From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Zushi, Kei (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 3333 California Street development
Date: Wednesday, December 12, 2018 4:11:33 PM

Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Janet Frisbie <jan_wenn@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 12, 2018 3:51 PM

To: richhillis@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org>; planning@rodneyfong.com;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore,
Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; CPC-
Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>

Cc: LaurelHeights2016@gmail.com

Subject: 3333 California Street development

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

Planning Commissioners,

Please grant a 15-day extension of the 45-day comment period on the Draft EIR from December 24 to January 8,
2019. The project construction would last for 7-15 years and there is substantial community opposition to the
developers concept. Sixty (60) days are allowed by law and have been granted for complex or controversial
projects. Last week the SF Historic Preservation Commission expressed support for a full preservation alternative.

Our Community Full Preservation Residential Alternative which I totally support preserves this historic site plus
offers the same amount of housing units (558 with a 744 variant) as the developers. Our Alternative plan does not
destroy the award winning building and landscaping with trees dating back to the days of the Laurel Hill Cemetery.
This plan is expected to be completed in approximately 3 years. It is a thoughtful, balanced and timely use of this

property.

PSKS has not considered the historical significance of this property nor the consequences of dragging this
construction out for up to 15 years. This length of construction would be intolerable for the surrounding
neighborhoods. In addition, I find it shocking that the developers would be allowed up to 15 years to complete this
project when there is a very real housing crisis in The City.

The amount of excavation the developers propose is of great concern. It totally destroys this beautiful and historic
site. The amount of dirt, dust, noise and congestion is unimaginable. Also, there is serpentine rock on this site
which, if disturbed, can release asbestos dust, clearly a documented health hazard.


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:kei.zushi@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org

Therefore, for these reasons I fully support the Community Full Preservation Residential Alternative for 3333
California Street and strongly oppose the PSKS plan.

Very truly yours,

Janet Frisbie
525 Laurel st, 94118

Sent from my iPad



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

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

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Response to DEIR Comment Period Extension Request: 3333 California Street Mixed-Use Project (Case No.
2015-014028ENV)

Date: Wednesday, December 12, 2018 2:23:32 PM

Attachments: Response to DEIR Comment Period Extension Request 3333 California St Mixed-Use Project.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Zushi, Kei (CPC)

Sent: Wednesday, December 12, 2018 1:17 PM

To: LaurelHeights2016@gmail.com

Cc: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; calstreetrop@swca.com;
Dwyer, Debra (CPC) <debra.dwyer@sfgov.org>; Foster, Nicholas (CPC) <nicholas.foster@sfgov.org>
Subject: Response to DEIR Comment Period Extension Request: 3333 California Street Mixed-Use
Project (Case No. 2015-014028ENV)

Dear Ms. Devincenzi,

Please see the attached response letter.
Thank you,

Kei Zushi, Senior Planner
Environmental Planning Division

San Francisco Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9038 | www.sfplanning.org
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December 12, 2018 VIA EMAIL TO:

LaurelHeights2016@gmail.com

Kathryn Devincenzi, President
Laurel Heights Improvement Association
of San Francisco, Inc.

Subject: Request to Extend Draft EIR Public Comment Period for 3333 California Street
Mixed-Use Project DEIR; Planning Department Case No. 2015-014028ENV

Dear Madam:

The Planning Department received your letter dated December 5, 2018, which includes a
request to extend the public comment period on the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
for the 3333 California Street Mixed-Use Project by 15 days to January 8, 2018 [sic]. We

understand this request to be an extension to January 8, 2019.

Upon careful consideration of this request, we have determined that the 47-day review period
for the 3333 California Street Mixed-Use Project DEIR is sufficient and does not warrant

extension. The reasons for this determination are as follows.

The DEIR Public Comment Period Is Sufficient

The Planning Department published the 3333 California Street Mixed-Use Project DEIR on
November 7, 2018. The public comment period for the DEIR extends to December 24, 2018, for
a total of 47 days.

CEQA establishes a minimum DEIR comment period of 30 days, or 45 days if the DEIR is
submitted to the State Clearinghouse for review (Public Resources Code Section 21091). The
CEQA Guidelines further address the review period length, stating that the comment period
should not be less than 30 days nor more than 60 days except in unusual circumstances (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15105(a)). Chapter 31 of San Francisco’s Administrative Code defines the
DEIR comment period similarly, stating this period shall be no less than 30 days and no more
than 60 days except under unusual circumstances. The Planning Department typically
establishes a 47-day public review period for DEIRs. Neither the CEQA Guidelines nor the

City’s Administrative Code define “unusual circumstances” in this context.

The Planning Department has identified a number of situations that may warrant longer public
review periods. These circumstances include the following: projects affecting multiple sites in

various locations, or an area larger than a single site; or in situations where a DEIR was
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published immediately before recognized holidays, such as the Christmas and New Year’s

periods..

None of these situations applies to the 3333 California Street Mixed-Use Project DEIR. As such
the Planning Department established a public review period of 47 days at the time of DEIR
publication. This review period is two days longer than the required 45 days.

Extension of DEIR Review Period after Publication Is Not Warranted

It is not uncommon for members of the public to request that the review period for a DEIR be

extended subsequent to DEIR publication.

Post-publication, consideration of such a request hinges on whether new information about the
adequacy of the review period emerges subsequent to DEIR publication. Situations in which

we may consider extension of the review period after DEIR publication include:

1. If the Planning Department made a substantial error in the noticing or publication of

the DEIR such that the review period is effectively reduced from 45 days;

2. If new issues that could substantially affect the conclusions in the DEIR emerge
regarding the project or its site, that were unknown or not present at the time of DEIR

publication; or

3. If a population with interest in, and affected by, the project has substantial barriers to
accessing or reviewing the document, and this is not known until after DEIR

publication.

None of these circumstances applies here. Therefore, we respectfully find that an extension

beyond the 47-day period is not warranted.

Thank you for your participation in the environmental review process for the 3333 California
Street Mixed-Use Project. Please contact me at (415) 575-9032 or Kei Zushi at (415) 575-9038

should you have any questions about this matter.

Sincerely,

M/W
Lisa Gibson
Environmental Review Officer

cc: San Francisco Planning Commission via Planning Commission Secretary
calstreetrop@swca.com

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT






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

(CPQC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis; Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram (andrew@tefarch.com);
Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED, ANITA LEE, AND COMMUNITY LEADERS CELEBRATE
THE PRESERVATION OF PERMANENT AFFORDABLE HOUSING IN HONOR OF MAYOR EDWIN LEE

Date: Wednesday, December 12, 2018 12:05:49 PM

Attachments: 12.12.18 Inner Richmond Small Sites.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR)

Sent: Wednesday, December 12, 2018 12:00 PM

To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice @sfgov.org>

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED, ANITA LEE, AND COMMUNITY LEADERS
CELEBRATE THE PRESERVATION OF PERMANENT AFFORDABLE HOUSING IN HONOR OF MAYOR
EDWIN LEE

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, December 12, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

#%+ PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED, ANITA LEE, AND COMMUNITY
LEADERS CELEBRATE THE PRESERVATION OF
PERMANENT AFFORDABLE HOUSING IN HONOR OF
MAYOR EDWIN LEE

Under the Small Sites Program, which was created under by Mayor Lee, 16 units of
affordable housing to be preserved, including a building that he helped negotiate to be
constructed during his time as a tenant attorney

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, Anita Lee, and community leaders today
celebrated the acquisition and preservation of two adjoining buildings in the Inner Richmond
neighborhood under the City’s Small Sites Program, which will ensure that 16 homes remain
permanently affordable.

The announcement comes one year after the tragic passing of the late Mayor Ed Lee, who
oversaw the creation of the Small Sites Program. Mayor Lee negotiated the construction of
th
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LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, December 12, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*** PRESS RELEASE ***

MAYOR LONDON BREED, ANITA LEE, AND COMMUNITY
LEADERS CELEBRATE THE PRESERVATION OF
PERMANENT AFFORDABLE HOUSING IN HONOR OF
MAYOR EDWIN LEE

Under the Small Sites Program, which was created under by Mayor Lee, 16 units of affordable
housing to be preserved, including a building that he helped negotiate to be constructed during
his time as a tenant attorney

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, Anita Lee, and community leaders today
celebrated the acquisition and preservation of two adjoining buildings in the Inner Richmond
neighborhood under the City’s Small Sites Program, which will ensure that 16 homes remain
permanently affordable.

The announcement comes one year after the tragic passing of the late Mayor Ed Lee, who
oversaw the creation of the Small Sites Program. Mayor Lee negotiated the construction of 289-
291 9™ Avenue, one of the buildings being preserved, during his time as a tenant attorney with
the Asian Law Caucus. The building was constructed as part of a settlement agreement between
Bank of Canton (now East West Bank), the Chinese Community Housing Corporations (now
Chinatown Community Development Center), and the Asian Law Caucus following the
demolition of a residential building in the Financial District to make room for the Bank of
Canton’s corporate headquarters.

“This is a bittersweet day for our community, as this program and this building are enduring
legacies of Mayor Lee,” said Mayor Breed. “Both of us grew up in public housing, and I know
that preserving and expanding our affordable housing stock was one of his proudest
accomplishments. Today, there are another 16 homes in San Francisco that remain permanently
affordable because of his leadership and many Chinese seniors will remain stable in their
homes.”

Under the Small Sites Program, 289-291 9" Avenue and 800-810 Clement Street, two adjoining
buildings located on one site in the Inner Richmond, are being acquired and rehabilitated by
Chinatown Community Development Center (Chinatown CDC) with $4.55 million in funding
provided by the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development. An additional $3.5
million in funding is being provided by East West Bank.

“Protecting tenants, preventing displacement and preserving existing affordable housing is
critical to keeping communities across San Francisco vibrant and strong. I'm thrilled the City's
Small Sites Program was able to help ensure that 289 9th Avenue and 800 Clement Street will

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





LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

now be permanently affordable housing, and that we can also honor the late Mayor Lee in the
process,” said Kate Hartley, Director of the Mayor's Office of Housing & Community
Development.

The buildings consist of 14 Single Room Occupancy (SRO) units, two 2-bedroom units, and four
ground floor commercial spaces. The residents are predominantly Chinese seniors with incomes
ranging from 10% to 20% of the Area Median Income, and the majority of households are
original tenants who moved in when the building was constructed. The rehabilitation plan
includes $871,000 in immediate upgrades, including improving the fire alarm and safety
protection systems; upgrading mechanical, electrical, and plumbing systems; seismic
strengthening and other code-required improvements; and exterior and common area
improvements.

“Today we are commemorating and completing one journey to protect affordable housing in San
Francisco. That journey started almost 40 years ago when San Francisco was facing a wave of
displacement. One of the people fighting that displacement was a young attorney named Ed
Lee,” said Reverend Norman Fong, Executive Director of Chinatown CDC. “It is a testament to
former Mayor Ed Lee’s legacy on the eve of the year anniversary of his passing that the
seventeen seniors living at 9th Avenue, including a 99 year old tenant who was displaced from
her SRO in 1980, now have permanently secure homes.”

“At East West Bank, we believe that meaningful collaborations between the private and public
sectors can lead to greater societal benefits,” said Emily Wang, Senior Vice President, Director
of Marketing and Community Development at East West Bank. “We were pleased to work with
the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development and Chinatown Community
Development Center to protect these buildings as an affordable place for homes and local
businesses.”

The Small Sites Program has grown from an initial City investment of $3 million in 2014 to a
total of $105 million in City funding to date. Twenty-seven buildings, with 200 units of housing
and 13 commercial spaces have been preserved, with an additional 13 buildings in the pipeline,
representing 138 units and 15 commercial spaces.

i
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289-291 9 Avenue, one of the buildings being preserved, during his time as a tenant attorney
with the Asian Law Caucus. The building was constructed as part of a settlement agreement
between Bank of Canton (now East West Bank), the Chinese Community Housing
Corporations (now Chinatown Community Development Center), and the Asian Law Caucus
following the demolition of a residential building in the Financial District to make room for
the Bank of Canton’s corporate headquarters.

“This is a bittersweet day for our community, as this program and this building are enduring
legacies of Mayor Lee,” said Mayor Breed. “Both of us grew up in public housing, and I know
that preserving and expanding our affordable housing stock was one of his proudest
accomplishments. Today, there are another 16 homes in San Francisco that remain
permanently affordable because of his leadership and many Chinese seniors will remain stable
in their homes.”

Under the Small Sites Program, 289-291 9th Avenue and 800-810 Clement Street, two
adjoining buildings located on one site in the Inner Richmond, are being acquired and
rehabilitated by Chinatown Community Development Center (Chinatown CDC) with $4.55
million in funding provided by the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development.
An additional $3.5 million in funding is being provided by East West Bank.

“Protecting tenants, preventing displacement and preserving existing affordable housing is
critical to keeping communities across San Francisco vibrant and strong. I'm thrilled the City's
Small Sites Program was able to help ensure that 289 9th Avenue and 800 Clement Street will
now be permanently affordable housing, and that we can also honor the late Mayor Lee in the
process,” said Kate Hartley, Director of the Mayor's Office of Housing & Community
Development.

The buildings consist of 14 Single Room Occupancy (SRO) units, two 2-bedroom units, and
four ground floor commercial spaces. The residents are predominantly Chinese seniors with
incomes ranging from 10% to 20% of the Area Median Income, and the majority of
households are original tenants who moved in when the building was constructed. The
rehabilitation plan includes $871,000 in immediate upgrades, including improving the fire
alarm and safety protection systems; upgrading mechanical, electrical, and plumbing systems;
seismic strengthening and other code-required improvements; and exterior and common area
improvements.

“Today we are commemorating and completing one journey to protect affordable housing in
San Francisco. That journey started almost 40 years ago when San Francisco was facing a
wave of displacement. One of the people fighting that displacement was a young attorney
named Ed Lee,” said Reverend Norman Fong, Executive Director of Chinatown CDC. “Itis a
testament to former Mayor Ed Lee’s legacy on the eve of the year anniversary of his passing
that the seventeen seniors living at 9th Avenue, including a 99 year old tenant who was
displaced from her SRO in 1980, now have permanently secure homes.”

“At East West Bank, we believe that meaningful collaborations between the private and public
sectors can lead to greater societal benefits,” said Emily Wang, Senior Vice President,
Director of Marketing and Community Development at East West Bank. “We were pleased to
work with the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development and Chinatown
Community Development Center to protect these buildings as an affordable place for homes
and local businesses.”



The Small Sites Program has grown from an initial City investment of $3 million in 2014 to a
total of $105 million in City funding to date. Twenty-seven buildings, with 200 units of
housing and 13 commercial spaces have been preserved, with an additional 13 buildings in the
pipeline, representing 138 units and 15 commercial spaces.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

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

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Rent Board Response (for 434-436 20th Ave DRO

Date: Wednesday, December 12, 2018 11:19:17 AM

Attachments: Planning Department Final Response.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Winslow, David (CPC)

Sent: Wednesday, December 12, 2018 9:43 AM

To: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY <CPC.COMMISSIONSECRETARY @sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: Rent Board Response (for 434-436 20th Ave DRO

Please forward to the commissioners.
Thanks.

David Winslow

Principal Architect

Design Review | Citywide and Current Planning

San Francisco Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 | San Francisco, California, 94103
T: (415) 575-9159

From: Rakowski, Jennifer (RNT)

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 12:14 PM

To: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>
Subject: Rent Board Response

David,

| have attached the Rent Board response to the questions you forwarded. Please let me know if | can
provide further clarification.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Rakowski
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City and County of San Francisco Residential Rent Stabilization
and Arbitration Board

Dear Planning Department,
1. What is the length of time a (maximum) a tenant can be displaced?

A landlord may recover possession of a rental unit if the landlord seeks in good
faith and without ulterior motive to temporarily remove the unit from housing use
in order to carry out capital improvements or rehabilitation work. Such an eviction
is allowed only if the premises will be hazardous, unhealthy and/or uninhabitable
while the work is in progress.

If the landlord knows or should know that the work will require the removal of the
tenant for more than three months, the landlord must file a Petition for Extension
of Time at the Rent Board before giving the notice to vacate. If, after the notice to
vacate has been given or after the work has commenced, it becomes apparent
that the work will take longer than three months (or longer than the time
approved by the Rent Board in a prior Petition for Extension of Time), the
landlord must immediately file a Petition for Extension of Time along with a
statement explaining why the work will take more time. A hearing shall be
promptly scheduled to determine the reasonableness of the landlord's time
estimate.

2. What happens if, and when, the time limit is exceeded what is the
recourse of the tenant?

If the time period allowed to perform the work (three months or the period of time
approved by the Board upon the landlord's Petition for an Extension of Time) has
passed and the landlord has not informed the tenant that the unit is ready for
reoccupancy, the tenant(s) may file a decrease in service petition and/or a report
of alleged wrongful eviction in addition to any other remedies available in court.
Upon a proper showing, the tenant may be awarded a rent reduction to
correspond with the decrease in service calculated by the difference between the
monthly rent formerly paid for the unit from which the tenant was displaced and
the monthly rent paid for the replacement unit. [Rule and Regulation Section
12.6(b)]

3. How much do they get compensated?
If the landlord is performing capital improvement work that will require the tenant

to vacate the unit for 20 days or more, the amount of relocation payments is
governed by Rent Ordinance Section 37.9C as follows:

@ Privied on 305 posi-consumer recyeled paper
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City and County of San Francisco Residential Rent Stabilization
and Arbitration Board

PLUS
Additional Amount Due
for Each Elderly (60
years or alder) or
Date of Service of Notice Disabled Tenant or
of Termination of Tenancy Relocation Amount Maximum Relacation Household with Minor
("Eviction Notice™) Due Per Tenant Amount Due Per Unit Child{ren)
017 - 2428/18 $6,281.00 $18,843.00 $4,188.00
3/01/18 — 2128119 $6,627.00 $19,881.00 $4,419.00

If the landlord is performing capital improvements work that will require the tenant
to vacate the unit for less than 20 days, the amount of relocation costs is
governed as follows:

Date of Service of Notice of Termination of Tenancy Relocation Amount Due Per Tenant Household
("Eviction Notice™)
310117 - 2/28/18 $341.00/day (plus actual moving expenses)*
301718 — 2/128/19 $360.00/day (plus actual moving expenses)*

Civil Code Section 1947.9 also gives Iandlords the option of providing the
displaced tenant household with a comparable unit plus actual moving expenses
for short-term displacements of less than 20 days, instead of paying the specified
relocation benefits. The temporary unit must be comparable to the tenant
household's existing housing in location, size, number of bedrooms, accessibility,
type, and quality of construction, and proximity to services and institutions upon
which the displaced tenant household depends.

4, What is included?
See above.

5. What about tenants with protected status? Can they be relocated
during construction?

Effective May 22, 2016, Rent Ordinance Section 37.9(j) was amended to prohibit
certain no-fault evictions during the school year if a child under 18 or a person
who works at a school in San Francisco resides in the rental unit, is a tenant in
the unit or has a custodial or family relationship with a tenant in the unit, and the
tenant has resided in the unit for 12 months or more.

These eviction protections apply to the following types of no-fault evictions where
the effective date of the eviction notice falls during the school year: owner/relative
move-in [37.8(a)(8)], condominium conversion [37.9(a)(9)], demolition/permanent
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City and County of San Francisco Residential Rent Stabilization
and Arbitration Board

removal of unit from housing use [37.9(a)(10)], temporary eviction to perform
capital improvements [37.9(a)(11)], or substantial rehabilitation [37.9(a){12)].

There is one exception to the new eviction protections: a landlord may proceed
with a temporary capital improvement eviction under 37.9(a)(11) during the
school year, even when there are protected tenants in the unit, where the
temporary eviction is in connection with @ mandatory soft-story seismic retrofit
under Building Code Chapter 34B.

