above the Grateful Dog's backyard, so

witness everything that goes on outside, please see the attached photo of my deck in relation to the Grateful Dog's

outdoor space. My deck has a dedicated workout/CrossFit area. Being health conscious and a fitness enthusiast I spend

a lot of time on my deck working out. I see that when the dogs do bark outside an employee is always there to quiet

them down. I'm not a dog owner, and don't know all the training commands and how to get dogs to listen, but I will say

that The Grateful Dog staff is very diligent in their procedures and the dogs always listen to them, they are true

professionals.

have come to know the owner, Ernie, and he has always asked about how things are going and if we can hear the dogs

or smell any off-odors. I appreciate his concern and it's surely a testament to how well that business is ran. I do hope

that the commission approves their permit and they are able to continue operating. I know that they play a very

important role in this neighborhood and it would be a travesty for the commission to arrive at anything short of total

support and approval.

Sincerely,

Nathaniel Evanhoe

1769 Lombard ST. #B

San Francisco, CA 94123
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Petition in Support of Grateful Dog's Application to the Planning Department

for its 1769 Lombard Street location

Petition summary and
background

Action petitioned for

The Grateful Dog was originally permitted in 2009 under then-existing City requirements. Since then the Planning Code

requirements and definitions have changed, which include a more recent addition of a more specific "kennel" category.

The Grateful Dog is in the process of updating its City permits. Under current requirements, The Grateful Dog is required

to obtain a conditional use authorization from the Planning Commission for its operation. Your signature below indicates

your support of The Grateful Dog in its pursuit of the City approvals.

We, the undersigned, are neighbors, customers and supporters of The Grateful Dog, at 1769 Lombard Street, who hereby

support The Grateful Dog in its application to the City and we urge the Planning Department and Planning

Commission to approve The Grateful Dog's application for a conditional use permit for a kennel.
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Petition in Support of Grateful Dog's Application to the Planning Department
for its 1769 Lombard Street location

Petition summary and
background

Action petitioned for

The Grateful Dog was originally peRnitted in 2009 under then-existing City requirements. Since then the Planning Code
requirements and definitions have changed, which include a more recent addition of a more specific "kennel" category.
The Grateful Dog is in the process of updating its City permits. Under current requirements, The Grateful Dog is required
to obtain a conditional use authorization from the Planning Commission for its operation. Your signature below indicates

your support of The Grateful Dog in its pursuit of the City approvals.

We, the undersigned, are neighbors, customers and supporters of The Grateful Dog, at 1769 Lombard Street, who hereby

support The Grateful Dog in its application to the City and we urge the Planning Department and Planning

Commission to approve The Grateful Dog's application for a conditional use permit for a kennel.
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3136, 3138, 3140 Laguna 
1787 Lombard3124 (Jania), 3124A, (Dintcho) 

1785 Lombard
3126 (Cosby), 3126A, 3132 Laguna 1799 Lombard

1769 Lombard

THE GRATEFUL DOI

3110, 3112,
Laguna

Academy of Art

1884 Green

""" •"„" •"." 1868 Greenwich The Grateful Dog xes~aentia~ ne~gnnor~s
Greenwich 1864 Greenwich 

Rear Yard Area at (Evanhoe) yard at 2"d level
(Young)

ground level



C,~C Hearing ~~,, J~ a ~~~
M /

..

.. ,~

_ ~,
W

"" 1 ~~$~ E cam. ~ ~ ~ ' ~.. I~ ~ ~ ~~, " .,

... .ti
~~• ~ - ~, ~=:Y

a _,,e _~ `~,,,....
'—.~.''~'i.

~~ ' n _ ~ _a arc

. .
~ ~~~ - ~ ~ _

,.. .. ~., ~ s;,

'*~ ...R.. "n,. ~! ~
/!-ate'..--«- _4' -, . ',~

. ~ ~-
r̂ _ '{~~'~'

`~ n.

';~ ~

~F~-,
~:.'