6. What is an eviction? vs temporary displacement?

There are no specific definitions within the Rent Ordinance that define these
terms. However, capital improvement evictions are referred to as temporary
evictions because the tenant must be offered the unit back once the work is
competed, whereas other evictions don't require the unit to be offered back to the
tenant after a set time period. The term temporary displacement is used in Civil
Code 1949.7 when it differentiates between a longer-term “temporary” eviction
and a “temporary displacement” of less than 20 days. This is not to be confused
with Section 12.19 of the Rules and Regulations, which deals with displacements
after a fire or natural disaster, and is entitled “other displacements.”

6.(B) How does that affect the property status as a rent-controlled
building?

Pursuant to Ordinance Section 37.9(c) as amended, all notices to vacate under
the following Rent Ordinance Sections must state in the notice to vacate the
lawful rent for the unit at the time the notice to vacate is issued: 37.9(a)(10)
(demolition/permanent removal of unit from housing use); 37.9(a)(11) (temporary
eviction to perform capital improvements); and, 37.9(a)(14) (temporary eviction to
perform lead remediation) (list is incomplete, relevant construction related
evictions listed)

Where a landlord has terminated the previous tenancy as stated for any of the
above reasons for the next five years from the termination, the initial base rent for
the subsequent tenancy shall be a rent not greater than the lawful rent in effect at
the time the previous tenancy was terminated, plus any annual rent increases
available under this Chapter 37. This Section 37.3(f) is intended to be consistent
with California Civil Code Section 1954.53(a)(1)(A)-(B).

Other effects of having relevant eviction notices in the planning code, subdivision
code or state law are outside of our expertise.

7.Does a Buy-out have the same restrictions as an eviction?
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Residential Rent Stabilization
and Arbitration Board

A buyout does not have the same restrictions as an eviction.

Rent Ordinance Section 37.9E regulates "buyout agreements” between landlords
and tenants wherein a landiord pays a tenant money or other consideration to
voluntarily vacate a rent-controlled rental unit. An agreement to settle a pending
unlawful detainer action does not constitute a "buyout agreement"” for purposes
of Section 37.9E.

Landiords must provide tenants with a Rent Board-approved Disclosure
Form and file 2 Rent Board-approved Notification Form with the Rent Board
before beginning buyout negotiations. Section 37.9E also requires that all buyout
agreements be in writing and contain certain disciosures, including a tenant's
right to rescind the agreement within 45 days of execution.

8. What rent can they expect to return to?

In general, buyout agreements do not allow the tenant to return to the unit.
9. How do these agreements get memorialized? Are they binding?

For buyout agreements executed on or after March 7, 2015, the law

requires the landlord to file a copy of the buyout agreement with the Rent Board
within 46 to 59 days after execution. The Rent Board posts all such buyout
agreements in a searchable database that is available to the public at the Rent
Board's office.

Section 37.9E also specifies various remedies and penalties against a

landlord for violation of the above requirements that can be enforced in a civil
action in state court. In addition, Subdivision Code Section 1396(e)(4) was
amended to provide that buyout agreements with certain tenants after October
31, 2014 shall be the basis to deny an application for condominium conversion of
the building.

10. What pass-throughs are typically allowed? Is there a maximum
amount that can be passed through, and is it different for protected
tenants. (10% max?)

A landlord may petition the Rent Board to pass through to tenants the costs of
certain renovations to the property, which are considered capital improvements.
A capital improvement is one that materially adds to the value of the property,
appreciably prolongs its useful life, or adapts it to new uses, and which may be
amortized over the useful life of the improvement of the building. Examples of
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Residential Rent Stabilization
and Arbitration Board

capital improvements include new windows, a roof replacement and exterior
painting. Repair and maintenance work, such as replacing a broken window
pane, patching a roof or clearing a clogged pipe, are not capital improvements.

There are different rules for properties with 1-5 residential units versus properties
with 6 or more residential units. For properties with 1-5 residential units, 100% of
the capital improvement costs may be passed through to the tenants of the
property. However, the amount of the passthrough may not exceed the greater of
$30.00 or 5% of a tenant's petition base rent in any 12-month period. If the
capital improvement cost exceeds this limit, the landlord must impose the
passthrough in yearly phases. For properties with 6 or more residential units, in
general, only 50% of the capital improvement costs may be passed through to
the tenants of the property. For these larger properties, the amount of the
passthrough may not exceed the greater of $30.00 or 10% of a tenant's petition
base rent in any 12-month period. In addition, there are special rules that apply if
the landlord performed seismic improvements and other work required by law.

If payment of the capital improvement passthrough would present a financial
hardship for a tenant, he or she may seek relief from payment of the passthrough
by filing a Tenant Financial Hardship Application with the Rent Board. A tenant
may file a Hardship Application at any time after receipt of a capital improvement
rent increase notice or after the Rent Board issues a written decision on the
Capital Improvement Petition. Once the tenant has filed the Hardship Application,
the tenant does not have to pay the capital improvement passthrough unless the
Rent Board issues a final decision denying the Hardship Application. If the
Hardship Application is denied, the tenant will have to pay the capital
improvement passthrough retroactive to the effective date indicated on the rent
increase notice. If the Hardship Application is granted, relief from payment of the
capital improvement passthrough may be for an indefinite period or for a limited
period of time, depending on the nature of the tenant’s financial hardship. (This is
based on hardship standards separate from the concept of protected tenants)

11.What is the process for being identified as a protected tenant?

Protected status has different standards based on what type of eviction is
occurring. The standards for additional compensation are different then statuses
that block an eviction from occurring or modify the timing of when they occur.
There is not a single process for identifying a protected tenant.

12.What level of alteration to a building can change its status as a rent
controlled building? What would it take for a building to become
exempt from rent control?
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City and County of San Francisco Residential Rent Stabilization
> and Arbitration Board

Landlords may file a petition to exempt a building from the Rent Ordinance if the
building has been substantially rehabilitated. There are stringent requirements to
qualify for a substantial rehabilitation exemption, as set forth below. Major
remodeling done for the purpose of upgrading older units rarely qualifies as
“substantial rehabilitation.”

“Substantial rehabilitation” means the renovation, alteration or remodeling of a
building containing essentially uninhabitable residential rental units of 50 or more
years of age that require substantial renovation in order to conform to
contemporary standards for decent, safe and sanitary housing. [Rules and
Regulations Section 1.18]

“Essentially uninhabitable” means defects that are so severe that the building as
a whole (1) is unsafe for occupancy and poses an imminent danger to the health,
safety and welfare of its occupants and/or the general public, and/or (2) has been
found by a court, the Department of Building Inspection, the Department of Public
Health or similar agency to pose an imminent danger to the health, safety and
welfare of the occupants, neighboring properties and/or the general public.

in order to qualify for exemption based on substantial rehabilitation, the landiord
must, at a minimum, prove ALL of the following elements with credible
documentary evidence:

(a) That the building is at least 50 years old;

(b) That the building contained essentially uninhabitable residential units:

() That “substantial rehabilitation” of the building was required to conform to
contemporary standards for decent, safe and sanitary housing; and

(d) That the cost of the improvements (excluding insurance proceeds, land costs
and architectural/engineering fees) was at least 75% of the cost of newly
constructed residential buildings of the same number of units and type of
construction.

13.Citywide, how many temporary displacements per year are typical?

The Rent Board is not able to answer the question of how many temporary
displacements occur per year within the city. We can report how many eviction
notices were filed by landlords for specific reasons in a given year. In our last
eviction notice report, during the period from March 1, 2017 through February 28,
2018, a total of 1,657 eviction notices were filed with the department. These
notices included 3 to demolish or remove from housing use, 117 to do capital
improvement work, 0 substantial rehabilitation, 0 lead remediation and

0 development agreement.
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ity and County of San Francisco Residential Rent Stabilization
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14.How many capital improvements are reviewed for passed through in
a typical year?

Typically the agency has received about 200 capital improvement petitions per
year. However, with the passage of the Mandatory Soft Story Program that
requires significant seismic retrofit work to many buildings in San Francisco, the
number has been increasing and last fiscal year there were 490 such petitions.

15.Are there any other pertinent things that the commission should be
aware of?

NA
Definitions:

Substantial rehabilitation: The renovation, alteration or remodeling of
residential units of 50 or more years of age which have been condemned or
which do not quaiify for certificates of occupancy or which require substantial
renovation in order to conform the building to contemporary standards for decent,
safe and sanitary housing. Substantial rehabilitation may vary in degree from
gutting and extensive reconstruction to extensive improvements that cure
substantial deferred maintenance. Cosmetic improvements alone such as
painting, decorating and minor repairs, or other work which can be performed
safely without having the unit vacated do not qualify as substantial rehabilitation.

Rehabilitation work: NA

Capital improvement work: Those improvements which materially add to the
value of the property, appreciably proiong its useful life, or adapt it to new uses,
and which may be amortized over the useful life of the improvement of the
building.

Eviction for just cause: A landlord shall not endeavor to recover possession of
a rental unit unless specified in Rent Ordinance section 37.9.

No fault eviction: Evictions for reasons specified in 37.9 that are not based on

fault of the tenant. Relocation payments are often required in conjunction with
these notices.
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From: Schuett, Rachel (CPC)

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

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); ECN, 10SVNCalCompliance (ECN); 10SVNROP@swca.com

Subject: RE: Comments to for the Ten South Van Ness Ave. - Case 2015-004568ENV

Date: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 3:49:59 PM

Received. Thank you.

Rachel Schuett, Senior Planner

Environmental/Transportation Team, Environmental Planning Division
San Francisco Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103

Direct: 415.575.9030| www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 3:48 PM

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC)
<Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org>;
planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis <richhillissf@gmail.com>

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC) <Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org>; Schuett, Rachel (CPC)
<rachel.schuett@sfgov.org>

Subject: FW: Comments to for the Ten South Van Ness Ave. - Case 2015-004568ENV

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Dennis Hong <dennisj.gov88@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 3:09 PM

To: Schuett, Rachel (CPC) <rachel.schuett@sfgov.org>

Cc: Gibson, Lisa (CPC) <lisa.gibson@sfgov.org>; Kim, Jane (BOS) <jane.kim@sfgov.org>; Rahaim, John
(CPC) <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>; Rose, Paul (MTA) <Paul.Rose@sfmta.com>; Mandelman, Rafael
(BOS) <rafael.mandelman@sfgov.org>; Breed, Mayor London (MYR)
<mavyorlondonbreed@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>;
Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>

Subject: Comments to for the Ten South Van Ness Ave. - Case 2015-004568ENV

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

Good morning Miss. Schuett,

Thank you for the opportunity to continue to comment on the above Projects DEIR (October
17, 2018). In addition to my email comments to the SF Planning Commission of 12/5/2018,
here are a few more of my comments to this Projects December 11 'final comment period'. As
usual, please continue to include my emails to the Project file. Sorry if they continue to be
redundant to my past and present comments. Should anyone have any questions to my
comments, please feel free to reach out to me at the above email. I trust this email works, only
because the internet on my side is barley hanging on.

[ My initial comments in full support was submitted on June 4, 2018 and May 2, 2018 - to
the DEIR-IS and my email to the planning Commission of 12/5/2018.

A As of this date, my full support remains unchanged.

A Planning Commission: The Dec 6, 2018 SF Planning Commission meeting went well and
with great support. Will this meetings trans-script be documented in the RTC?

O DEIR/IS: In the DEIR on page 1.7, Table 1.2 Summary of comments on the Initial Study -
my name may have been misspelled as Wong, vs Hong. It maybe a typo. Were these written
comments documented in the DEIR?

d MTA/Muni: Would like to see MTA/Muni work on possibly new safety traffic patterns for
both the vehicles and pedestrians. This busy and congested intersection. I like the possibility
of a new elevator here, per Figure 2.14, page 2.26, only because with the other major projects
in this area, this is going to be a very congested hub/area. I use this Market/Van Ness station a
lot and often get blown away form the winds, including honking horns. This includes both
during and after construction and chiming in on the Cities Vision 0 plan. It will also help the
in ADA process vs trying to cross the street to the existing elevator.

[ Retail Space: The project will also bring the much needed retail that will revitalize and
help keep the Market Street corridor area alive, including the current retails shops. Has a retail
vendor been selected for this project? As a starter, how about some small pop ups, maybe have
the SF SBA help secure a few?

[ Trees: Figure 2.4, page 2.10 shows the existing palm trees along South Van Ness, but was
unable to see in the DEIR if or how they will remain/protected. Will they remain and be
protected during construction?

[ Construction work: Like all these construction projects small and large - While there are
Mitigation Measures in place, | feel there still needs to be more accountability with the Noise,
Debris, Dust, staging of material and traffic control on this projects, including the use and
operation of construction cranes. All to often history shows this type of work really impacts
the business and residents and in some cases out of business. This is already a windy area.
There is a need to coordinate this work, especially with the up coming 1629 Market Street
Project and a few others out there and to protect the adjacent brick buildings from construction



vibration.

4 Parking: How or will the new Board Of Supervisors "no Parking issues" impact this
project and how will the no parking space be used?

A Retaining part of the existing bldg: In any of the 'project variants', how will the noise,
activities and etc. impact the occupants of the new building?

A Project Variants: Table S.3:, page S.51 as handed out at the December 6 meeting - does a
nice job with the Project Variants to the alternative and recapping this. I prefer Alternative 3,
only because it's seems less intrusive to the buildings height, at the same time offers a partial
preservation of the existing building/site, which would be a win win. If the "Proposed
Project" could some how include just part of the exciting building it would be preferred, just
my opinion.

A Construction projects/etc: small or large - I feel there needs to be more accountability
with the; Noise, Debris, Dust, staging of material and traffic control all to often really impacts
the business and residents. Should there be an in place joint type of communication process for
meetings, notices, signs, person to contact for ongoing issues etc., with the local business',
neighbors, agencies and etc. with dates and etc. Similar to the MTA Weekend Traffic notices,
Construction Forecast Van Ness Improvement Project or Rain ReadySF. Just a loose thought.
As I see it, Communication is a key to any projects success.

O Cumulative Projects - Table 4.0.1, page 4.0.10; Could both the 1500 and the 1546 Mission
be part of this table? Additionally could Construction timelines be shown for each of these
listed projects?

4 1,500 foot radius: Given this projects unusual property configuration, in Figure 4.0.1
(Map) how was the "1,500 foot Radius" determined? I.E., at each of the center of the property
or at each of the properties corners. Not important just food for my thought. Some of these
projects show different radius.

O Housing, while this issue is complicated and too many variables it still does a Great job
with the 984 units of housing, nice spread of units from studio to 3 bedroom units. Not
supporting this project would mean a great loss of these 984 housing units. San Francisco, the
State and the Feds are lacking both funds and space to do this accomplish our housing needs.

[ Use of Open Space: Given the limited site configuration, the Project Plan does an an
excellent job with the open space issue at both the street level and the Roof Plans, including
the site plan on Figure 2.14, page 2.26 at the Mid Block Alley. Includes how it will transition
with the 1629 Market Project.

A Great job with the DEIR: Both the Developer/Sponsor, community and the Planning
Department has done a great job with the DEIR-IS and the October 17, 2018 DEIR.

Due the the current cost of construction and lengthy delays we are loosing too many of these
projects and missing our housing goals. The developers are moving out side the city and even
bay area.

I feel that this project along with a few others in these HUB Plan areas all make for a great
transition, especially with the current Central SOMA Plan. As I see it, it will also encourage



other developers to bring forth their projects. Hopefully the One Oak and the 30 Van Ness
Project will soon see some day lite.

In closing: I'm a resident, a property owner of San Francisco for seventy plus years. Studied
both City Planning and Architecture, a retired Construction Project Manger. Currently living
in District seven (thirty-five plus years prior to that in District 3 for thirty years. Worked in
this HUB area for twenty five plus years. I guess that makes me a San Francisco Native. In my
opinion, this is another win win project for the city. Again, the San Francisco Planning
Department has done a fine job with this DEIR and covers it all. Looking forward to - RTC. I
can only hope it is placed on a fast track process, planning and all the permits.

Sincerely,

Dennis



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Vu, Doug (CPC

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: SOMCAN Statement on 1052-1060 Folsom & 190-194 Russ Street
Date: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 3:47:37 PM

Attachments: SOMCAN Statement on 1052-1060 Folsom & 190-194 Russ St.pdf

Jonas P. Tonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: dwoo@somcan.org <dwoo(@somcan.org>

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 3:42 PM

To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org>; planning@rodneyfong.com;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore,
Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>

Cc: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Angelica Cabande
<acabande@somcan.org>

Subject: SOMCAN Statement on 1052-1060 Folsom & 190-194 Russ Street

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

Dear Commissioners,

Please see attached SOMCAN's statement on the proposed 1052-1060 Folsom & 190-194 Russ Street project that
will cast new shadows on Victoria Manalo Draves Park that will be before the Planning Commission on December
20th, 2018.

This same project was denied in 2015 based on shadow impacts, and the project before you is actually larger in
scope with larger shadow impacts. SOMCAN is again opposing this project due to the new shadows cast on VMD
Park.

Thank you,
David

David Woo

Community Development Coordinator

South of Market Community Action Network
415.255.7693 (office)
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Seuth ef Market Commumnity Action Netweork

1110 Howard Street | SF, CA 94103 | phone (415) 255-7693 | www.somcan.org

December 11, 2018

San Francisco Planning Commission
City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

Re: 1052-1060 Folsom St & 190-194 Russ St

Dear Commissioners,

We are writing to express concerns about the shadow impacts of the proposed 1052-1060 Folsom
St & 190-194 Russ St Project on Victoria Manalo Draves Park (VMD).

The proposed 1052-1060 Folsom St & 190-194 Russ St Project is a 64’6 tall seven-story
residential building containing 63 units (consisting of studio, one, and two bedroom units) and
ground floor retail.

District 6, particularly the SoMa, shoulders a disproportionate burden of development and
population growth in San Francisco. However, the south of Market continues to have the least
amount of parks and open space per capita, with only two (2) full-size parks: South Park and
VMD. South Park was built in 1885 and after one hundred and fifty-one (151) years, finally in
2006 another full-size park was built and named after the Filipina-American South of Market
native, and Olympic Gold Medalist, Victoria Manalo Draves.

VMD is an active park and is widely used by SoMa residents, students, and workers. The park
serves the youth, adults, and seniors of the community with amenities available year-round,
including a basketball court, community garden, children play areas, picnic area, open grassy
areas, and benches. The park is utilized by the students of the nearby Bessie Carmichael School,
and provides a venue for numerous community events and is favorite lunch hangout to many
SoMa workers. Both the park and the project are also located within the Youth and Family
Special Use District which was established in 2009 to protect and enhance the health and
environment of youth and families in the South of Market.





Before you is the proposed 1052-1060 Folsom St & 190-194 Russ St Project that will cast new
shadows on VMD. The Quantitative Summary of Shadow Findings further explains that there is
a +0.38% annual increase in shade on the park that would occur for eight (8) months out of the
year, affecting the northeastern portion of the park, which includes the Park entry, the basketball
court, children’s play area, grassy areas, and benches.

This, however, is not the first time this project has been before you. In January 2015, this same
developer proposed a similar project though smaller in scale. At that time, the developer
proposed a six-story residential project that would have caused a +0.07% increase in shadows on
VMD. The Recreation and Park Commission and the Planning Commission recognized in 2015
the importance of protecting VMD and the significance of approving this project as a standard
for future projects, and voted to reject the project. What is before you now is a larger project,
with a much larger shadow impact.