Kei Zushi
Senior Environmental Planner /December 13, 2018

au ~TT ~' r~~~' ~A~
r

"~ ~~ r~` ,r ""+ .-`-
t ~-
~i,

~̂ '~-' ,~ r'ti

~ '~d ___ __
~ 

~ 
e 

M tat . t!' 
• y~
,

'~ —s ~u • M t_~ . -ire'Y
~~. .. t 

V Syr• ~•
7

!~

~. ,~ r~.

nl~iiin~ri



Project Location
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■ Historic Architectural Resources

• 3333 California Street property

■ Transit Capacity

• 43 Masonic Muni route

Construction Noise

Draft EIR Hearing - 3333 California Street Mixed Use Project



1 ~ 1 1 ~ ~ ~

Transportation -Project level and Cumulative

• Regional vehicle miles traveled.

Construction Noise -Project level

• Groundbourne vibration.

Operational Noise -Project level

• Stationary equipment.

Cultural Resources -Project level and Cumulative

• Archeological Resources

• Human Remains

• Tribal Cultural Resources

Biolagical Resources -Project level and Cumulative

• Migratory birds

Paleontological Resources -Project level

Draft EIR Hearing - 3333 California Street Mixed Use Project
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Existin Condition: Not accessible to ublic~ p
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Existing Condition: Disconnected from the neighborhood
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Existi n Condition: An Island
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Pro osed Pro~ect: Connected to the urban fabricp J
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EXISTING BUILDING
362,000 csF
(not incNding porFirg a annex{

PROPOSED REMOVAL
185,958 ~sF Reraoveo
frrot including parking}

PROPOSED CENTER A 8~ B
322,888 cs~ --
(not including oattcing)
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O en S ace Exam le: The Overlookp p p
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Extension of active
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Mixed-Use: Convenience and Walkabilitv
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A NEIGHBORHOOD OF CALIFORNIA LANDSCAPES
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Pro osed O en S ace: Euclid Green Renovatedp p p
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Existing Proposed Change

Street Trees 15 92 +77
(613%)

On-Site Trees 185 270 +85
(146%)

Total 200 362 +162
1181%~

_.~ . ~' -t--------- Preserving key trees
Eu`''d green around the site
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- Childcare proposed in the
Walnut Building

- Approx. 14,600 SF of on-site

childcare to serve young
families

- 175 children
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A Housin Pro'ect for the Future of the Citg ~ v
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~]~~ Kec~ived ~t CPC: Hearing ~~- _~~1

urge -- 12/24 DEIR deadline be extended 15 days. ~ ̀ ~~""'
On 12/5, HPC had remaining questions on neighborhood alternative.

Over 4 decades ago, The Chronicle described site as having:
"pleasant green lawns and plantings that enhance the handsome low lines
of the simple building designed by Edward B. Page."

DEIR doesn't mention that the cultural resource of remnant large mature trees from Laurel Hill
Cemetery that were incorporated into the Firemen's Fund Building site as historic character-
defining features are workhorses in mitigating GHG emissions. Planting small trees over a
span of 15 years as if that would provide equivalent or reduced GHGs from thousands of
VMTs associated with NEW retail uses to negatively impact everyone's HEALTH is
concerning.

Historically site was designed to have commercial on California only.

The Jordan Park Improvement Association Board opposes retail on Euclid side.

Rose H.
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Received a CPC Hearing _~LZ~~...~ j 1 g

~~

475 • Requirements for Preparation and Review of Draft EIRs §9.20

EIR responses to comments). But see Burrtec Waste Indus.,
Inc. v City of Colton (2002) 97 CA4th 1133, 1140, 119 CR2d
410 (court refused to apply presumption in negative declaration
case when record contained no evidence that required notice
was posted, but contained evidence that prior notices had been
posted). If a claim of improper notice is later raised, and there
is some evidence supporting that claim, evidence of compliance
with the notice requirements may be critical in establishing
compliance.