We would like to urge all of you to partner with us in protecting and preserving our very limited
open spaces in the South of Market that serve a diverse population of residents, workers,
children, youth, families, and seniors. With additional projects in the pipeline that are estimated
to cast new shadows on VMD, in addition to the impact of 1052-1060 Folsom St & 190-194
Russ St, there will be a cumulative adverse impact to one of only two full-parks that serves the
densely populated area in the South of Market. Approval of this project will set further
detrimental precedents for future projects that will totally and completely disregard the value of
public open space to the most underserved residents who actively use the park.

With that, we strongly urge you to vote NO on the 1052-1060 Folsom St & 190-194 Russ St
Project. Furthermore, we urge the Recreation and Park Commission and the Planning
Commission to re-examine and update the allowable shadow budget for parks in the South of
Market to be consistent with other high density neighborhoods with very little open space that
have 0% shadow tolerances. As the South of Market continues to see rapid rates of new
development, evident in efforts such as the Central SoMa Plan, it is crucial that existing open
spaces are preserved and protected.

Sincerely,

Angelica Cabande
Organizational Director
South of Market Community Action Network (SOMCAN)






From: Poling, Jeanie (CPC)

To: mkrogsta@mail.ccsf.edu

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: RE: Keep our Public land Balboa Reservoir Public
Date: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 12:37:01 PM

Thank you for your comments, Ms. Krogstad. I'm the project coordinator for the project’s EIR that is
currently being prepared.

Sincerely,

Jeanie Poling

Senior Environmental Planner

San Francisco Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9072 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 11:52 AM

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC)
<Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org>;
planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis <richhillissf@gmail.com>

Cc: Poling, Jeanie (CPC) <jeanie.poling@sfgov.org>; Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
<Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org>

Subject: FW: Keep our Public land Balboa Reservoir Public

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Marya Krogstad <mkrogsta@mail.ccsf.edu>

Sent: Sunday, December 09, 2018 5:13 AM

To: lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>

Subject: Keep our Public land Balboa Reservoir Public

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.
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Dear San Francisco Planning Commission:

I do not want a private developer to profit off public land that City College has used for decades.
Please it is your job to defend our City of San Francisco and defend City College!
Keep our Balboa Reservoir public.

Thanks very much in advance for your service and support,
Marya Krogstad

citizen, student, artist, nurse, voter, taxpayer



From: Alison Rowe

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Cc: May, Christopher (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel,
Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Subject: Re: Against CUP for Lot 040 in Assessor"s Block 0533 (District 2) for Shake Shack and a Gym to Replace Real
Foods in Cow Hollow

Date: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 12:08:34 PM

How did the city get around the formula retail restrictions?

On Dec 11, 2018, at 11:52 AM, CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary(@sfgov.org> wrote:

Ms. Rowe,
This matter was approved on Dec. 6th.

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Alison Rowe <allierowe @gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, December 09, 2018 5:47 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; May, Christopher
(CPC) <Christopher.May@sfgov.org>

Subject: Against CUP for Lot 040 in Assessor's Block 0533 (District 2) for Shake Shack
and a Gym to Replace Real Foods in Cow Hollow

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

Dear SF Planning Commission,
Please confirm receipt of this email.
| hope it can be added to the points to consider for the CUP for Shake Shack.

| write to express that | am against the Shake Shack proposal. Here are my thoughts, in
no particular order.

- | have lived here in Cow Hollow since 1991 and have an office on Union Street. | am
knowledgeable about the retail evolution on the street on which | shop, both Chestnut
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and Union, by nature of having lived here for so long. Shake Shack or any chain
restaurant does not belong anywhere except, perhaps, Lombard Street in a now dark
restaurant building that has parking (was it Mel’s or IHOP?). There is no parking at the
Real Foods.

- | realize that the Shake Shack has a snappy name and national fervor. It does not
belong in our charming and traditional neighborhoods that purport to favor local
retailers and restaurateurs over chains, particularly publicly traded restaurants. The
only non-chain food operator on the whole of Union Street is a Starbucks. The idea is
absurd in a local’s only shopping district.

- San Francisco wants to play developer and rezone? The proposal appears to be a
blatant manipulation of the current zoning for a General Grocery store. The Real
Foods was 11,133 square feet. Now the city is considering reducing the food portion
of the space to 900 square feet, or 8% of it’s zoned use. 8%. That implies that the
food will only be prepared food because there is no space for a general grocer in 900
square feet, a little shoebox for a retailer.

- The arguments that the failure of Real Foods means that a grocer will fail is false. The
failure of an old concept retailer is conflated with business success of a fresh food
retailer. Real Foods had a good run for a long time. Maybe they failed because their
lease was up and the new rent was unsustainable for them? Who knows. But don’t
conflate superficial arguments to make superficially considered conclusions.

- Allow formula retail to replace local operators? The space can be clearly demised, so
give local business operators the chance to rent one of the smaller spaces.

- Formula retail - would you put McDonald’s there? Why another chain burger joint?
Why not put out a RFP to every burger operator for that location and take the highest
price which would purportedly pay the highest real estate taxes to the city?

- San Francisco bans straws and promotes healthy eating...and will allow a national
chain to sell heart-unhealthy hamburgers and deep-fried potatoes? Do you think
having a for-profit gum balances out the menu next door? How many gyms do we
want on Union Street? There is the Equinox and SoulCycle and some yoga. The places
are healthy, but not bursting over with customers who can not find a place to work out.

- The space for the burger joint is for “community”. How many tables will they have
inside? How many are community tables?

- The neighborhood has the Balboa Cafe for their famous burgers, and a decades long
repletion for being a place to meet and eat or drink.

The only people who win on this proposal are the real estate owner and the agent who
gets a cut of the lease value. The neighborhood could use the space as a parking



garage again.

| am disappointed, but not surprised, that private businesses with money can influence
the City of San Francisco to do the wrong thing and break the zoning. This zoning has
been in place for a lot longer than those who are making these decisions, which will
hurt the neighbors for a long time. Residents may have moved to the neighborhood
just because there was a regular grocer there. Prepared foods at high mark-ups are a
different model. We need a place to buying eggs and milk and fresh vegetables
without driving. Some residents do not have cars.

The current owner bought the building knowing the grocery zoning. Their business
model clearly worked for many years. Their crying over spilt milk now is like a buyer of
a rent-controlled building complaining after the fact that he/she can’t make as much
money as non-rent controlled buildings. No one forced the buyers of these limited-
zoned building to invest in them. Presumably, they were sophisticated enough to buy
the building at market price and can sell at market price now, with the limitations on
zoning that were always in place. It’s not an entitlement to re-zone prior to selling.
Entitlement and money unfortunately seem to influence SF governance and hurt its
local constituents, the residents.

Sincerely,

Alison Rowe
San Francisco, CA 94123



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

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

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Willis Polk Demolition: 950 Residence Tour Compromises AIASF Integrity

Date: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 11:53:20 AM

Attachments: image003.png

AIASFresponseRHCA.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Jennifer Jones <jjones@aiasf.org>

Sent: Friday, December 07, 2018 5:08 PM

To: kcourtney@rhcasf.com

Cc: richhillissf@gmail.com; andrew@tefarch.com; Rahaim, John (CPC) <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>;
info@sfcityattorney.org; Stefani, Catherine (BOS) <catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron
(BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Mike Buhler <Mbuhler@sfheritage.org>;
fjosephlbutler@gmail.com; jcherry@rhcasf.com; jcheney@rhcasf.com; ventures@aol.com; CPC-
Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Harris, Sonya (DBI)
<sonya.harris@sfgov.org>; Rosa Sheng <Rosa.Sheng@smithgroup.com>; slew@rmw.com; Ross Levy
<ross@levyaa.com>

Subject: RE: Willis Polk Demolition: 950 Residence Tour Compromises AIASF Integrity

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

Kathleen, et al,

Please see the attached/below response to the December 3 letter sent by RHCA. Please
let me know if you would like to speak further.

Best,

Jenn Jones

Sk
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December 7, 2018

Russian Hill Community Association

Attn: Kathleen Courtney, Chair, Housing & Zoning Committee
1166 Green St.

San Francisco, CA 94109

Dear Kathleen Courtney & members of the Russian Hill Community Association:
Thank you for the letter outlining your concerns regarding the tour of Residence 950 on December 19, 2018.

The upcoming tour and presentation for AIASF members should not be construed as endorsement of a project nor the process
for its development. Historically, AIASF has planned tours of contentious projects to create and advance a dialog amongst its
members, including the Moscone Center, SFMOMA, and Millennium Tower - all of which were controversial at points in their

history.

Residence 950 provides a unique opportunity to further the dialog amongst members of AIASF on the issues referenced in
your December 3 letter: historic preservation and professional ethics. The presenters are aware that our audience, many of
whom are preservation professionals and leaders of AIASF's Historic Resources Committee, will not give them a pass on
issues of historic preservation at this event and are prepared to address the unprecedented fines/preservation issues

associated with this property.

Please find reassurance that this program will inform future events and lectures at the chapter on preservation in partnership
with our Historic Resources Committee, and | welcome your contributions and ideas for programming about the historic fabric

of our city.

| will follow up with information on when associated events will take place in early 2019, and | invite you to join us at AIASF as

my guest.

Regards,

Jennifer Jones, CAE, IOM
Executive Director, AIASF






December 7, 2018

Russian Hill Community Association

Attn: Kathleen Courtney, Chair, Housing & Zoning Committee
1166 Green St.

San Francisco, CA 94109

Dear Kathleen Courtney & members of the Russian Hill Community Association:

Thank you for the letter outlining your concerns regarding the tour of Residence 950 on
December 19, 2018.

The upcoming tour and presentation for AIASF members should not be construed as
endorsement of a project nor the process for its development. Historically, AIASF has
planned tours of contentious projects to create and advance a dialog amongst its members,
including the Moscone Center, SFMOMA, and Millennium Tower - all of which were
controversial at points in their history.

Residence 950 provides a unique opportunity to further the dialog amongst members of
AIASF on the issues referenced in your December 3 letter: historic preservation and
professional ethics. The presenters are aware that our audience, many of whom are
preservation professionals and leaders of AIASF’s Historic Resources Committee, will not
give them a pass on issues of historic preservation at this event and are prepared to
address the unprecedented fines/preservation issues associated with this property.

Please find reassurance that this program will inform future events and lectures at the
chapter on preservation in partnership with our Historic Resources Committee, and |
welcome your contributions and ideas for programming about the historic fabric of our city.

I will follow up with information on when associated events will take place in early 2019, and
| invite you to join us at AIASF as my guest.

Regards,

Jennifer Jones, CAE, IOM
Executive Director, AIASF

Sk
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From: AIA San Francisco

Sent: Monday, December 3, 2018 4:35 PM

To: Jennifer Jones <jjones@aiasf.org>; Stacy Williams <swilliams@aiasf.org>

Cc: Annabelle Udo-O'Malley <auomalley@aiasf.org>

Subject: Fwd: Willis Polk Demolition: 950 Residence Tour Compromises AIASF Integrity

Get Outlook for Android

From: Kathleen Courtney <kcourtney@rhcasf.com>

Sent: Monday, December 3, 2018 3:13:17 PM

To: AlA San Francisco

Cc: Commission President Rich Hillis ; Commission President Andrew Wolfram; Commission
President Angus McCarthy ; Planning Director John Rahaim ; City Attorney Dennis Herrera ;
Supervisor Catherine Stefani ; Supervisor Aaron Peskin; Mike Buhler; Joe Butler ; Jamie Cherry RHCA ;
Jeff Cheney RHCA; 'Robyn Tucker'; Commissions Secretary Jonas lonin

Subject: Willis Polk Demolition: 950 Residence Tour Compromises AIASF Integrity

AIASF Membership - Attached and pasted below is a letter to the Membership regarding your
promotion of the tour of “950 Residence”. We are requesting that you convene a “Case Study”
session on this matter. We look forward to your response.

Russian Hill Community Association

1166 Green St. San Francisco, CA 94109 510-928-8243 rhcasf.com
December 3, 2018

AlA San Francisco
130 Sutter Street, Suite 600
San Francisco, CA 94104
Re: “Residence 950" — Site of Historic Willis Polk Residence

Dear Members of AlIA San Francisco:
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The integrity and professionalism of the American Institute of Architects San Francisco Chapter is
compromised by its promotion of a by-invitation-only tour and presentation of “Residence 950" on
December 17, 2018.

We call to your attention that the Willis Polk Residence at 950 Lombard, a designated historic
resource, was purchased by the developer September 12, 2012 for $4,500.000. On June 8, 2017 the
developer entered into an Agreement with the City of San Francisco which called for a Settlement of
$400.000, recognizing that the historic structure was deliberately demolished over a period of years by
work done beyond the work permitted. On March 22, 2018, representatives of San Francisco Heritage
toured the property and confirmed that little historic fabric remains of the cottage, also an original
structure on the property. In October, 2018 the property, now called “Residence 950"went on the market

for $45,000.000.

And now the San Francisco Chapter of the American Institute of Architects is offering an
invitation only, private tour and presentation for $40 on December 19m;
The phrase “have you no shame” comes to mind. What is the message AIASF wants to impart to

its members? What is the responsibility of the architect when confronted with a situation like this? Or with
the proposed project at the site of the demolished Richard Neutra house at 49 Hopkins?

We urge the AIASF to implement a “Case Study” seminar for its members of the Willis Polk,
Richard Neutra and other significant or not so significant properties where professional ethics are called

into question in the service of a developer. We are certain that members of the preservation community
and citizens interested in protecting San Francisco’s unique resources would be more than willing to
participate.

We welcome your response.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Cowrtiney

Kathleen Courtney

Chair, Housing & Zoning Committee
kcourtney@rhcasf.com
510-928-8243

Cc: President Rich Hillis, Planning Commission; President Andrew Wolfram, Historic Preservation
Commission; President Angus McCarthy, Building Inspection Commission; Planning Director John
Rahaim’; City Attorney Dennis J. Herrera; Supervisor Catherine Stefani; Supervisor Aaron Peskin; SF
Heritage CEO Mike Buhler; F. Joseph Butler, AlA, Little House Committee; Jamie Cherry, Jeff Cheney,
RHCA; Robyn Tucker, PANA
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: AT&T CCL05208-- 145 Laurel Street (Case # 2018-006212CUA)--ALTERNATE DESIGN PHOTOSIMS
Date: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 11:52:36 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Misako Hill <MHill@J5IP.Com>

Sent: Friday, December 07, 2018 5:54 PM

To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Myrna Melgar <melgarsf@gmail.com>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>;
planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org>; CPC-
Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>

Cc: Lindsay, Ashley (CPC) <ashley.lindsay@sfgov.org>; CPC.Wireless <CPC.Wireless@sfgov.org>;
BLACKSTONE, CAMMY <cb720d@att.com>

Subject: AT&T CCLO5208-- 145 Laurel Street (Case # 2018-006212CUA)--ALTERNATE DESIGN
PHOTOSIMS

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

Dear SF Planning Commission:

Per your request at the November 29, 2018 hearing, AT&T has investigated alternate rooftop
designs. Attached please find 4 antenna design options for you review.

1. Reduced FRP height and width (FRP Height reduced by 2 feet and screen measures 16ft x 7ft)

2. Unscreened antennas with reflective wrap (antenna height reduced by 2 feet)

3. Reduce FRP height, width, and length (FRP Height reduced by 2 feet and screen measures 13ft
x 7ft)

4. Unscreened antennas with antennas painted white (antenna height reduced by 2 feet)

Photosim link: https://www.dropbox.com/sh/5bgpslg5aag310i/AAD8cZIYE4a2hp78MuW6ew4UKa?
dl=0

Please confirm you are able to access the files and if you have any questions for me or require
additional information.
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**%*\VACATION ALERT: | WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE 12/24/2018 TO 12/28/2018****
Thank you,
Misako Hill

Senior Project Manager/Zoning Specialist
J5 Infrastructure Partners

Z Mobile: 415.533.2540
< MHill@J5IP.Com

IS INFRASTRUCTURE
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Zushi, Kei (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Photographs of Item 11: December 13, 2018 Planning Commission Meeting
Date: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 11:48:46 AM

Attachments: 20181210163544.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Kathy Devincenzi <krdevincenzi@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 10, 2018 1:28 PM

To: Rich Hillis <richhillissf@gmail.com>; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org>;
planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel
(CPC) <Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis
(CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; CPC.3333CaliforniakIR <CPC.3333CaliforniaEIR@sfgov.org>;
Foster, Nicholas (CPC) <nicholas.foster@sfgov.org>

Subject: Photographs of Iltem 11: December 13, 2018 Planning Commission Meeting

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

Re: December 13, 2018 Planning Commission Meeting
ltem 11: 3333 California Street, Case Number 2015-014028ENV

Dear President Hillis and Commissioners,

Attached are photographs of historically significant characteristics of the site and comments that
were presented to the State Historical Resources Commission on May 17, 2018. As a result of the
State Commission's approval of our nomination, the site was listed on the California Register of
Historical Resources.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.
Laurel Heights Improvement Association of SF, Inc.

By: Kathy Devincenzi, President
(415) 221-4700
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Good afternoon Commissioners. | am Kathy Devincenzi, Vice-President of the
Laurel Heights Improvement Association which is a neighborhood association
adjacent to the 3333 California Street property. We were fortunate to have
had our nomination prepared by such highly qualified historians as Michael
Corbett and Denise Bradley. Michael Corbett is widely recognized as one of
San Francisco’s acclaimed architectural historians. He was the author of
the Uptown Tenderloin Historic District nomination with 477 contributing
properties, which was accepted by the keeper of the National Register.
Michael was the author of Port City: The History and Transformation of the
Port of San Francisco, 1848-2010 (2011) published by San Francisco
Architectural Heritage. Michael was also the principal author of the Port’s
Embarcadero Historic District nomination report. He is also the author of
Splendid Survivors: San Francisco’s Downtown Architectural Heritage (1979),
the survey that formed the basis of the Downtown Plan and remains a
standard reference on architecture in the city.

Denise Bradley has over 25 years of experience in providing research,
documentation and evaluations of historical significance and served as Senior
Landscape Historian for URS Corporation (formerly Dames & Moore) for 10
years before founding her own firm. She has received recent awards for
documenting landscapes or studies of cultural resources as to Marin General
Hospital, Mission Dolores, Fort Scott, Vallejo’s Home and Alcatraz Island. In the
past two years, she has evaluated cultural landscapes in the Delta Heritage
Feasibility Study, Shellmound Boulevard, Mare Island, Mount Sutro Open Space
Reserve, Sunnyvale Civic Center Historic District, and Vallejo, among others.





The Fireman’s Fund Home Office, a single property including both
architectural and landscape architectural elements which were designed to
complement each other, is significant under Criterion C as an example of a

corporate headquarters in San Francisco that reflects mid-twentieth century
modernist design principles.





As an example of the International Style and the idea that form follows
function, the building itself expresses the use of new technologies and
materials, designing without ornament, an economy of means, a focus on
function, an orientation to the landscape, and a process of design that
resulted in a characteristic expression in glass and concrete. Key
characteristics of a post-World War |l suburban corporate headquarters are
expressed the design’s centrally-sited ...building’s low-rise perpendicular
wings which frame outdoor spaces designed to function with the building.
The landscape was designed to promote the integration between
architecture and landscape and uses forms and materials that are
characteristic of modernist designs from the mid-twentieth century. The
composition is a masterpiece of modern architecture.
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The April 1956 edition of Architect and Engineer, cited in the nomination,
reported that the “horizontal, country-type structure will be unique among
the typically vertical office buildings in San Francisco to conform to the
lines of the surrounding area, which is predominantly residential.” The
structure will overlook San Francisco and “has been designed to relate to
its park-like setting. P. 12 Highlighting the planning for the comfort and
convenience of the company’s staff “is a new concept of office lighting,
area illumination, which will furnish maximum light quality for optimum
working condition,” and “most employees will be no more than 40 feet
from an outside window.” P.12 ”
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Business Week ran an article on the company to coincide with
the completion of its new headquarters in a “contemporary
building of glass and steel on the fringe of the Laurel Heights
residential district.” P. 95





ARCHITECT
ENGINEER

In September 1957, Architect and Engineer ran a long cover
story of the building beginning with the company’s goal “that
the new structure would be the finest and most efficient
possible for the conduct of the firm’s business and the welfare
of its staff” and reporting construction innovations such as
special support columns whose dimensions were far smaller
than conventional columns, and a layout in which most
employees would be within 40 feet of an outside window and a
truly superb job of landscaping.