§9.20 B. Review Period

The required time periods for public review of draft EIRs are
set forth in CEQA and the CEQA guidelines. See Pub Res C
§21091(a); 14 Cal Code Regs §§15087, 15105, 15205. Generally,
a draft EIR must be circulated for public review for 30 to 60 days,
but the public review period for EIRs submitted to the State Clearing-
house must be at least 45 days (unless a shorter period, not less
than 30 days, is approved by the State Clearinghouse). 14 Cal Code
Regs §15105(a). Under the CEQA Guidelines, the review period
should not be longer than 60 days, except in unusual circumstances,
and the review period should run from the date of the public review
notice (see §9.17). 14 Cal Code Regs §§15087(e), 15105(a). Occa-
sionally, an agency will decide to establish a review period longer
than 60 days. Neither the Guidelines nor CEQA case law have de-
fined an "unusual situation" that may justify a longer public review
period.
Agencies may adopt time periods for review as part of their CEQA

implementing procedures, consistent with the requirements of CEQA,
the CEQA Guidelines, and State Clearinghouse review periods (see
§§9.21-9.23). Agencies must notify the public and reviewing agen-
cies of the time period for receipt of comments on draft EIRs. 14
Cal Code Regs §15203(a). CEQA and the Guidelines set forth differ-
ent rules for projects for which only local review is required (see
§9.21) and for projects that are submitted for Clearinghouse review
(see §§9.22-9.23).

Failure to circulate a draft EIR for the full required time period
is an abuse of discretion. Gi[roy Citizens for Responsible Planning
v Ciry of Gilroy (2006) 140 CA4th 911, 922, 45 CR3d 102.

2/09
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Good afternoon Commissioners.
I'm Linda Glick, a resident of Laurel Street.

I'd like to explain the history of the restrictions placed on

the site by the Planning Commission and the community

use of the green space as a park.

The same developer who built the Laurel Heights

residential tract and Anza Vista was going to build a

residential tract on this site, but he died.

1



The School District acquired the property for a possible

site for Lowell High School but decided to locate that

elsewhere and sel l this site. The District could get 50%

more money from the sale if it could rezone it from First

Residential to Commercial.

The District withdrew its first attempt at rezoning due to

community opposition.

2



Resolution 4109
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Finally a deal was struck with the community that resulted

in the restrictions stated in Resolution 4109 that include

100-foot landscaped setbacks along Laurel and Euclid

streets and a ban on retail uses of the site.

3



Stipulation of Character of
I mprovements.......
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Under Planning Code section 174, such Stipulations as to

Character of Improvements become provisions of the

Planning Code and can only be changed by the Board of

Supervisors.



Laurel Street Historic Landscaping
& Greenspace
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Through the years, the community has used the green
landscaped spaces for recreational purposes and a lawyer
has stated that the public has acquired permanent
recreational rights on the green spaces.
There is a lot of talk about preserving neighborhood
character.
Laurel Hill has always been a place where neighbors
gather; children learn sports from their parents; and a
Community is formed.
These Community bonds will not be formed along
meandering concrete paths.
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Character-Defining Features
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The EIR identifies the concrete pergola atop terraced

planting feature facing Laurel Street as a character
defining feature of the resource. [DEIR p. 4.6.21]

a



Laurel St. Historic Landscaping
and Pergola

The EIR explains that as a characteristic of Midcentury
Modern design, the use of patios, pergolas and interior
courtyards created welcoming, transition areas where the
inside and outside merged. [DEIR p. 4.6.12]

I, and the entire Community strongly supports our Full
Preservation Alternative that protects these cherished
Historic features of this important and iconic site.

THANK YOU
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1650 Mission St.
Suite 400
San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479

December 11, 2018 Reception:
415.558.6378

Fax:
Ms. Lisa Gibson 415.558.6409

Environmental Review Officer

San Francisco Plannin De artmentg P
Planning
Information:

1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor 415.558.6377

San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Ms. Gibson,

On December 5, 2018, the Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) held a public hearing

in order for the commissioners to provide comments to the San Francisco Planning

Department on the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) far the proposed 3333

California Street Project (2015-014028ENV). As noted at the hearing, public comment

provided at the December 6, 2018 hearing, will not be responded to in the Responses to

Comments document. After discussion, the HPC arrived at the comments below:

• The HPC found the analysis of historic resources in DEIR to be adequate and

accurate. The HPC concurs with the finding that the proposed project would result

in a significant, unavoidable impact to the identified historic resource.

• The HPC expressed the importance of the historic resource as an integrated

landscape and building.

• The HPC agreed that the DEIR analyzed a reasonable and appropriate range of

preservation alternatives to address historic resource impacts.

• T`he HI'C expressed interest in understanding more about a "neighborhood

alternative" that was discussed by the public during public comment at the

hearing.

• The HPC also supported combining some elements of the different alternatives in

order to increase the amount of housing in the Full Preservation Alternative C.

Commissioner Hyland specifically requested that Alternative C incorporate some

elements from alternatives B and D such as increased building heights along

California Street (up to 65 feet), the conversion of some areas of office or retail to

residential use, and the incorporation of duplexes along Laurel Street.
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T'he HPC appreciates the opportunity to participate in review of this environmental

document.

Sincerely,

Andrew Wolfram, President

Historic Preservation Commission

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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SET THE PRIORITIES FOR CENTRAL SOMA OFFICE DEVELOPMENT APPROVALS BASED ON COMMUNITY

BUILDING OUTCOMES —NOT POLITICS!

In the Spring of 2018 David Binder Research polled 500 City voters about the Proposition M Annual Limit on

Office Development that has capped total San Francisco office development to 950,000 sq ft per year (equal in

size to % of the Salesforce Tower) since 1986.

When asked if Prop M's limit should be reduced, increased, or left the same, 59% responded it should be no

more than the current amount:

Do you think we should...

Change the current limits to allow less office development 30%

Keep the same limits we have 29%

Change the current limits to allow more office development 16%

Repeal Proposition M and have no limits on office development 14%

Don't know 11%

Prefer not to say <1%

When asked whether Community-Building components of office projects should determine which proposed

developments get priority for approval by the City Planning Commission, 73%supported using that tie-

breaker:

In some years, there are more office developments proposed than can be approved due to the limits in Proposition M. When this

happens, the City Planning Department can set priorities for which office developments to approve first. Would you support or

oppose giving the highest priority to office developments that include significant amounts of affordable space at substantially

below-market rents, with this space restricted to small PDR businesses, neighborhood-serving retail shops, arts studios and

workshops, and nonprofit community services?

If Support/Oppose: Is that strongly or somewhat?

Support strongly 42%

Support somewhat 31%

Oppose somewhat 8%

Oppose strongly 11%

Don't know 7%

Prefer not to say 1%

And when asked what specific Community-Building components should betaken into account, in addition to

setting aside part of the development's site for new nonprofit affordable housing, the Voters overwhelmingly

endorsed every kind of community asset:

Please tell me if you would support or oppose giving the highest priority to office developments that include permanently

affordable space for each of the following.

If Support/Oppose: Is that a strongly Support/Oppose, or only somewhat?)

230 Fourth Street San Francisco CA 94103



Support Oppose Summary

Strong Some Some Strong Don't K Support Oppose
Small Production, Distribution,
and Repair businesses and arts

activities

42 36 9 8 5 78 17

Small Legacy Businesses 46 35 5 10 4 81 15
Neighborhood retail, such as a

supermarket

40 39 8 9 4 79 17

Public recreation facilities, such

as a community swimming pool

50 34 7 7 2 84 14

Childcare centers 61 25 4 7 3 86 it
Nonprofit community service

centers

52 30 6 8 4 82 14

But the San Francisco Planning Department has NOT set any criteria at all for which of the 6 big Central SOMA
office developments newly allowed by the just-approved Central SOMA Plan should be approved first. They all
add up to over 5 million sq ft — $5 Billion worth — of proposed new Tech Office space. Due to Prop M's annual
limit on these approvals, it will take at least 4 years for all these projects to receive their very-valuable initial
"entitlements." But ... every developer wants to be first.

This lack of fair and clear priority guidelines leaves the door wide open to political interference. The Mayor's
office appoints a majority of the Planning Commission and so is in a position to dictate the outcome —who
wins and who loses.

A FAIR AND OPEN PROCESS IS NEEDED

Central SOMA Tech Office project approval priorities should be based on their overall Community-Building
benefits. One example of a straightforward approach would be:

Add up the total area sq ft of all the permanently affordable community asset project components included
in the above list, including on-site public open space in excess of the minimum required, and add to that
total the area sq ft of the project site being turned over to the City for future affordable housing
development, if any. That grand total amount of sq ft of these Community-Building spaces for each project
will be a certain % of that projects site's land area.