In 1959, the prominent French journal, Architecture
d’aujourdhui, reported on the architecture and landscape
design of the property in a special issue on office buildings
around the world. Fireman’s Fund was the only American
building featured among 43 buildings in 16 countries on 3
continents.





The master landscape architect Garrett Eckbo included a
description, site plan and nine photographs of Fireman’s Fund
to illustrate the “Building and Site” chapter of his book Urban
Landscape Design
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The next slides show the horizontality of the composition as the
building steps down the hillside. As the nomination explains,
the horizontality of the architecture both in its long, low wings,
and in the specific design features of the wings—the division of
floors by continuous thin edges of concrete and the walls of the
floors consisting of long repetitions of similar window units—
helped to balance the massing of the Office Building with the
surrounding landscape.





These photos of the windows show the modern aluminum
materials and the long repetitions of similar window units and
the modernist design of the vertical and horizontal dividers in
the windows evoking modern art forms. Also, the exterior glass
walls provided views into the landscape of the outdoor spaces
and at certain times of day reflected landscape features (trees,
lawn, walls, patterned pavement, etc.), adding yet another level
of integration between interior and exterior spaces. P.21. This
reflection can be seen on these slides.

In 1984, the glass of the windows was tinted, the aluminum
frames of the units of the windows were painted brown and the
bottom panels of ceramic coated glass were changed from blue
to brown. As the nomination explains, this change did not alter
the essential features of the building or its “design as a glass box
open to its immediate landscape and to distant views.”

10





Next, we see the exquisite outdoor Terrace— which was set on
the east side of the building, framed by the Office and Cafeteria
Wings, where it was “protected from the prevailing west wind”
and on a portion of the site that had been graded to provide “a
good view of a large part of San Francisco.” Here a biomorphic-
shaped lawn was framed by a patio, whose exposed aggregate
pavement was divided by rows of brick that aligned with the
window frames of the building.
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Benches attached to the niches of the zig-zag of the seat wall,
which enclosed the eastern side of the Terrace, provided places
for employees “to relax in the sun during funch or coffee
breaks.” P.21
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Here we see the views of the Transamerica Pyramid and other
notable buildings from the Terrace.
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In these photos we see the brick aligned with the window
frames of the building.
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This composite shows all the features just discussed.
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Next, we see beautiful geometric detailing in the brick work.
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The next 4 slides show the brick wall, which took several
different forms and provided a continuous and unifying element
around the edges of the site.
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It created a boundary wall along some sides of the property and
was transformed into low retaining walls that defined a series of
planting beds along the some sides of the property.
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The brick in the various sections of this wall and in the
pavement patterns of the Terrace and Entrance Court was the
same as that used in the Office Building and Service Building
and helped to integrate the architecture and landscape. P. 21
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A good view of the wall stepping down along California Street.
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The ziz zag pattern used in the brick wall was employed as
edging surrounding the base of an original tree remaining from
the Laurel Hill cemetery, paying a sort of homage to its historic
status as a representative of that significant garden cemetery,
which was the resting place of the builders of the west and 11
United States Senators and the inventor of the cable car..
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Here is a composite of the brickwork and walls.
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Brick and glass were also integrated into the 1984 entrance
gateway . As the nomination explains, the ground level of this
structure is clad in the same brick that is used elsewhere on the
site and the use of glass on its second level is compatible with
the glass windows that dominate the exterior surface of the
original building in the Fireman’s Fund era. Also, at present, the
gateway is partially hidden by trees, lessening its impact..
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The additions to the office wing used the same aluminum frame
and glass window walls as the original building and enclosed the
new auditorium in brick. As with all the additions, the character
of the original building remained intact.
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Here we see the Redwood trees planted along the east side of
the Office Wing on Presidio Avenue
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These two slides show that the exterior landscaping is visible
from the interior of the building.
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Looking out from café to landscaped terrace.
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Masters

In addition to displaying distinctive characteristics of modernism, the
property is also significant as the work of three masters, the architect
Edward B. Page, the landscape architectural firm of Eckbo, Royston &
Williams and its successor and the engineering firm of Gould & Degenkolb
and it successor.

Not only was this property developed by 3 masters, Degenbold and Eckbo
were giants in their respective fields.

Carey & Company’s 2011 UCSF Historic Resources Survey states that the
Edward B. Page’s “resume does accord him master architect status. This
survey was commissioned by UCSF when it was owner of the property.

The work on the Fireman’s Fund Building that represented a phase in his
career and made Edward page locally recognized as a master satisfies the
National Register criteria.

His design for the 1954 Mason B. Wells house in Belvedere won an Award
of Merit from the Northern California Chapter of the American Institute of
Architects...





Three Masters Cont’d

Following the success of the first phase of the Home Office in 1957, Page
designed branch offices in Fresno, Riverside, San Jose, and Los Angeles
and he oversaw the architectural work for branches New York, New
Orleans, and Atlanta, where he advised primarily on matters related to the
way the insurance business works.” (Nomination p. 43, emphasis added)
Under Criterion ¢, a property may be significant if it represents a work of a
master.

As the National Register Bulletin explains, the “work of a master” refers to
the technical or aesthetic achievements of an architect or craftsman.” P.
17, As further explained in the Bulletin, a “master” includes “a known
craftsman of consummate skill, or an anonymous craftsman whose work is
distinguishable from others by its characteristic style and quality” as well as
“a figure of generally recognized greatness in a field.” P. 20.

“The property must express a particular phase in the development of the
master’s career, an aspect of his or her work, or a particular idea or theme
in his or her craft.” (See Attachment 2 hereto, U.S. Department of the
Interior, National Register Bulletin, How to Apply the National Register
Criteria for Evaluation (1995) p. 20, emphasis added.) The criteria do not
require that an architect be “prolific” or have had significant influence on
the architectural community.
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Three Masters Cont’d

The nomination explains that:

On the Fireman’s Fund project, Page coordinated the contributions of all. He
was described as ‘the master’ by Loring Wylie, an engineer in the Degenkolb
office who had a major role working on the additions of the 1960s. Wylie
remembered Page’s deep involvement with and lead in solving issues with
expansion joints as representative of his high level of competence and
control. On another technical matter, he designed an innovative system of
dispersed lighting for Fireman’s Fund in an effort to provide better working
conditions. (Nomination, p. 43)

The nomination documents other projects of Mr. Page.

“In 1947, Page opened his own office in San Francisco, Many of his early
projects were in association with others, including the Glen Crags Housing
Project with Wilbur D. Peugh in 1951 and two schools with Cantin & Cantin in
1952

Following the success of the first phase of the Home Office in 1957, Page
designed three subsequent additions in 1963-1967, and branch offices in
Fresno, Riverside, San Jose, and Los Angeles. He also consulted on the
designs of branches outside of California including those in New York, New
Orleans, and Atlanta,

“As to earlier projects when working in the office of Bakewell & Weihe,
“..Page was allowed to work there on his own projects and in 1937-1938 was
a draftsman for the Golden Gate International Exposition (G.G.l.E.). Laterin
life he remembered his design for the Island Club (demolished) at the G.G.I.E.
with particular pride....

After receiving his architectural license in 1938, Page worked for himself and
for others on small projects from 1939 to 1942. On one of these projects, for
Lewis Hobart, another prominent Beaux-Arts architect, he worked on
drawings for the floor of Grace Cathedral. From 1942-1947, he worked as
the Chief of Architecture and Engineering for San Francisco architect Wilbur
D. Peugh supervising wartime projects for U.S. Naval Operations.”
(Nomination, p. 42)
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Three Masters Cont’d

The nomination also documents the mastery of the landscape architect. It
discusses a history that accompanied an award presented to EDAW by the
American Society of Landscape Architects that noted that ERW “established
a compelling portfolio of modernist landscapes” and the partnership
became “one of the leading firms in the country, highly regarded for its
advanced planning, innovative vocabulary, and the quality of execution.”
The nomination also discussed that in 1950, ERW was awarded the Gold
Medal in Landscape Architecture by the New York Architectural League.
(Nomination p. 46) The nomination also explained that ERW was regularly
written about in popular magazines, completed gardens in four states and
was a pioneer ins expanding the practice of landscape architecture into the
scale of neighborhood and community design. (Nomination p. 47) Park and
playground projects gained the attention of the national media, and the
firm worked on numerous new housing projects and public outdoor spaces
including the Venetian Room Roof Garden at the Fairmont Hotel, the
entrance court to the Palace of the Legion of Honor and St. Mary’s Park.
(Nomination p. 47-48).

The nomination also documents the mastery of the Gould & Degenkolb
engineering firm. The Fireman’s Fund building was the first major project of
the firm after Degenkolb became a partner and was a successful debut for
the partnership, with its innovative structural design that provided open
floors with minimal columns and exterior walls of glass. P. 46 The firm
designed may of San Francisco’s major structures of the 1940s — 1960s
including Park Merced, the Bank of California towne, parking garages at St.
Mary’s Square and Civic Center, expansion of the San Francisco airport, and
many branches of the Bank of America and Pacific Telephone. P. 45.
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Some of Fireman’s Fund Iconic Milestones

1906-SF E/Q & Firs. 1906-first company to offer 1820°s-First insurer of
Paid 100% of claims Paid 100% of claims nationwide auto insurance talking movies,

u 1934-Insured construction 1957-Fireman's Fund New
Lindbergh's Spirit of St. Louis of the Golden Gate Bridge Headquarters

CRITERION A: COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

In the post WW Il years there was an accelerated general movement of
population and growth out of the central cities and into the suburbs.

While there were many reasons for this movement, a primary factor was the
growing use of the automobile.

San Francisco was no exception.

Park Merced and Stonestown in1952; San Francisco State College in 1954: and
Fireman’s Fund in 1957 are examples of this movement with Fireman’s Fund
being the leading example of an emerging corporate trend.

One of the strongest traditional patterns at the time was the location of large
office buildings downtown.

Between 1946 and 1967, twenty-one large office buildings were built in San
Francisco. Nineteen of
these were medium or high rise buildings were built downtown.

The Fireman’s Fund new Headquarters was one of the two exceptions to this
pattern in both location and design.

It was a low-rise building built in a predominantly residential area.

Apples’ new corporate headquarters in Santa Clara shows that the vision
pioneered by Fireman’s Fund is alive and well 60 years later.

The Fireman’s Fund Insurance Company Home Office is eligible for the
National Register under Criterion A as one of the principal embodiments of
the post World War Il decentralization and suburbanization of San Francisco.
Fireman’s Fund was the first major office building to be built outside of
downtown in a suburban setting and it was the first whose design was fully
adapted to the automobile.

32





CRITERION A: COMMERCE

Two conditions of San Francisco’s early history and growth, maritime
commerce and frequent destructive fires, quickly gave rise to an insurance
industry which would play an important role in the local economy and would
lead to San Francisco becoming the center for the insurance industry on the
west coast.

These destructive fires were the result of the rapid growth of the city and the
haphazard construction of its buildings.

In the 1850s alone, fires destroyed large parts of the city on at least six
occasions.

At the time fire insurance was provided by distant companies at exorbitant
rates, if available at all.

More than thirty local insurance companies formed in San Francisco in the
1850s and1860s.

Fireman’s Fund was formed in 1863 and was the only local insurance company
left in business by 1895.

Fireman’s Fund succeeded where other local companies failed for a number
of reasons:

1. It quickly established branch agencies throughout the United States and
abroad;

2. It paid all its claims in a number of high profile situations which gave it a
reputation for honesty and reliability;

3. It was a leading innovator within the industry.

Fireman’s Fund was the only company to pay 100% of its claims in the Chicago
fire of 1871.

By the time of the 1906 earthquake Fireman’s Fund was the most trusted and
leading locally based insurance company in San Francisco, a position that it
has never relinquished.

In the 1906 earthquake and fire its building and all its records were destroyed.
Based on “word of mouth” it again paid 100% its claims by again assessing its
shareholders.
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As noted above, its pre-eminent position was also due to innovation and
early adoption of new ideas:

1. In the nineteenth century it was a pioneer in insurance for agricultural
products.

2. At the beginning of the twentieth century it was a pioneer in automobile
insurance and one of the very first to sell it nationwide.

3. Likewise it led in new fields such as life insurance and health and
accident insurance.

In the 1920s, Fireman’s Fund grew substantially and was known as “ ‘the
Tiffany’ of the insurance world.”

Fireman’s Fund was to insurance what Bank of America was to banking.
Both were home grown businesses which built reputations of excellence on
respect for their employees, policyholders and shareholders.

The growth of the postwar years produced a great need to consolidate in
one location so the company selected Laurel Heights in 1953.

Fireman’s Fund was unique, moving to the suburbs to provide their
employees a better working environment closer to their homes.

The Fireman’s Fund Insurance Company Building is eligible for the National
Register under Criterion A for its association with the growth and
development of the San Francisco insurance industry, an important
industry in the history of the city from the Gold Rush to the present.

In particular, it represents the post World War Il boom in San Francisco’s
insurance industry when many companies built new office buildings.

At that time, Fireman’s Fund was one of the largest insurance companies in
the United States. It was the only major insurance company headquartered
in San Francisco.

It was a leader among all insurance companies in San Francisco in its
embrace of new ideas, symbolized by its move away from downtown to an
outlying location.
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Historic Preservation

Developers Plan:

Demolish Executive & Cafeteria Wings

Cut 30 ft gap though main building

Add 3 floors to remaining truncated sections

Demolish the Terrace, Children's Childcare Playground; Redwood Trees
Bulldoze Ali Landscaping

Number of New Housing Units: 558-744

Schedule to complete critically needed units: 15 years

Neighborhood Plan:

Retain entire Historic Building completely

Re-purpose Historic Building

Retain the Terrace, Children's Childcare Playground: Redwood Trees
Preserve Landscaping

Number of New Housing Units: 558-744

Schedule to complete critically needed units: 3 years

This is NOT a Housing Issue but an Historic Preservation Issue.
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Zushi, Kei (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 3333 California Street

Date: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 11:48:24 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Cristina Morris <cmomorris@outlook.com>

Sent: Monday, December 10, 2018 3:58 PM

To: Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC)
<Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>;
richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org>;
planning@rodneyfong.com <planning@rodneyfong.com>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: 3333 California Street

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

Dear Sirs/Madams,

In anticipation of your hearings regarding 3333 California Street, | am writing in support of
protecting the well-established historical designation of the property, as evidenced by the August
31, 2018 letter from Julianne Polanco, State Historic Preservation Officer to the principals of the
Laurel Heights Improvement Association of San Francisco. You have been provided with a copy of
that letter.

Any future development at that site should comply and honor the historic property designation in
the following areas:

1. Retain the historic significance of the landscaping of the property, which has 185 mature
trees. Such care of natural resources has an added environmental benefit and the green
space is very important to the surrounding neighborhoods, particularly as San Francisco
becomes more urbanized and “Manhattanized.”
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mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/

2. Use space (within the historical designation parameters) solely for housing, which allows for
larger units to be built for families, consistent with the use and character of the Laurel Heights
and Presidio Heights neighborhood.

3. Consider the environmental impact of increased traffic, parking issues and the overall impact
on the quality of life for the existing neighborhood as well as for those people who will
eventually occupy any new units at 3333 California Street. This includes elimination or a
substantial reduction of any plan to add commercial enterprises on the property.

Finally, a detailed economic study should be conducted to see:

1. The impact on existing commercial areas (Sacramento Street, California Street and
Masonic Street, if commercial development is allowed at 3333 California Street. The study
should take into account the number of current empty commercial properties in those
areas. This neighborhood may not support any further commercial development,
especially given the congested corridor of Masonic and Geary (Trader Joes, Target, etc.)

2. Whether the San Francisco economy supports the number of units being proposed by the
developer, as it current trends indicate that there is an over supply of housing units, young
working people leaving San Francisco (and California) and an eventual downturn in the
tech bubble, on which San Francisco over-relies for its economy at present.

Thank you for your time in reading this email and for seriously considering alternative plans put forth
by the Laurel Heights Improvement Association.

Cristina Morris
Presidio Heights

Sent from Mail for Windows 10


https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986

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

(CPQC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis; Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram (andrew@tefarch.com);
Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED AND SUPERVISOR VALLIE BROWN ANNOUNCE
CITYWIDE STOREFRONT VACANCY STRATEGY

Date: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 11:21:13 AM

Attachments: 12.10.18 Storefront Vacancies.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR)

Sent: Monday, December 10, 2018 8:40 AM

To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice @sfgov.org>

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED AND SUPERVISOR VALLIE BROWN
ANNOUNCE CITYWIDE STOREFRONT VACANCY STRATEGY

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Monday, December 10, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

##% PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED AND SUPERVISOR VALLIE
BROWN ANNOUNCE CITYWIDE STOREFRONT VACANCY
STRATEGY

Strategy includes legislation, program investments, and administrative reforms to retain and
attract businesses to neighborhood commercial districts

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed and Supervisor Vallie Brown today
announced a Citywide Storefront Vacancy Strategy to retain, strengthen, and attract businesses
to commercial corridors throughout San Francisco. This initiative includes an investment of
nearly $1 million that responds to the City’s vacant storefronts and addresses the need for new
legislation, new programs, and administrative reforms to ensure the ongoing vibrancy and
vitality of neighborhood commercial districts.

“We are committed to helping our local small businesses adapt to the major shifts we are
seeing in the retail industry,” said Mayor Breed. “This means streamlining our city
bureaucracy so that opening a store or getting a permit is straightforward and simple, creating
new programs to highlight our commercial corridors, and increasing flexibility so businesses
can use their space in a way that makes sense for them.”
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LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Monday, December 10, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*x* PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED AND SUPERVISOR VALLIE
BROWN ANNOUNCE CITYWIDE STOREFRONT VACANCY
STRATEGY

Strategy includes legislation, program investments, and administrative reforms to retain and
attract businesses to neighborhood commercial districts

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed and Supervisor Vallie Brown today announced
a Citywide Storefront Vacancy Strategy to retain, strengthen, and attract businesses to
commercial corridors throughout San Francisco. This initiative includes an investment of nearly
$1 million that responds to the City’s vacant storefronts and addresses the need for new
legislation, new programs, and administrative reforms to ensure the ongoing vibrancy and
vitality of neighborhood commercial districts.

“We are committed to helping our local small businesses adapt to the major shifts we are seeing
in the retail industry,” said Mayor Breed. “This means streamlining our city bureaucracy so that
opening a store or getting a permit is straightforward and simple, creating new programs to
highlight our commercial corridors, and increasing flexibility so businesses can use their space in
a way that makes sense for them.”

Across the nation, cities are grappling with storefront vacancies as retail sales slow. Shopping
habits and trends have shifted over the past few years and various types of storefront businesses
continue to face local challenges, such as the cost of labor, price of rent, and demographic shifts.
Many neighborhood commercial districts are beginning to demonstrate modest increases in
vacancy rates, and community organizations and stakeholders have observed the closure of long-
standing retailers and persistently empty commercial spaces and storefronts.