The project that commits to the greatest total %would get first priority for Prop M approval, and so on.

Permanent affordability of these spaces is crucial. Time-limited commitments always come to an end
someday, and then the Community loses what it needs -forever. The standard for "affordability" used by the
Voter-approved Proposition X is that the space cost no more than 50% of market-rate rents for the same kind
of uses at other comparable locations in the City.

And if phasing is required for the four large "key sites" the same approach can be used to prioritize approval of
individual phases, which also would be fair to the two smaller "key sites" that cannot practically be phased.

If the Planning Commission refuses to do this on its own, we already know the Voters are ready to make them
do it. If necessary, TODCO is prepared to put a measure on the November 2019 ballot that does it.

230 Fourth Street San Francisco CA 94103
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we Ne~dCOMMUNITY SOLUTIONS TO STABILIZE OUR
NEIGHBORHOOD AND PREVENT DISPLACEMENT

COMMUNITY EXPERTISE FIRST!
Future research and analysis of Planning Department strategies should be

COMMUNITY-LED and INCLUSIVE of our multilingual and intergenerational communities.

I~✓/~ef we nee~l=
LV 1.1~, tB~Z 

2.~)

~ Proposed housing plans

and commercial

analysis should center

the expertise of working

class, immigrant

,, communities, and build

their leadership towards

implementation.

~81Z 2.1)

Proposed study of gaps

in housing, commercial,

or service sectors

~ should reflect existing

working class resident

needs, incomes, and
price points.

PROTECT ~ STRENGTHEN OUR COMMUNITIES ABOVE ALL
I mplementation of Planning Department strategies should not increase

displacement, and protect the most vulnerable residents and commercial tenants.

I✓l~ef we need:
~~V 1.1~

Housing plans should prioritize the needs

of residents who have been displaced from

1079 our community, are at risk of eviction, as
EUICTIUNS well as the next generation that cannot

in 2017 afford to stay here.

(g1Z ?•~~ .
• • • • Prioritize building on existing

strengths such as diversity, families,
youth and seniors and small

businesses

Pause Market Rate Development

till EOM Housing Plan is COMPLETE!!

518
LUXURY

UNITS end ~~~~~►q.»..

~~~ 1.~1
Right of Return: ensure 100~Yo of
affordable housing units have
preference for current or former 94112
residents

j~ , ~ .' ~.

comm~.~ u~aa r , ri.an~,
end x,.e<. {cwu)
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ABOUT THE COMMERCE ~ INDUSTRY INVENTORY

24th edition
Data through calendar year 2017

Population
Employment
Wages
Building activity

Labor force
Establishments
Taxes and revenue
Transportation
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ABOUT THE COMMERCE ~ INDUSTRY INVENTORY

• Make land use and economic data available to:
- Community groups
- Businesses
- Public and private agencies

Long
• Establish a consistent time series
• Compile background information
• Use for updating the C&I Element of the General Plan
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2017 HIGHLIGHTS-EMPLOYMENT
JOBS
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2017 HIGHLIGHTS-EMPLOYMENT

J 0 B S Change f~ro~n 2016

O

~~

Over 11,400 jobs
added since 2016.

144,000 jobs added
in past decade

UNEMPLOYMENT RATE Change from 2016
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2017 HIGHLIGHTS- EMPLOYMENT
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2017 HIGHLIGHTS-WAGES

AVERAGE WAGE Change from2o16
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2017 HIGHLIGHTS -BUILDING AND LAND USE

BUILDING PERMITS change fi~ossi 2026
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2017 HIGHLIGHTS- BUILDING AND LAND USE

CONSTRUCTION SPENDING chayigefroNi2016
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LATEST EMPLOYMENT DATA

UNEMPLOYMENT (OCT 2018 ESTIMATE)
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Source: California EDD
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REP RT AND DATA AVAILABLE

PLANNING DEPARTMENT WEBSITE- -----------------------------
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DATA SF
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