“There’s no question about it, we need to support our small businesses,” said Supervisor Vallie
Brown. “We need to make sure the City doesn’t get in the way—that’s the kind of legislation I'm
focused on right now, legislation that removes antiquated regulations, legislation that cuts
permitting costs and delays, and legislation that supports small businesses in developing vital
new revenue streams.”

“Today’s retail environment requires a flexibility that allows our brick and mortar businesses to
meet the changing preferences of their customers,” said Joaquin Torres, Director of the Office of
Economic and Workforce Development. “These policy proposals, investments, and reforms
provide a simplified process, ongoing support, and the space for entrepreneurs to do what they
do best: act on the ideas that allow their businesses and our neighborhoods to thrive.”

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, Room 200

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681
TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141





OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

The Citywide Storefront Vacancy Strategy is a multi-pronged approach that involves three main
elements: new legislation, new programs, and administrative reforms.

New legislation aims to remove existing barriers and support modern business models by
enabling local entrepreneurs to provide residents and visitors with experiences and services that
are reflective of each neighborhood’s unique character; including:

- Streamlining the permit review process to remove barriers to opening, expanding,
relocating, and/or operating a small business and making it as simple and efficient as
possible.

- Supporting a broader range of space uses and creative solutions to activate storefronts,
including combining uses within one location, allowing temporary pop-up uses, and
promoting new uses.

- Supporting temporary activation on vacant development sites.

New program investments of nearly $1 million to retain, attract, and strengthen small
businesses - leveraging existing programs and creating new ones such as:

- Vacant storefront and corridor-wide assessments to determine the cause of a vacancy and
developing a roadmap to fill vacancies.

- Case management services by facilitating property owner relationships and generating a
pipeline of prospective tenants to fill vacant storefronts.

- Leverage existing city programs and services to support small businesses with technical
and financial services and lease negotiations to help small businesses succeed and thrive.

Administrative reforms will make it easier for small businesses to obtain permits easier by
allowing as many permits over-the-counter as possible. This will allow people to open their
business more quickly, reducing their startup time and costs, and positioning them for future
success.

- Strengthening coordination between city agencies, enabling small businesses to get their
permits over-the-counter, rather than waiting months for their applications to move
through all of the City departments.

The strategy is guided by findings in a report from the Office of Economic and Workforce
Development released in February called ‘State of the Retail Sector: Challenges and
Opportunities for San Francisco’s Neighborhood Commercial Districts.’

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, Room 200
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681
TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141
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“We need to tackle commercial vacancies by implementing solutions that have the small
business at the center. Giving the business owner the ability to be creative and providing the
support to open their doors, the mayor’s proposal is a leap in the right direction,” said Stephen
Adams, President of the Small Business Commission.

“Those of us that create these small businesses often operate with very limited resources and the
cumbersome processes required are a significant drain on those resources. The permit process,
can be often times confusing with conflicting instructions from different people or departments,”
said David Quinby, owner of The Riptide. “This new initiative from Mayor Breed is a game
changer for us.”

HEH
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Across the nation, cities are grappling with storefront vacancies as retail sales slow. Shopping
habits and trends have shifted over the past few years and various types of storefront
businesses continue to face local challenges, such as the cost of labor, price of rent, and
demographic shifts. Many neighborhood commercial districts are beginning to demonstrate
modest increases in vacancy rates, and community organizations and stakeholders have
observed the closure of long-standing retailers and persistently empty commercial spaces and
storefronts.

“There’s no question about it, we need to support our small businesses,” said Supervisor
Vallie Brown. “We need to make sure the City doesn’t get in the way—that’s the kind of
legislation I’'m focused on right now, legislation that removes antiquated regulations,
legislation that cuts permitting costs and delays, and legislation that supports small businesses
in developing vital new revenue streams.”

“Today’s retail environment requires a flexibility that allows our brick and mortar businesses
to meet the changing preferences of their customers,” said Joaquin Torres, Director of the
Office of Economic and Workforce Development. “These policy proposals, investments, and
reforms provide a simplified process, ongoing support, and the space for entrepreneurs to do
what they do best: act on the ideas that allow their businesses and our neighborhoods to
thrive.”

The Citywide Storefront Vacancy Strategy is a multi-pronged approach that involves three
main elements: new legislation, new programs, and administrative reforms.

New legislation aims to remove existing barriers and support modern business models by
enabling local entrepreneurs to provide residents and visitors with experiences and services
that are reflective of each neighborhood’s unique character; including:

e Streamlining the permit review process to remove barriers to opening, expanding,
relocating, and/or operating a small business and making it as simple and efficient as
possible.

e Supporting a broader range of space uses and creative solutions to activate storefronts,
including combining uses within one location, allowing temporary pop-up uses, and
promoting new uses.

o Supporting temporary activation on vacant development sites.

New program investments of nearly $1 million to retain, attract, and strengthen small
businesses - leveraging existing programs and creating new ones such as:

e Vacant storefront and corridor-wide assessments to determine the cause of a vacancy
and developing a roadmap to fill vacancies.

o Case management services by facilitating property owner relationships and generating a
pipeline of prospective tenants to fill vacant storefronts.



o Leverage existing city programs and services to support small businesses with technical
and financial services and lease negotiations to help small businesses succeed and
thrive.

Administrative reforms will make it easier for small businesses to obtain permits easier by
allowing as many permits over-the-counter as possible. This will allow people to open their

business more quickly, reducing their startup time and costs, and positioning them for future
success.

 Strengthening coordination between city agencies, enabling small businesses to get their
permits over-the-counter, rather than waiting months for their applications to move
through all of the City departments.

The strategy is guided by findings in a report from the Office of Economic and Workforce
Development released in February called ‘State of the Retail Sector: Challenges and

Opportunities for San Francisco’s Neighborhood Commercial Districts.’

“We need to tackle commercial vacancies by implementing solutions that have the small
business at the center. Giving the business owner the ability to be creative and providing the
support to open their doors, the mayor’s proposal is a leap in the right direction,” said Stephen
Adams, President of the Small Business Commission.

“Those of us that create these small businesses often operate with very limited resources and
the cumbersome processes required are a significant drain on those resources. The permit
process, can be often times confusing with conflicting instructions from different people or
departments,” said David Quinby, owner of The Riptide. “This new initiative from Mayor
Breed is a game changer for us.”
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

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

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); JENSEN, KRISTEN (CAT); STACY, KATE (CAT)

Subject: CPC 2019 Amended Hearing Schedule

Date: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 11:20:58 AM

Attachments: 2019 - CPC Hearing Schedule Amended.pdf

Commissioners,
Attached is your amended 2019 hearing schedule.

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
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2019
San Francisco
Planning Commission

Hearing Schedule
January July
Thursday, January 3 Canceled Meeting (Holiday) Thursday, July 4 Canceled Meeting (Holiday)
Thursday, January 10 Regular Meeting Thursday, July 11 Regular Meeting
Thursday, January 17 Regular Meeting Thursday, July 18 Regular Meeting
Thursday, January 24 Regular Meeting Thursday, July 25 Regular Meeting
Thursday, January 31 Regular Meeting
February August
Thursday, February 7 Regular Meeting Thursday, August 1 Canceled Meeting (Summer Hiatus)
Thursday, February 14 Regular Meeting Thursday, August 8 Canceled Meeting (Summer Hiatus)
Thursday, February 21 Regular Meeting Thursday, August 15 Canceled Meeting (Summer Hiatus)
Thursday, February 28 Regular Meeting Thursday, August 22 Regular Meeting
Thursday, August 29 Regular Meeting
March September
Thursday, March 7 Regular Meeting Thursday, September 5 Regular Meeting
Thursday, March 14 Regular Meeting Thursday, September 12 Regular Meeting
Thursday, March 21 Regular Meeting Thursday, September 19 Regular Meeting
Thursday, March 28 Canceled Meeting (Holiday) Thursday, September 26 Regular Meeting
April October
Thursday, April 4 Regular Meeting Thursday, October 3 Regular Meeting
Thursday, April 11 Regular Meeting Thursday, October 10 Regular Meeting
Thursday, April 18 Regular Meeting Thursday, October 17 Regular Meeting
Thursday, April 25 Regular Meeting Thursday, October 24 Regular Meeting
Thursday, October 31 Canceled Meeting (5" Thursday)
May November
Thursday, May 2 Regular Meeting Thursday, November 7 Regular Meeting
Thursday, May 9 Regular Meeting Thursday, November 14 Regular Meeting
Thursday, May 16 Regular Meeting Thursday, November 21 Regular Meeting
Thursday, May 23 Regular Meeting Thursday, November 28 Canceled Meeting (Holiday)
Thursday, May 30 Canceled Meeting (5® Thursday)
June December
Thursday, June 6 Regular Meeting Thursday, December 5 Regular Meeting
Thursday, June 13 Regular Meeting Thursday, December 12 Regular Meeting
Thursday, June 20 Regular Meeting Thursday, December 19 Regular Meeting
Thursday, June 27 Regular Meeting Thursday, December 26 Canceled Meeting (Holiday)
Thursday, January 2, 2020 Canceled Meeting (Holiday)

Adopted: November 15, 2018, Amended: November 29, 2018







From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC);
planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis; Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram (andrew@tefarch.com); Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda;
Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Tribute to Mayor Edwin M. Lee 12.12.18; 8:30AM
Date: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 11:13:54 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco

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

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

From: Tugbenyoh, Mawuli (MYR)

Sent: Monday, December 10, 2018 12:17 PM
Subject: Tribute to Mayor Edwin M. Lee 12.12.18; 8:30AM

Commissioners —

Please attend a tribute to Mayor Ed Lee this Wednesday on the one year anniversary of his passing, if you are able.
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Regards,

Mawuli Tugbenyoh #t 7 %%
Mayor’s Liaison to Boards and Commissions
Office of Mayor London N. Breed



415.554.6298 | mawuli.tugbenyoh@sfgov.org
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

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

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 49 Hopkins 2017-016050CUA

Date: Friday, December 07, 2018 4:43:51 PM

Jonas P. Tonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: SchuT <schuttishtr@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Friday, December 07, 2018 4:42 PM

To: Horn, Jeffrey (CPC) <Jeffrey.Horn@sfgov.org>

Cc: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
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.

I 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.

I 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.

I 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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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

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

Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY; CTYPLN - SENIOR MANAGERS; STACY, KATE (CAT); JENSEN, KRISTEN
(CAT)

Subject: CPC Calendars for December 13, 2018

Date: Friday, December 07, 2018 2:26:39 PM

Attachments: 20181213 cal.docx

20181213 cal.pdf
CPC Hearing Results 2018.docx
Advance Calendar - 20181213.xlIsx

Commissioners,
Attached are your Calendars for December 13, 2018.

Commissioners Fong, Hillis and Richards:
Please review the hearing and materials for ltem 17, under the DR Calendar.

Commissioner Richards:
Please review the hearing and materials for Items 12 and 13, under the Regular Calendar.

Enjoy the weekend,

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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





Commission Chambers, Room 400

City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102-4689



Thursday, December 13, 2018

1:00 p.m.

Regular Meeting



Commissioners:

Rich Hillis, President

Myrna Melgar, Vice President

Rodney Fong, Milicent Johnson, Joel Koppel, 

Kathrin Moore, Dennis Richards



Commission Secretary:

Jonas P. Ionin





Hearing Materials are available at:

Website: http://www.sfplanning.org

Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor, Suite 400

Voice recorded Agenda only: (415) 558-6422





Commission Hearing Broadcasts:

Live stream: http://www.sfgovtv.org

Live, Thursdays at 1:00 p.m., Cable Channel 78

Re-broadcast, Fridays at 8:00 p.m., Cable Channel 26







Disability and language accommodations available upon request to:

 commissions.secretary@sfgov.org or (415) 558-6309 at least 48 hours in advance.







Know Your Rights Under the Sunshine Ordinance

Government's duty is to serve the public, reaching its decisions in full view of the public.  Commissions, boards, councils and other agencies of the City and County exist to conduct the people's business.  This ordinance assures that deliberations are conducted before the people and that City operations are open to the people's review.

 

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



For more information on your rights under the Sunshine Ordinance (Chapter 67 of the San Francisco Administrative Code) or to report a violation of the ordinance, contact the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force at City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244; phone (415) 554-7724; fax (415) 554-5163; or e-mail at sotf@sfgov.org.

 

Copies of the Sunshine Ordinance can be obtained from the Clerk of the Sunshine Task Force, the San Francisco Library and on the City’s website at www.sfbos.org/sunshine.

 

San Francisco Lobbyist Ordinance

Individuals and entities that influence or attempt to influence local legislative or administrative action may be required by the San Francisco Lobbyist Ordinance [SF Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code Section 21.00-2.160] to register and report lobbying activity.  For more information about the Lobbyist Ordinance, please contact the San Francisco Ethics Commission at 25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 220, San Francisco, CA 94102; phone (415) 252-3100; fax (415) 252-3112; and online http://www.sfgov.org/ethics.

 

Accessible Meeting Information

Commission hearings are held in Room 400 at City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place in San Francisco. City Hall is open to the public Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. and is accessible to persons using wheelchairs and other assistive mobility devices. Ramps are available at the Grove, Van Ness and McAllister entrances. A wheelchair lift is available at the Polk Street entrance. 



Transit: The nearest accessible BART station is Civic Center. Accessible MUNI Metro lines are the F, J, K, L, M, N, T (exit at Civic Center or Van Ness stations). MUNI bus routes also serving the area are the 5, 6, 9, 19, 21, 47, 49, 71, and 71L. For more information regarding MUNI accessible services, call (415) 701-4485 or call 311.



Parking: Accessible parking is available at the Civic Center Underground Parking Garage (McAllister and Polk), and at the Performing Arts Parking Garage (Grove and Franklin). Accessible curbside parking spaces are located all around City Hall. 



Disability Accommodations: To request assistive listening devices, real time captioning, sign language interpreters, readers, large print agendas or other accommodations, please contact the Commission Secretary at (415) 558-6309, or commissions.secretary@sfgov.org at least 48 hours in advance of the hearing to help ensure availability. 



Language Assistance: To request an interpreter for a specific item during the hearing, please contact the Commission Secretary at (415) 558-6309, or commissions.secretary@sfgov.org at least 48 hours in advance of the hearing.



Allergies: In order to assist the City in accommodating persons with severe allergies, environmental illness, multiple chemical sensitivity or related disabilities, please refrain from wearing scented products (e.g. perfume and scented lotions) to Commission hearings.



SPANISH:

Agenda para la Comisión de Planificación. Si desea asistir a la audiencia, y quisiera obtener información en Español o solicitar un aparato para asistencia auditiva, llame al 415-558-6309. Por favor llame por lo menos 48 horas de anticipación a la audiencia.



CHINESE:

規劃委員會議程。聽證會上如需要語言協助或要求輔助設備，請致電415-558-6309。請在聽證會舉行之前的至少48個小時提出要求。



TAGALOG:

Adyenda ng Komisyon ng Pagpaplano. Para sa tulong sa lengguwahe o para humiling ng Pantulong na Kagamitan para sa Pagdinig (headset), mangyari lamang na tumawag sa 415-558-6309. Mangyaring tumawag nang maaga  (kung maaari ay 48 oras) bago sa araw ng Pagdinig. 



RUSSIAN:

Повестка дня Комиссии по планированию. За помощью переводчика или за вспомогательным слуховым устройством на время слушаний обращайтесь по номеру 415-558-6309. Запросы должны делаться минимум за 48 часов до начала слушания. 





ROLL CALL:		

		President:	Rich Hillis		Vice-President:	Myrna Melgar 

		Commissioners:                	Rodney Fong, Milicent Johnson, Joel Koppel, 

			Kathrin Moore, Dennis Richards





A. CONSIDERATION OF ITEMS PROPOSED FOR CONTINUANCE



The Commission will consider a request for continuance to a later date.  The Commission may choose to continue the item to the date proposed below, to continue the item to another date, or to hear the item on this calendar.



1.	2015-011216DRP	(N. KWIATKOWSKA: (415) 575-9185)

277 JUDSON AVENUE – south side between Phelan Avenue and Edna Street; Lot 034 in Assessor’s Block 3181 (District 7) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2015.08.12.3993, proposing a rear and side expansion of all floor levels including excavation at the basement level, addition of exterior stairs, changes to the front façade, and an interior remodel including the legalization of an unpermitted dwelling unit through the addition of a an accessory dwelling unit at the lower level of the two-story residential structure within a RH-1 (Residential, House, One-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. 

Staff Analysis:  Full Discretionary Review 

Preliminary Recommendation:  Take Discretionary Review and Approve with Condition

(Proposed Continuance to January 24, 2019)



2.	2016-007303ENV	(J. POLLAK: (415) 575-8766)

5 THIRD STREET (HEARST BUILDING) – southeast corner of Market and Third streets at the Hearst Building; Lot 057 of Assessor’s Block 3707 (District 4) – Appeal of Preliminary Mitigated Negative Declaration for conversion of the existing 131,650-gross-square-foot, 13-story, 187-foot-tall Hearst Building from office use to a mixed-use hotel with ground-level retail, new event space and rooftop bar and patio. The new mixed-use building would result in an approximately 131,500 gross square foot building with up to 170 hotel rooms, 5,920 square feet of office space, and 11,393 square feet of retail space, including 422 square feet of general retail and 4,005 square feet of restaurant/bar uses. No off-street parking would be provided. The project proposes to reconfigure the curb on Stevenson Street to provide a 60-foot-long passenger loading zone. The project site is located in a C-3-O (Downtown Office) Use District and 120-X Height and Bulk District.    

Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt Findings

(Continued from Regular hearing on November 15, 2018)

(Proposed Continuance to February 14, 2019)



3.	2017-016520CUA	(M. CHRISTENSEN: (415) 575-8742)

828 ARKANSAS STREET – west side of Arkansas Street, between 22nd and 23rd Streets; lot 026 of Assessor’s Block 4162 (District 10) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 209.1, 303, and 317, proposing to demolish the existing two-story, 1,727 square foot single-family home and construct a new four-story, 4,868 square foot (39.5 foot tall from grade) residential structure containing two dwelling units within a Residential-House, Two-Family (RH-2) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

(Proposed Continuance to February 28, 2019)



B.	CONSENT CALENDAR 



All matters listed hereunder constitute a Consent Calendar, are considered to be routine by the Planning Commission, and may be acted upon by a single roll call vote of the Commission.  There will be no separate discussion of these items unless a member of the Commission, the public, or staff so requests, in which event the matter shall be removed from the Consent Calendar and considered as a separate item at this or a future hearing



4.	2015-006327CUA	(N. TRAN: (415) 575-9174)

3225 LINCOLN WAY – south side, between 33rd and 34th Avenues, Lot 048 in Assessor’s Block 1717 (District 4) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 209.1, 208 and 303 for change of use from a single-family dwelling to Religious Institution with Residential Density, Group Housing within a RH-2 (Residential – House, Two Family) District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions



C.	COMMISSION MATTERS 



5.	Consideration of Adoption:

· Draft Minutes for November 29, 2018



6.	Commission Comments/Questions

· Inquiries/Announcements.  Without discussion, at this time Commissioners may make announcements or inquiries of staff regarding various matters of interest to the Commissioner(s).

· Future Meetings/Agendas.  At this time, the Commission may discuss and take action to set the date of a Special Meeting and/or determine those items that could be placed on the agenda of the next meeting and other future meetings of the Planning Commission.


D.	DEPARTMENT MATTERS



7.	Director’s Announcements



8.	Review of Past Events at the Board of Supervisors, Board of Appeals and Historic Preservation Commission

	











E.	GENERAL PUBLIC COMMENT – 15 MINUTES



At this time, members of the public may address the Commission on items of interest to the public that are within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Commission except agenda items.  With respect to agenda items, your opportunity to address the Commission will be afforded when the item is reached in the meeting.  Each member of the public may address the Commission for up to three minutes. When the number of speakers exceed the 15-minute time limit, General Public Comment may be moved to the end of the Agenda.



F.         REGULAR CALENDAR  



The Commission Hearing Procedures provide for presentations by staff; followed by the project sponsor team; followed by public comment for and against the proposal.  Please be advised that the project sponsor team includes: the sponsor(s) or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors.



9.	2016-013551CWP	(S. EXLINE: (415) 558-6332)

EXCELSIOR & OUTER MISSION NEIGHBORHOOD STRATEGY – Informational Presentation - Staff from Planning, the Office of Economic and Workforce Development and the community will present the Excelsior and Outer Mission Neighborhood Strategy.  The Strategy is a series of goals, strategies and action items and is the culmination of the last year and a half long community planning process in the Excelsior and Outer Mission neighborhood. 

Preliminary Recommendation: None – Informational



10.	1996.0016CWP	(K. QI: (415) 575-9134)

COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY INVENTORY 2017 – Informational Presentation – The Commerce & Industry Inventory is one of the Department’s reports on the economy and land use. It contains a 10-year time-series of data for calendar years 2008-2017, including population, labor force, employment, establishments, wages, retails sales, government expenditures and revenues, and building activity. 

Preliminary Recommendation: None – Informational



11.	2015-014028ENV	(K. ZUSHI: (415) 575-9038)

3333 CALIFORNIA STREET MIXED-USE PROJECT – located on the south side of California Street between Laurel Street and Presidio Avenue, Lot 003 in Assessor’s Block 1032 (District 2) - Draft Environmental Impact Report. The project would redevelop the 10.25-acre site currently occupied by the University of California San Francisco Laurel Heights Campus with a total of fifteen residential and mixed-use buildings. The project would demolish the existing one-story, 14,000-gross-square-foot (gsf) annex building and surface parking lots; construct thirteen new buildings, ranging in height from 37 to 45 feet, along the perimeter of the site; and partially demolish the existing four-story, 455,000-gsf office building, which is a historic resource for the purpose of CEQA. The project would include rooftop additions to the existing office building, and it would be adapted as two separate residential buildings, ranging in height from 80 to 92 feet. The project would provide 558 dwelling units; 49,999 gsf of office space; 54,117 gsf of retail space; a 14,690-gsf child care center; 896 parking spaces; 693 bicycle parking spaces; and 236,000 sf of open areas. Parking would be provided in four below-grade parking garages and six individual, two-car parking garages. A project variant that would increase the height of one of the proposed buildings to approximately 67 feet and replace the proposed office space in it with 186 residential units (for a total of 744 dwelling units) is also being considered. The project site is located in a Residential-Mixed, Low Density (RM-1) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The project sponsor proposes to create a new Special Use District (SUD) to allow for the proposed development at the project site.

Preliminary Recommendation: Review and Comment 



12.	2018-006212CUA	(A. LINDSAY: (415) 575-9178)

145 LAUREL STREET – northwest corner of the Laurel Street and Washington Street intersection, Lot 003 of Assessor’s Block 0986 (District 1) - Request for a Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 209.1 and 303(c), to install a permanent rooftop AT&T Mobility Macro Wireless Telecommunications Facility which consists of installation of (4) FRP enclosures; (16) panel antennas; (24) RRH’s, (1) GPS antenna; (6) surge suppressors; coax cable trays from equipment area to antennas; additional equipment proposed at ground level will not be visible from public views; FRP screens will be painted white to match existing rooftop penthouse as part of the AT&T Mobility Telecommunications Network. The subject property is located within a RH-1 (Residential – House, One Family), and 40-X Height and Bulk Districts.

Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions

(Continued from Regular hearing on November 29, 2018)

Note: On November 29, 2018, after being pulled off Consent, hearing and closing public comment, continued to December 13, 2018 by a vote of +5 -1 (Koppel against; Richards absent).



13.	2018-006127CUA	(D. WEISSGLASS: (415) 575-9177)

201 19TH AVENUE – southwest corner of the California Street and 19th Avenue, Lot 001 of Assessor’s Block 1414 (District 1) - Request for a Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code sections 186, 209.2, 303, and 710 to allow a change of use from an existing grocery store to a restaurant in a Limited Commercial Use space within a RM-1 (Residential – Mixed, Low Density) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The Project also includes the removal of the white signage band obscuring the second-story windows, and the removal of all paint and other features obscuring the transparency of the second-story windows. This project was reviewed under the Community Business Priority Processing Program (CB3P). This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation:  Disapprove

(Continued from Regular hearing on November 29, 2018)

Note: On November 29, 2018, adopted a Motion of Intent to Deny, continued to December 13, 2018 by a vote of +4 -2 (Fong and Koppel against; Richards absent).



14.	2018-012576CUA	(D. WEISSGLASS: (415) 575-9177)

1769 LOMBARD STREET – south side of Lombard Street between Laguna and Octavia Streets; Lot 027 of Assessor’s Block 0506 (District 2) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 712 to authorize an existing Kennel use (d.b.a. “The Grateful Dog”) within a NC-3 (Neighborhood Commercial, Moderate Scale) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The Project also includes the addition of two wood double-hung windows at the front façade. The project was reviewed under the Community Business Priority Processing Program (CB3P). This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions



15.	2018-008372CUA	(V. FLORES: (415) 575-9173)

1123-1127 FOLSOM STREET – at Langton Street; Lot 100 of Assessor’s Block 3755 (District 6) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303, 145.2, and 757 to establish and legalize an outdoor activity area (measuring approximately 728 square feet) in the rear of two existing bar uses (d.b.a. Trademark & Copyright) within the Folsom Street NCT (Neighborhood Commercial Transit District) and 65-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions



16.	2017-016050CUA	(J. HORN: (415) 575-6925)

49 HOPKINS AVENUE – located at the southeast corner of the intersection of Hopkins Avenue and Burnett Avenue; Lot 042 in Assessor’s Block 2799 (District 8) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 317 to legalize the tantamount to demolition of a single-family home within a RH-1 (Residential House, One-Family) Zoning and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions and Modifications 

(Continued from Regular hearing on December 6, 2018)



G. [bookmark: OLE_LINK2][bookmark: OLE_LINK1]DISCRETIONARY REVIEW CALENDAR  



The Commission Discretionary Review Hearing Procedures provide for presentations by staff; followed by the DR requestor team; followed by public comment opposed to the project; followed by the project sponsor team; followed by public comment in support of the project.  Please be advised that the DR requestor and project sponsor teams include: the DR requestor and sponsor or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors.



17.	2017-009996DRP	(D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)

434-436 20TH AVENUE – between Geary and Anza; Lot 036 in Assessor’s Block 1525 (District 1) - Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2017.0713.1765, for construction of a one-story vertical addition and an 18’ deep horizontal addition to an existing 3-story two-family house within a RM-1 (Residential - Mixed, Low Density) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District.  This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation:  Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve

(Continued from Regular hearing on October 18, 2018)

Note: On October 18, 2018, after hearing and closing public comment, continued to December 13, 2018  with direction from the CPC by a vote of +4 -0 (Fong, Hillis, and Richards absent).







18a.	2018-006138DRP-03	(D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)

[bookmark: _GoBack]2831 PIERCE STREET – between Union & Green St.; Lot 001H in Assessor’s Block 0537 (District 2) - Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2018.0426.7450 For construction of a 4th story vertical addition, a 3-story horizontal rear addition, and a 5’ vertical extension to the front façade within a RH-3 (Residential-House, Three-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District.  This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation:  Take Discretionary Review and Approve with Conditions



18b.	2018-006138VAR	(D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)

2831 PIERCE STREET - between Union & Green St.; Lot 001H in Assessor’s Block 0537 (District 2) - Request for a Variance from the front setback requirements of Planning Code Section 132 to permit a 5’ vertical extension to the front façade within a RH-3 (Residential-House, Three-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District.  



ADJOURNMENT


Privacy Policy

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



Hearing Procedures

The Planning Commission holds public hearings regularly, on most Thursdays. The full hearing schedule for the calendar year and the Commission Rules & Regulations may be found online at: www.sfplanning.org. 



Public Comments: Persons attending a hearing may comment on any scheduled item. 

· When speaking before the Commission in City Hall, Room 400, please note the timer indicating how much time remains.  Speakers will hear two alarms.  The first soft sound indicates the speaker has 30 seconds remaining.  The second louder sound indicates that the speaker’s opportunity to address the Commission has ended.



Sound-Producing Devices Prohibited: The ringing of and use of mobile phones and other sound-producing electronic devices are prohibited at this meeting. Please be advised that the Chair may order the removal of any person(s) responsible for the ringing or use of a mobile phone, pager, or other similar sound-producing electronic devices (67A.1 Sunshine Ordinance: Prohibiting the use of cell phones, pagers and similar sound-producing electronic devices at and during public meetings).



For most cases (CU’s, PUD’s, 309’s, etc…) that are considered by the Planning Commission, after being introduced by the Commission Secretary, shall be considered by the Commission in the following order:



1. A thorough description of the issue(s) by the Director or a member of the staff.

2. A presentation of the proposal by the Project Sponsor(s) team (includes sponsor or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors) would be for a period not to exceed 10 minutes, unless a written request for extension not to exceed a total presentation time of 15 minutes is received at least 72 hours in advance of the hearing, through the Commission Secretary, and granted by the President or Chair.

3. A presentation of opposition to the proposal by organized opposition for a period not to exceed 10 minutes (or a period equal to that provided to the project sponsor team) with a minimum of three (3) speakers.  The intent of the 10 min block of time provided to organized opposition is to reduce the number of overall speakers who are part of the organized opposition.  The requestor should advise the group that the Commission would expect the organized presentation to represent their testimony, if granted.  Organized opposition will be recognized only upon written application at least 72 hours in advance of the hearing, through the Commission Secretary, the President or Chair.  Such application should identify the organization(s) and speakers.

4. Public testimony from proponents of the proposal:  An individual may speak for a period not to exceed three (3) minutes.

5. Public testimony from opponents of the proposal:  An individual may speak for a period not to exceed three (3) minutes.

6. Director’s preliminary recommendation must be prepared in writing.

7. Action by the Commission on the matter before it.

8. In public hearings on Draft Environmental Impact Reports, all speakers will be limited to a period not to exceed three (3) minutes.

9. The President (or Acting Chair) may impose time limits on appearances by members of the public and may otherwise exercise his or her discretion on procedures for the conduct of public hearings.

10. Public comment portion of the hearing shall be closed and deliberation amongst the Commissioners shall be opened by the Chair;

11. A motion to approve; approve with conditions; approve with amendments and/or modifications; disapprove; or continue to another hearing date, if seconded, shall be voted on by the Commission.



Every Official Act taken by the Commission must be adopted by a majority vote of all members of the Commission, a minimum of four (4) votes.  A failed motion results in the disapproval of the requested action, unless a subsequent motion is adopted. Any Procedural Matter, such as a continuance, may be adopted by a majority vote of members present, as long as the members present constitute a quorum (four (4) members of the Commission).



For Discretionary Review cases that are considered by the Planning Commission, after being introduced by the Commission Secretary, shall be considered by the Commission in the following order:



1. A thorough description of the issue by the Director or a member of the staff.

2. A presentation by the DR Requestor(s) team (includes Requestor(s) or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors) would be for a period not to exceed five (5) minutes for each requestor.

3. Testimony by members of the public in support of the DR would be up to three (3) minutes each.

4. A presentation by the Project Sponsor(s) team (includes Sponsor(s) or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors) would be for a period up to five (5) minutes, but could be extended for a period not to exceed 10 minutes if there are multiple DR requestors.

5. Testimony by members of the public in support of the project would be up to three (3) minutes each.

6. DR requestor(s) or their designees are given two (2) minutes for rebuttal.

7. Project sponsor(s) or their designees are given two (2) minutes for rebuttal.

8. The President (or Acting Chair) may impose time limits on appearances by members of the public and may otherwise exercise his or her discretion on procedures for the conduct of public hearings.



The Commission must Take DR in order to disapprove or modify a building permit application that is before them under Discretionary Review.  A failed motion to Take DR results in a Project that is approved as proposed.



Hearing Materials

Advance Submissions: To allow Commissioners the opportunity to review material in advance of a hearing, materials must be received by the Planning Department eight (8) days prior to the scheduled public hearing.  All submission packages must be delivered to1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, by 5:00 p.m. and should include fifteen (15) hardcopies and a .pdf copy must be provided to the staff planner. Correspondence submitted to the Planning Commission after eight days in advance of a hearing must be received by the Commission Secretary no later than the close of business the day before a hearing for it to become a part of the public record for any public hearing. 



Correspondence submitted to the Planning Commission on the same day, must be submitted at the hearing directly to the Planning Commission Secretary. Please provide ten (10) copies for distribution. Correspondence submitted in any other fashion on the same day may not become a part of the public record until the following hearing.



Correspondence sent directly to all members of the Commission, must include a copy to the Commission Secretary (commissions.secretary@sfgov.org) for it to become a part of the public record.



These submittal rules and deadlines shall be strictly enforced and no exceptions shall be made without a vote of the Commission.



Persons unable to attend a hearing may submit written comments regarding a scheduled item to: Planning Commission, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA  94103-2414.  Written comments received by the close of the business day prior to the hearing will be brought to the attention of the Planning Commission and made part of the official record.  



Appeals

The following is a summary of appeal rights associated with the various actions that may be taken at a Planning Commission hearing.



		Case Type

		Case Suffix

		Appeal Period*

		Appeal Body



		Office Allocation

		OFA (B)

		15 calendar days

		Board of Appeals**



		Conditional Use Authorization and Planned Unit Development

		CUA (C)

		30 calendar days

		Board of Supervisors



		Building Permit Application (Discretionary Review)

		DRP/DRM (D)

		15 calendar days

		Board of Appeals



		EIR Certification

		ENV (E)

		30 calendar days

		Board of Supervisors



		Coastal Zone Permit

		CTZ (P)

		15 calendar days

		Board of Appeals



		Planning Code Amendments by Application

		PCA (T)

		30 calendar days

		Board of Supervisors



		Variance (Zoning Administrator action)

		VAR (V)

		10 calendar days

		Board of Appeals



		Large Project Authorization in Eastern Neighborhoods 

		LPA (X)

		15 calendar days

		Board of Appeals



		Permit Review in C-3 Districts, Downtown Residential Districts

		DNX (X)

		15-calendar days

		Board of Appeals



		Zoning Map Change by Application

		MAP (Z)

		30 calendar days

		Board of Supervisors







* Appeals of Planning Commission decisions on Building Permit Applications (Discretionary Review) must be made within 15 days of the date the building permit is issued/denied by the Department of Building Inspection (not from the date of the Planning Commission hearing).  Appeals of Zoning Administrator decisions on Variances must be made within 10 days from the issuance of the decision letter.



**An appeal of a Certificate of Appropriateness or Permit to Alter/Demolish may be made to the Board of Supervisors if the project requires Board of Supervisors approval or if the project is associated with a Conditional Use Authorization appeal.  An appeal of an Office Allocation may be made to the Board of Supervisors if the project requires a Conditional Use Authorization.



For more information regarding the Board of Appeals process, please contact the Board of Appeals at (415) 575-6880.  For more information regarding the Board of Supervisors process, please contact the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors at (415) 554-5184 or board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org. 



An appeal of the approval (or denial) of a 100% Affordable Housing Bonus Program application may be made to the Board of Supervisors within 30 calendar days after the date of action by the Planning Commission pursuant to the provisions of Sections 328(g)(5) and 308.1(b). Appeals must be submitted in person at the Board’s office at 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244. For further information about appeals to the Board of Supervisors, including current fees, contact the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors at (415) 554-5184. 



An appeal of the approval (or denial) of a building permit application issued (or denied) pursuant to a 100% Affordable Housing Bonus Program application by the Planning Commission or the Board of Supervisors may be made to the Board of Appeals within 15 calendar days after the building permit is issued (or denied) by the Director of the Department of Building Inspection. Appeals must be submitted in person at the Board's office at 1650 Mission Street, 3rd Floor, Room 304. For further information about appeals to the Board of Appeals, including current fees, contact the Board of Appeals at (415) 575-6880. 



Challenges

Pursuant to Government Code Section 65009, if you challenge, in court, (1) the adoption or amendment of a general plan, (2) the adoption or amendment of a zoning ordinance, (3) the adoption or amendment of any regulation attached to a specific plan, (4) the adoption, amendment or modification of a development agreement, or (5) the approval of a variance, conditional-use authorization, or any permit, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at the public hearing described in this notice, or in written correspondence delivered to the Planning Commission, at, or prior to, the public hearing.



CEQA Appeal Rights under Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code

If the Commission’s action on a project constitutes the Approval Action for that project (as defined in S.F. Administrative Code Chapter 31, as amended, Board of Supervisors Ordinance Number 161-13), then the CEQA determination prepared in support of that Approval Action is thereafter subject to appeal within the time frame specified in S.F. Administrative Code Section 31.16.  This appeal is separate from and in addition to an appeal of an action on a project.  Typically, an appeal must be filed within 30 calendar days of the Approval Action for a project that has received an exemption or negative declaration pursuant to CEQA.  For information on filing an appeal under Chapter 31, contact the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors at City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244, San Francisco, CA 94102, or call (415) 554-5184.  If the Department’s Environmental Review Officer has deemed a project to be exempt from further environmental review, an exemption determination has been prepared and can be obtained on-line at http://www.sf-planning.org/index.aspx?page=3447. Under CEQA, in a later court challenge, a litigant may be limited to raising only those issues previously raised at a hearing on the project or in written correspondence delivered to the Board of Supervisors, Planning Commission, Planning Department or other City board, commission or department at, or prior to, such hearing, or as part of the appeal hearing process on the CEQA decision.



Protest of Fee or Exaction

You may protest any fee or exaction subject to Government Code Section 66000 imposed as a condition of approval in accordance with Government Code Section 66020.  The protest must satisfy the requirements of Government Code Section 66020(a) and must be filed within 90 days of the date of the first approval or conditional approval of the development referencing the challenged fee or exaction.  For purposes of Government Code Section 66020, the date of imposition of the fee shall be the date of the earliest discretionary approval by the City of the subject development.   



The Planning Commission’s approval or conditional approval of the development subject to the challenged fee or exaction as expressed in its Motion, Resolution, or Discretionary Review Action or the Zoning Administrator’s Variance Decision Letter will serve as Notice that the 90-day protest period under Government Code Section 66020 has begun.
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Know Your Rights Under the Sunshine Ordinance

Government's duty is to serve the public, reaching its decisions in full view of the public. Commissions, boards, councils and other agencies of the
City and County exist to conduct the people's business. This ordinance assures that deliberations are conducted before the people and that City
operations are open to the people's review.

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

For more information on your rights under the Sunshine Ordinance (Chapter 67 of the San Francisco Administrative Code) or to report a violation of
the ordinance, contact the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force at City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244; phone (415) 554-7724; fax (415)
554-5163; or e-mail at sotf@sfgov.org.

Copies of the Sunshine Ordinance can be obtained from the Clerk of the Sunshine Task Force, the San Francisco Library and on the City’s website at
www.sfbos.org/sunshine.

San Francisco Lobbyist Ordinance
Individuals and entities that influence or attempt to influence local legislative or administrative action may be required by the San Francisco Lobbyist

Ordinance [SF Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code Section 21.00-2.160] to register and report lobbying activity. For more information about
the Lobbyist Ordinance, please contact the San Francisco Ethics Commission at 25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 220, San Francisco, CA 94102; phone (415)
252-3100; fax (415) 252-3112; and online http://www.sfgov.org/ethics.

Accessible Meeting Information

Commission hearings are held in Room 400 at City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place in San Francisco. City Hall is open to the public Monday
through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. and is accessible to persons using wheelchairs and other assistive mobility devices. Ramps are available at
the Grove, Van Ness and McAllister entrances. A wheelchair lift is available at the Polk Street entrance.

Transit: The nearest accessible BART station is Civic Center. Accessible MUNI Metro lines are the F, J, K, L, M, N, T (exit at Civic Center or Van Ness
stations). MUNI bus routes also serving the area are the 5, 6,9, 19, 21, 47, 49, 71, and 71L. For more information regarding MUNI accessible services,
call (415) 701-4485 or call 311.

Parking: Accessible parking is available at the Civic Center Underground Parking Garage (McAllister and Polk), and at the Performing Arts Parking
Garage (Grove and Franklin). Accessible curbside parking spaces are located all around City Hall.

Disability Accommodations: To request assistive listening devices, real time captioning, sign language interpreters, readers, large print agendas or
other accommodations, please contact the Commission Secretary at (415) 558-6309, or commissions.secretary@sfgov.org at least 48 hours in
advance of the hearing to help ensure availability.

Language Assistance: To request an interpreter for a specific item during the hearing, please contact the Commission Secretary at (415) 558-6309, or
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org at least 48 hours in advance of the hearing.

Allergies: In order to assist the City in accommodating persons with severe allergies, environmental illness, multiple chemical sensitivity or related
disabilities, please refrain from wearing scented products (e.g. perfume and scented lotions) to Commission hearings.

SPANISH:
Agenda para la Comisién de Planificacién. Si desea asistir a la audiencia, y quisiera obtener informacion en Espafol o solicitar un aparato para
asistencia auditiva, llame al 415-558-6309. Por favor llame por lo menos 48 horas de anticipacion a la audiencia.

CHINESE:
MEZE B gaife . e BT S B e R B M, FEFE415-558-6309. (LM € BRAT A 1 2 /D481 Ny 2

TAGALOG:
Adyenda ng Komisyon ng Pagpaplano. Para sa tulong sa lengguwahe o para humiling ng Pantulong na Kagamitan para sa Pagdinig (headset),
mangyari lamang na tumawag sa 415-558-6309. Mangyaring tumawag nang maaga (kung maaari ay 48 oras) bago sa araw ng Pagdinig.

RUSSIAN:

lMoBecTka AHst Kommccrm no nnaHnpoBaHuio. 3a NOMOLLbIO NepEeBOAYMKa UITN 3@ BCMIOMOraTelbHbIM CITyXOBbIM YCTPONCTBOM
Ha BpeMsi CryLlaHui obpallartechk No Homepy 415-558-6309. 3anpockl AOMKHbI AenaTbCsa MUHUMYM 3a 48 YacoB [0 Havana
crywaHus.
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San Francisco Planning Commission Thursday, December 13,2018

ROLL CALL:

President: Rich Hillis
Vice-President: Myrna Melgar
Commissioners: Rodney Fong, Milicent Johnson, Joel Koppel,

Kathrin Moore, Dennis Richards

A. CONSIDERATION OF ITEMS PROPOSED FOR CONTINUANCE

The Commission will consider a request for continuance to a later date. The Commission may
choose to continue the item to the date proposed below, to continue the item to another date, or
to hear the item on this calendar.

1.

2015-011216DRP (N. KWIATKOWSKA: (415) 575-9185)
277 JUDSON AVENUE - south side between Phelan Avenue and Edna Street; Lot 034 in
Assessor’s Block 3181 (District 7) — Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit
Application No. 2015.08.12.3993, proposing a rear and side expansion of all floor levels
including excavation at the basement level, addition of exterior stairs, changes to the front
facade, and an interior remodel including the legalization of an unpermitted dwelling unit
through the addition of a an accessory dwelling unit at the lower level of the two-story
residential structure within a RH-1 (Residential, House, One-Family) Zoning District and 40-
X Height and Bulk District.

Staff Analysis: Full Discretionary Review

Preliminary Recommendation: Take Discretionary Review and Approve with Condition
(Proposed Continuance to January 24, 2019)

2016-007303ENV (J. POLLAK: (415) 575-8766)
5 THIRD STREET (HEARST BUILDING) - southeast corner of Market and Third streets at the
Hearst Building; Lot 057 of Assessor’s Block 3707 (District 4) — Appeal of Preliminary
Mitigated Negative Declaration for conversion of the existing 131,650-gross-square-foot,
13-story, 187-foot-tall Hearst Building from office use to a mixed-use hotel with ground-
level retail, new event space and rooftop bar and patio. The new mixed-use building would
result in an approximately 131,500 gross square foot building with up to 170 hotel rooms,
5,920 square feet of office space, and 11,393 square feet of retail space, including 422
square feet of general retail and 4,005 square feet of restaurant/bar uses. No off-street
parking would be provided. The project proposes to reconfigure the curb on Stevenson
Street to provide a 60-foot-long passenger loading zone. The project site is located in a C-
3-0 (Downtown Office) Use District and 120-X Height and Bulk District.

Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt Findings

(Continued from Regular hearing on November 15, 2018)

(Proposed Continuance to February 14,2019)

2017-016520CUA (M. CHRISTENSEN: (415) 575-8742)
828 ARKANSAS STREET — west side of Arkansas Street, between 227 and 23rd Streets; lot
026 of Assessor’s Block 4162 (District 10) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization
pursuant to Planning Code Sections 209.1, 303, and 317, proposing to demolish the
existing two-story, 1,727 square foot single-family home and construct a new four-story,
4,868 square foot (39.5 foot tall from grade) residential structure containing two dwelling
units within a Residential-House, Two-Family (RH-2) Zoning District and 40-X Height and

Notice of Hearing & Agenda Page 30f 11






San Francisco Planning Commission Thursday, December 13,2018

Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of
CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

(Proposed Continuance to February 28,2019)

B. CONSENT CALENDAR

All matters listed hereunder constitute a Consent Calendar, are considered to be routine by the
Planning Commission, and may be acted upon by a single roll call vote of the Commission. There
will be no separate discussion of these items unless a member of the Commission, the public, or
staff so requests, in which event the matter shall be removed from the Consent Calendar and
considered as a separate item at this or a future hearing

4, 2015-006327CUA (N. TRAN: (415) 575-9174)
3225 LINCOLN WAY - south side, between 33rd and 34th Avenues, Lot 048 in Assessor’s
Block 1717 (District 4) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning
Code Sections 209.1, 208 and 303 for change of use from a single-family dwelling to
Religious Institution with Residential Density, Group Housing within a RH-2 (Residential -
House, Two Family) District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the
Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco
Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

C COMMISSION MATTERS

5. Consideration of Adoption:
e Draft Minutes for November 29, 2018

6. Commission Comments/Questions

¢ Inquiries/Announcements. Without discussion, at this time Commissioners may
make announcements or inquiries of staff regarding various matters of interest to
the Commissioner(s).

e Future Meetings/Agendas. At this time, the Commission may discuss and take
action to set the date of a Special Meeting and/or determine those items that
could be placed on the agenda of the next meeting and other future meetings of
the Planning Commission.

D. DEPARTMENT MATTERS
7. Director’s Announcements

8. Review of Past Events at the Board of Supervisors, Board of Appeals and Historic
Preservation Commission
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E.

GENERAL PUBLIC COMMENT - 15 MINUTES

At this time, members of the public may address the Commission on items of interest to the public
that are within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Commission except agenda items. With
respect to agenda items, your opportunity to address the Commission will be afforded when the
item is reached in the meeting. Each member of the public may address the Commission for up to
three minutes. When the number of speakers exceed the 15-minute time limit, General Public
Comment may be moved to the end of the Agenda.

REGULAR CALENDAR

The Commission Hearing Procedures provide for presentations by staff; followed by the project
sponsor team; followed by public comment for and against the proposal. Please be advised that
the project sponsor team includes: the sponsor(s) or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers,
expediters, and/or other advisors.

9. 2016-013551CWP (S. EXLINE: (415) 558-6332)
EXCELSIOR & OUTER MISSION NEIGHBORHOOD STRATEGY - Informational Presentation -
Staff from Planning, the Office of Economic and Workforce Development and the
community will present the Excelsior and Outer Mission Neighborhood Strategy. The
Strategy is a series of goals, strategies and action items and is the culmination of the last
year and a half long community planning process in the Excelsior and Outer Mission
neighborhood.
Preliminary Recommendation: None — Informational

10. 1996.0016CWP (K.Ql: (415) 575-9134)
COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY INVENTORY 2017 - Informational Presentation — The
Commerce & Industry Inventory is one of the Department’s reports on the economy and
land use. It contains a 10-year time-series of data for calendar years 2008-2017, including
population, labor force, employment, establishments, wages, retails sales, government
expenditures and revenues, and building activity.

Preliminary Recommendation: None — Informational

11. 2015-014028ENV (K. ZUSHI: (415) 575-9038)
3333 CALIFORNIA STREET MIXED-USE PROJECT - located on the south side of California
Street between Laurel Street and Presidio Avenue, Lot 003 in Assessor's Block 1032
(District 2) - Draft Environmental Impact Report. The project would redevelop the 10.25-
acre site currently occupied by the University of California San Francisco Laurel Heights
Campus with a total of fifteen residential and mixed-use buildings. The project would
demolish the existing one-story, 14,000-gross-square-foot (gsf) annex building and surface
parking lots; construct thirteen new buildings, ranging in height from 37 to 45 feet, along
the perimeter of the site; and partially demolish the existing four-story, 455,000-gsf office
building, which is a historic resource for the purpose of CEQA. The project would include
rooftop additions to the existing office building, and it would be adapted as two separate
residential buildings, ranging in height from 80 to 92 feet. The project would provide 558
dwelling units; 49,999 gsf of office space; 54,117 gsf of retail space; a 14,690-gsf child care
center; 896 parking spaces; 693 bicycle parking spaces; and 236,000 sf of open areas.
Parking would be provided in four below-grade parking garages and six individual, two-
car parking garages. A project variant that would increase the height of one of the
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12.

13.

14.

proposed buildings to approximately 67 feet and replace the proposed office space in it
with 186 residential units (for a total of 744 dwelling units) is also being considered. The
project site is located in a Residential-Mixed, Low Density (RM-1) Zoning District and 40-X
Height and Bulk District. The project sponsor proposes to create a new Special Use District
(SUD) to allow for the proposed development at the project site.

Preliminary Recommendation: Review and Comment

2018-006212CUA (A. LINDSAY: (415) 575-9178)
145 LAUREL STREET - northwest corner of the Laurel Street and Washington Street
intersection, Lot 003 of Assessor’s Block 0986 (District 1) - Request for a Conditional Use
Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 209.1 and 303(c), to install a permanent
rooftop AT&T Mobility Macro Wireless Telecommunications Facility which consists of
installation of (4) FRP enclosures; (16) panel antennas; (24) RRH's, (1) GPS antenna; (6)
surge suppressors; coax cable trays from equipment area to antennas; additional
equipment proposed at ground level will not be visible from public views; FRP screens will
be painted white to match existing rooftop penthouse as part of the AT&T Mobility
Telecommunications Network. The subject property is located within a RH-1 (Residential —
House, One Family), and 40-X Height and Bulk Districts.

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

(Continued from Regular hearing on November 29, 2018)

Note: On November 29, 2018, after being pulled off Consent, hearing and closing public
comment, continued to December 13, 2018 by a vote of +5 -1 (Koppel against; Richards
absent).

2018-006127CUA (D. WEISSGLASS: (415) 575-9177)
201 19™ AVENUE - southwest corner of the California Street and 19t Avenue, Lot 001 of
Assessor’s Block 1414 (District 1) - Request for a Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to
Planning Code sections 186, 209.2, 303, and 710 to allow a change of use from an existing
grocery store to a restaurant in a Limited Commercial Use space within a RM-1 (Residential
— Mixed, Low Density) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The Project also
includes the removal of the white signage band obscuring the second-story windows, and
the removal of all paint and other features obscuring the transparency of the second-story
windows. This project was reviewed under the Community Business Priority Processing
Program (CB3P). This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the
purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).
Preliminary Recommendation: Disapprove

(Continued from Regular hearing on November 29, 2018)

Note: On November 29, 2018, adopted a Motion of Intent to Deny, continued to December
13,2018 by a vote of +4 -2 (Fong and Koppel against; Richards absent).

2018-012576CUA (D. WEISSGLASS: (415) 575-9177)
1769 LOMBARD STREET — south side of Lombard Street between Laguna and Octavia
Streets; Lot 027 of Assessor’s Block 0506 (District 2) — Request for Conditional Use
Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 712 to authorize an existing
Kennel use (d.b.a. “The Grateful Dog”) within a NC-3 (Neighborhood Commercial,
Moderate Scale) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The Project also includes
the addition of two wood double-hung windows at the front facade. The project was
reviewed under the Community Business Priority Processing Program (CB3P). This action
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15.

16.

constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San
Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

2018-008372CUA (V. FLORES: (415) 575-9173)
1123-1127 FOLSOM STREET - at Langton Street; Lot 100 of Assessor’s Block 3755 (District
6) — Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303,
145.2, and 757 to establish and legalize an outdoor activity area (measuring approximately
728 square feet) in the rear of two existing bar uses (d.b.a. Trademark & Copyright) within
the Folsom Street NCT (Neighborhood Commercial Transit District) and 65-X Height and
Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of
CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

2017-016050CUA (J. HORN: (415) 575-6925)
49 HOPKINS AVENUE - located at the southeast corner of the intersection of Hopkins
Avenue and Burnett Avenue; Lot 042 in Assessor’s Block 2799 (District 8) — Request for
Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 317 to legalize
the tantamount to demolition of a single-family home within a RH-1 (Residential House,
One-Family) Zoning and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval
Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative
Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions and Modifications

(Continued from Regular hearing on December 6, 2018)

G. DISCRETIONARY REVIEW CALENDAR

The Commission Discretionary Review Hearing Procedures provide for presentations by staff;
followed by the DR requestor team; followed by public comment opposed to the project; followed
by the project sponsor team; followed by public comment in support of the project. Please be
advised that the DR requestor and project sponsor teams include: the DR requestor and sponsor or
their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors.

17.

2017-009996DRP (D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)
434-436 20™ AVENUE - between Geary and Anza; Lot 036 in Assessor’s Block 1525 (District
1) - Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2017.0713.1765,
for construction of a one-story vertical addition and an 18’ deep horizontal addition to an
existing 3-story two-family house within a RM-1 (Residential - Mixed, Low Density) Zoning
District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for
the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code
Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve

(Continued from Regular hearing on October 18, 2018)

Note: On October 18, 2018, after hearing and closing public comment, continued to
December 13, 2018 with direction from the CPC by a vote of +4 -0 (Fong, Hillis, and
Richards absent).
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18a.

18b.

ADJOURNMENT

2018-006138DRP-03 (D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)
2831 PIERCE STREET - between Union & Green St.; Lot 001H in Assessor’s Block 0537
(District 2) - Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No.
2018.0426.7450 For construction of a 4th story vertical addition, a 3-story horizontal rear
addition, and a 5’ vertical extension to the front facade within a RH-3 (Residential-House,
Three-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the
Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco
Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Take Discretionary Review and Approve with Conditions

2018-006138VAR (D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)
2831 PIERCE STREET - between Union & Green St.; Lot 001H in Assessor’s Block 0537 (District 2) -
Request for a Variance from the front setback requirements of Planning Code Section 132 to permit
a 5’ vertical extension to the front facade within a RH-3 (Residential-House, Three-Family) Zoning
District and 40-X Height and Bulk District.
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Privacy Policy

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

Hearing Procedures
The Planning Commission holds public hearings regularly, on most Thursdays. The full hearing schedule for the calendar year

and the Commission Rules & Regulations may be found online at: www.sfplanning.org.

Public Comments: Persons attending a hearing may comment on any scheduled item.
¢+ When speaking before the Commission in City Hall, Room 400, please note the timer indicating how much time remains.
Speakers will hear two alarms. The first soft sound indicates the speaker has 30 seconds remaining. The second louder

sound indicates that the speaker’s opportunity to address the Commission has ended.

Sound-Producing Devices Prohibited: The ringing of and use of mobile phones and other sound-producing electronic devices are
prohibited at this meeting. Please be advised that the Chair may order the removal of any person(s) responsible for the ringing or
use of a mobile phone, pager, or other similar sound-producing electronic devices (67A.7 Sunshine Ordinance: Prohibiting the use
of cell phones, pagers and similar sound-producing electronic devices at and during public meetings).

For most cases (CU’s, PUD’s, 309’s, etc...) that are considered by the Planning Commission, after being introduced by the
Commission Secretary, shall be considered by the Commission in the following order:

1. Athorough description of the issue(s) by the Director or a member of the staff.

2. A presentation of the proposal by the Project Sponsor(s) team (includes sponsor or their designee, lawyers, architects,
engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors) would be for a period not to exceed 10 minutes, unless a written request
for extension not to exceed a total presentation time of 15 minutes is received at least 72 hours in advance of the
hearing, through the Commission Secretary, and granted by the President or Chair.

3. A presentation of opposition to the proposal by organized opposition for a period not to exceed 10 minutes (or a
period equal to that provided to the project sponsor team) with a minimum of three (3) speakers. The intent of the 10
min block of time provided to organized opposition is to reduce the number of overall speakers who are part of the
organized opposition. The requestor should advise the group that the Commission would expect the organized
presentation to represent their testimony, if granted. Organized opposition will be recognized only upon written
application at least 72 hours in advance of the hearing, through the Commission Secretary, the President or Chair.
Such application should identify the organization(s) and speakers.

4. Public testimony from proponents of the proposal: An individual may speak for a period not to exceed three (3)
minutes.

5. Public testimony from opponents of the proposal: An individual may speak for a period not to exceed three (3)
minutes.

6. Director’s preliminary recommendation must be prepared in writing.

7. Action by the Commission on the matter before it.

8. In public hearings on Draft Environmental Impact Reports, all speakers will be limited to a period not to exceed three
(3) minutes.

9. The President (or Acting Chair) may impose time limits on appearances by members of the public and may otherwise
exercise his or her discretion on procedures for the conduct of public hearings.

10. Public comment portion of the hearing shall be closed and deliberation amongst the Commissioners shall be opened
by the Chair;

11. A motion to approve; approve with conditions; approve with amendments and/or modifications; disapprove; or
continue to another hearing date, if seconded, shall be voted on by the Commission.

Every Official Act taken by the Commission must be adopted by a majority vote of all members of the Commission, a minimum of
four (4) votes. A failed motion results in the disapproval of the requested action, unless a subsequent motion is adopted. Any
Procedural Matter, such as a continuance, may be adopted by a majority vote of members present, as long as the members
present constitute a quorum (four (4) members of the Commission).

For Discretionary Review cases that are considered by the Planning Commission, after being introduced by the Commission
Secretary, shall be considered by the Commission in the following order:

1. Athorough description of the issue by the Director or a member of the staff.
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2. A presentation by the DR Requestor(s) team (includes Requestor(s) or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers,
expediters, and/or other advisors) would be for a period not to exceed five (5) minutes for each requestor.

3. Testimony by members of the publicin support of the DR would be up to three (3) minutes each.

A presentation by the Project Sponsor(s) team (includes Sponsor(s) or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers,

expediters, and/or other advisors) would be for a period up to five (5) minutes, but could be extended for a period not

to exceed 10 minutes if there are multiple DR requestors.

Testimony by members of the public in support of the project would be up to three (3) minutes each.

DR requestor(s) or their designees are given two (2) minutes for rebuttal.

Project sponsor(s) or their designees are given two (2) minutes for rebuttal.

The President (or Acting Chair) may impose time limits on appearances by members of the public and may otherwise

exercise his or her discretion on procedures for the conduct of public hearings.

N

The Commission must Take DR in order to disapprove or modify a building permit application that is before them under
Discretionary Review. A failed motion to Take DR results in a Project that is approved as proposed.

Hearing Materials
Advance Submissions: To allow Commissioners the opportunity to review material in advance of a hearing, materials must be

received by the Planning Department eight (8) days prior to the scheduled public hearing. All submission packages must be
delivered t01650 Mission Street, Suite 400, by 5:00 p.m. and should include fifteen (15) hardcopies and a .pdf copy must be
provided to the staff planner. Correspondence submitted to the Planning Commission after eight days in advance of a hearing
must be received by the Commission Secretary no later than the close of business the day before a hearing for it to become a part
of the public record for any public hearing.

Correspondence submitted to the Planning Commission on the same day, must be submitted at the hearing directly to the
Planning Commission Secretary. Please provide ten (10) copies for distribution. Correspondence submitted in any other fashion
on the same day may not become a part of the public record until the following hearing.

Correspondence sent directly to all members of the Commission, must include a copy to the Commission Secretary
(commissions.secretary@sfgov.org) for it to become a part of the public record.

These submittal rules and deadlines shall be strictly enforced and no exceptions shall be made without a vote of the Commission.

Persons unable to attend a hearing may submit written comments regarding a scheduled item to: Planning Commission, 1650
Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103-2414. Written comments received by the close of the business day prior to
the hearing will be brought to the attention of the Planning Commission and made part of the official record.

Appeals
The following is a summary of appeal rights associated with the various actions that may be taken at a Planning Commission
hearing.

Case Type Case Suffix Appeal Period* Appeal Body

Office Allocation OFA (B) 15 calendar days Board of Appeals**
Conditional Use Authorization and Planned Unit | CUA (C) 30 calendar days Board of Supervisors
Development

Building Permit Application (Discretionary | DRP/DRM (D) 15 calendar days Board of Appeals
Review)

EIR Certification ENV (E) 30 calendar days Board of Supervisors
Coastal Zone Permit CTZ(P) 15 calendar days Board of Appeals
Planning Code Amendments by Application PCA (T) 30 calendar days Board of Supervisors
Variance (Zoning Administrator action) VAR (V) 10 calendar days Board of Appeals
Large Project Authorization in Eastern | LPA (X) 15 calendar days Board of Appeals
Neighborhoods

Permit Review in C-3 Districts, Downtown | DNX (X) 15-calendar days Board of Appeals
Residential Districts

Zoning Map Change by Application MAP (Z) 30 calendar days Board of Supervisors

* Appeals of Planning Commission decisions on Building Permit Applications (Discretionary Review) must be made within 15 days of
the date the building permit is issued/denied by the Department of Building Inspection (not from the date of the Planning Commission

Notice of Hearing & Agenda Page 100f 11




mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



San Francisco Planning Commission Thursday, December 13,2018

hearing). Appeals of Zoning Administrator decisions on Variances must be made within 10 days from the issuance of the decision
letter.

**An appeal of a Certificate of Appropriateness or Permit to Alter/Demolish may be made to the Board of Supervisors if the project
requires Board of Supervisors approval or if the project is associated with a Conditional Use Authorization appeal. An appeal of an
Office Allocation may be made to the Board of Supervisors if the project requires a Conditional Use Authorization.

For more information regarding the Board of Appeals process, please contact the Board of Appeals at (415) 575-6880. For more
information regarding the Board of Supervisors process, please contact the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors at (415) 554-5184 or
board.of supervisors@sfgov.org.

An appeal of the approval (or denial) of a 100% Affordable Housing Bonus Program application may be made to the Board of
Supervisors within 30 calendar days after the date of action by the Planning Commission pursuant to the provisions of Sections
328(g)(5) and 308.1(b). Appeals must be submitted in person at the Board’s office at 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244.
For further information about appeals to the Board of Supervisors, including current fees, contact the Clerk of the Board of
Supervisors at (415) 554-5184.

An appeal of the approval (or denial) of a building permit application issued (or denied) pursuant to a 100% Affordable Housing
Bonus Program application by the Planning Commission or the Board of Supervisors may be made to the Board of Appeals within
15 calendar days after the building permit is issued (or denied) by the Director of the Department of Building Inspection. Appeals
must be submitted in person at the Board's office at 1650 Mission Street, 3rd Floor, Room 304. For further information about
appeals to the Board of Appeals, including current fees, contact the Board of Appeals at (415) 575-6880.

Challenges
Pursuant to Government Code Section 65009, if you challenge, in court, (1) the adoption or amendment of a general plan, (2) the

adoption or amendment of a zoning ordinance, (3) the adoption or amendment of any regulation attached to a specific plan, (4)
the adoption, amendment or modification of a development agreement, or (5) the approval of a variance, conditional-use
authorization, or any permit, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at the public hearing
described in this notice, or in written correspondence delivered to the Planning Commission, at, or prior to, the public hearing.

CEQA Appeal Rights under Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code

If the Commission’s action on a project constitutes the Approval Action for that project (as defined in S.F. Administrative Code
Chapter 31, as amended, Board of Supervisors Ordinance Number 161-13), then the CEQA determination prepared in support of
that Approval Action is thereafter subject to appeal within the time frame specified in S.F. Administrative Code Section
31.16. This appeal is separate from and in addition to an appeal of an action on a project. Typically, an appeal must be filed
within 30 calendar days of the Approval Action for a project that has received an exemption or negative declaration pursuant to
CEQA. For information on filing an appeal under Chapter 31, contact the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors at City Hall, 1 Dr.
Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244, San Francisco, CA 94102, or call (415) 554-5184. If the Department’s Environmental Review
Officer has deemed a project to be exempt from further environmental review, an exemption determination has been prepared
and can be obtained on-line at http://www.sf-planning.org/index.aspx?page=3447. Under CEQA, in a later court challenge, a
litigant may be limited to raising only those issues previously raised at a hearing on the project or in written correspondence
delivered to the Board of Supervisors, Planning Commission, Planning Department or other City board, commission or
department at, or prior to, such hearing, or as part of the appeal hearing process on the CEQA decision.

Protest of Fee or Exaction

You may protest any fee or exaction subject to Government Code Section 66000 imposed as a condition of approval in
accordance with Government Code Section 66020. The protest must satisfy the requirements of Government Code Section
66020(a) and must be filed within 90 days of the date of the first approval or conditional approval of the development
referencing the challenged fee or exaction. For purposes of Government Code Section 66020, the date of imposition of the fee
shall be the date of the earliest discretionary approval by the City of the subject development.

The Planning Commission’s approval or conditional approval of the development subject to the challenged fee or exaction as
expressed in its Motion, Resolution, or Discretionary Review Action or the Zoning Administrator's Variance Decision Letter will
serve as Notice that the 90-day protest period under Government Code Section 66020 has begun.
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NEXT MOTION/RESOLUTION No: 20354

 

NEXT DISCRETIONARY REVIEW ACTION No: 0631

                  

DRA = Discretionary Review Action; M = Motion; R = Resolution



December 6, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-016050CUA

		49 Hopkins Avenue

		Horn

		Continued to December 13, 2018

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-013861PCAMAP

		Large Residence Special Use District

		Sanchez

		Continued to January 31, 2019

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2016-007303PCA

		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)

		Tuffy

		Continued to March 14, 2019

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2016-007303DNXCUA

		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)

		Tuffy

		Continued to March 14, 2019

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2014.0948ENX

		344 14th Street/1463 Stevenson Street

		Jardines

		Continued to January 10, 2019

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-002409DRP

		1973 Broadway Street

		Winslow

		Continued to January 31, 2019

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		R-20349

		2018-014996PCA

		Home-SF Project Authorization [Board File No. 181046]

		Ikezoe

		Approved with Modifications

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2015-004568ENV

		10 South Van Ness Avenue

		Schuett

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20350

		2015-018150CUA

		137 Clayton Street

		May

		Approved with Conditions and Staff Recommendations

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20351

		2017-015810CUA

		830 Rhode Island Street

		Hoagland

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20352

		2018-005694CUA

		3060 Fillmore Street

		May

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20353

		2018-010482CUA

		3509 California Street

		Kirby

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		DRA-0629

		2018-006613DRP

		610 El Camino Del Mar

		Winslow

		Took DR, Denied the BPA

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		DRA-0630

		2017-011478DRP

		463 Duncan Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with Conditions:

1. Provide a privacy screen on the east side of the second floor roof deck; and

2. Reduce the depth of the second floor roof deck to approximately 8.5 feet.

		+5 -1 (Moore against; Richards absent)







November 29, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-010630DRP

		1621 Diamond Street

		Winslow

		Continued to December 20, 2018

		+4 -0 (Fong, Richards, Melgar absent)



		

		2016-004478CUA

		589 Texas Street

		Vu

		Continued Indefinitely

		+4 -0 (Fong, Richards, Melgar absent)



		

		2015-004297ENV

		271 Upper Terrace, 301-303 Upper Terrace, 4500 17th Street

		Callagy

		Withdrawn



		



		

		2014.0948ENX

		344 14th Street/1463 Stevenson Street

		Jardines

		Continued to December 6, 2018

		+4 -0 (Fong, Richards, Melgar absent)



		

		2017-001270CUA

		3140-3150 16th Street

		Vu

		Continued to January 10, 2019

		+4 -0 (Fong, Richards, Melgar absent)



		

		2017-001270VAR

		3140-3150 16th Street

		Vu

		ZA Continued to January 10, 2019

		



		

		2017-002545DRP

		2417 Green Street

		May

		Continued to January 17, 2019

		+4 -0 (Fong, Richards, Melgar absent)



		M-20342

		2018-002007CUA

		318 Main Street

		Lindsay

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Fong, Richards, Melgar absent)



		M-20343

		2016-000378CUA

		1600 Jackson Street

		Foster

		Disapproved

		+4 -0 (Fong, Richards, Melgar absent)



		

		2016-000378VAR

		1600 Jackson Street

		Foster

		

		



		

		

		Draft Minutes For November 8, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+4 -0 (Fong, Richards, Melgar absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes For November 15, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+4 -0 (Fong, Richards, Melgar absent)



		

		

		2019 Hearing Schedule

		Ionin

		Amended

		+4 -0 (Fong, Richards, Melgar absent)



		

		2018-006212CUA

		145 Laurel Street

		Lindsay

		After being pulled off of Consent, hearing and closing PC; Continued to December 13, 2018

		+5 -1 (Koppel against; Richards absent)



		R-20344

		2018-007888CWP

		Polk Pacific Special Area Design Guidelines

		Winslow

		Initiated and Scheduled a hearing on or after January 10, 2019

		+5 -0 (Koppel, Richards absent)



		R-20345

		2017-012001PCA

		Designated Child Care Units (Board File #180917)

		Nickolopoulos

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		R-20346

		2018-013472PCA

		Residential Care Facilities

		Butkus

		Approved

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Richards absent)



		R-20347

		2018-015088PCA

		Permit Review Procedures for Uses in NCDs

		Sanchez

		Approved with a 2-year look back

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20348

		2015-004297CUA

		271, 273 Upper Terrace; 588, 590 Roosevelt Way; 4500, 4502 17th Street; 301, 303 Upper Terrace; 4504, 4506 17th Street

		Townes

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-006127CUA

		201 19th Avenue

		Weissglass

		Adopted a Motion of Intent to Deny; Continued to December 13, 2018

		+4 -2 (Fong, Koppel against; Richards absent)



		

		2017-007943CUA

		3848 24th Street

		Pantoja

		After hearing and closing PC; Continued to January 10, 2019

		+4 -2 (Koppel, Melgar against; Richards absent)



		

		2013.0655CUA

		1513A-F York Street

		Vu

		After hearing and closing PC; Continued to January 24, 2019

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2013.0655VAR

		1513 York Street

		Vu

		ZA, after hearing and closing PC; Continued to January 24, 2019

		



		

		2016-005555DRP-02

		1794-1798 Filbert Street/2902 Octavia Street

		Woods

		After hearing and closing PC; Continued to January 17, 2019

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2016-005555VAR

		1794-1798 Filbert Street/2902 Octavia Street

		Woods

		ZA, after hearing and closing PC; Continued to January 17, 2019

		



		DRA-0628

		2017-009924DRP

		2601 Diamond Street

		Winslow

		No DR, Approved

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)







November 15, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2014.0948ENX

		344 14th Street/1463 Stevenson Street

		Jardines

		Continued to November 29, 2018

		+6 -0 (Moore absent)



		

		2015-018150CUA

		137 Clayton Street

		May

		Continued to December 6, 2018

		+6 -0 (Moore absent)



		

		2017-012929DRP

		830 Olmstead Street

		Winslow

		Continued to January 10, 2019

		+6 -0 (Moore absent)



		

		2017-001270CUA

		3140-3150 16th Street

		Vu

		Continued to November 29, 2018

		+6 -0 (Moore absent)



		

		2017-001270VAR

		3140-3150 16th Street

		Vu

		Acting ZA Continued to November 29, 2018

		



		M-20296

		2018-011926CUA

		162 West Portal Avenue

		Hicks

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Moore absent)



		M-20338

		2017-016089CUA

		1200 Irving Street

		Weissglass

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Moore absent)



		M-20339

		2018-012623CUA

		1 Jones Street

		Adina

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Moore absent)



		

		

		2019 Hearing Schedule

		Ionin

		Adopted as Amended

		+6 -0 (Moore absent)



		

		

		Adult Use Cannabis Implementation

		Christensen

		None - Informational

		



		R-20340

		2018-008367PCA

		Cannabis Grandfathering Update

		Christensen

		Approved with Modifications

		+5 -1 (Richards against; Moore absent)



		

		2004.1031CRV

		601 Crescent Way

		Samonsky

		None - Informational

		



		

		2016-007303ENV

		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)

		Pollak

		Without hearing; Continued to December 13, 2018

		+6 -0 (Moore absent)



		M-20341

		2017-015110CUA

		1043 Alabama Street

		Durandet

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Moore absent)



		DRA-0627

		2015-009733DRP

		1026 Clayton Street

		Winslow

		No DR, Approved as Proposed

		+6 -0 (Moore absent)







November 8, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-015810CUA

		830 Rhode Island

		Hoagland

		Continued to December 6, 2018

		+6 -0 (Moore absent)



		

		2016-015675CUA

		2990 24th Street

		Lindsay

		Continued to December 20, 2018

		+6 -0 (Moore absent)



		

		2015-008351DRP-06

		380 Holladay Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued to January 10, 2019

		+6 -0 (Moore absent)



		M-20331

		2018-009951CUA

		1541 Sloat Boulevard

		Hicks

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Moore absent)



		M-20332

		2018-011019CUA

		400 Winston Drive

		Hoagland

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Moore absent)



		M-20333

		2018-008620CUA

		693 14th Street

		Chandler

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Moore absent)



		DRA-0623

		2017-007215DRM

		506 Vallejo Street

		Tuffy

		Took DR and Approved

		+6 -0 (Moore absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for October 18, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Moore absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for October 25, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted 

		+6 -0 (Moore absent)



		R-20334

		2018-013893PCAMAP

		1550 Evans Avenue

		Jardines

		Approved with Modifications

		+5 -1 (Richards against; Moore absent)



		

		2017-011878ENV

		Potrero Power Station

		Schuett

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2016-000378CUA

		1600 Jackson Street

		Foster

		Adopted a Motion of Intent to Disapprove supporting a change to Code for grocery store use limits and Continued to November 29, 2018

		+5 -1 (Hillis against; Moore absent)



		

		2016-000378VAR

		1600 Jackson Street

		Foster

		Continued to November 29, 2019

		



		M-20335

		2013.1037C

		650 Divisadero Street

		May

		Approved with Conditions and include licensed arborist be hired for tree protection plan. 

		+6 -0 (Moore absent)



		

		2013.1037V

		650 Divisadero Street

		May

		ZA Closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant.

		



		M-20336

		2007.1347CUA

		3637-3657 Sacramento Street

		Woods

		Approved with Conditions as amended removing one floor of parking. 

		+4 -2 (Richards, Melgar against; Moore absent)



		

		2007.1347VAR

		3637-3657 Sacramento Street

		Woods

		ZA Closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant.

		



		M-20337

		2016-008438SHD

		1075-1089 Folsom Street

		Durandet

		Adopted Shadow Findings

		+6 -0 (Moore absent)



		DRA-0624

		2016-008438DRP

		1075-1089 Folsom Street

		Durandet

		Did NOT Take DR and Approved

		+6 -0 (Moore absent)



		DRA-0625

		2015-004717DRP

		11 Gladys Street

		Christensen

		Did NOT Take DR and Approved with direction to staff to work on privacy screening.

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Moore absent)



		

		2015-004717VAR

		11 Gladys Street

		Christensen

		Acting ZA closed the public hearing and took the matter under advisement.

		



		DRA-0626

		2018-007690DRP

		269 Avila Street

		Winslow

		Did NOT Take DR and Approved

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Moore absent)







October 25, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2014.0948ENX

		344 14th Street/1463 Stevenson Street

		Jardines

		Continued to November 15, 2018

		+4 -0 (Fong, Melgar, Moore absent)



		

		2015-004297ENV

		271 Upper Terrace, 301-303 Upper Terrace, 4500 17th Street

		Callagy

		Continued to November 29, 2018

		+4 -0 (Fong, Melgar, Moore absent)



		

		2013.0655CUA

		1513A-F York Street

		Vu

		Continued to November 29, 2018

		+4 -0 (Fong, Melgar, Moore absent)



		

		2015-009163CUA

		77 Geary Street

		Perry

		Continued to January 10, 2019

		+4 -0 (Fong, Melgar, Moore absent)



		

		2017-012484DNX

		150 Executive Park Boulevard

		Samonsky

		Continued Indefinitely

		+4 -0 (Fong, Melgar, Moore absent)



		

		2017-012001PCA

		Designated Child Care Units

		Nickolopoulos

		Continued to November 29, 2018

		+4 -0 (Fong, Melgar, Moore absent)



		M-20322

		2018-005800CND

		1050 Baker Street

		Ajello

		Approved

		+4 -0 (Fong, Melgar, Moore absent)



		M-20323

		2018-007959CUA

		1011 Market Street

		Chandler

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Fong, Melgar, Moore absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for October 11, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+4 -0 (Fong, Melgar, Moore absent)



		R-20324

		2018-007507MAP

		1650-1680 Mission Street [Bf 180474]

		Starr

		Approved

		+5 -0 (Fong, Moore absent)



		R-20325

		2018-007507GPA

		Market and Octavia Plan Amendment for 1650-1680 Mission Street

		Starr

		Approved

		+5 -0 (Fong, Moore absent)



		R-20326

		2018-007507GPA-2

		Market and Octavia Plan Amendment for 1650-1680 Mission Street

		Starr

		Approved

		+5 -0 (Fong, Moore absent)



		R-20327

		2018-010552PCA

		Prohibiting Employee Cafeterias within Office Space

		Sanchez

		Disapproved, recommending the BoS explore alternatives

		+5 -0 (Fong, Moore absent)



		R-20328

		2016-012474MAP

		118-134 Kissling Street

		Jardines

		Approved 

		+4 -0 (Fong, Koppel, Moore absent)



		M-20329

		2016-012474CUA

		118-134 Kissling Street

		Jardines

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Fong, Koppel, Moore absent)



		M-20330

		2017-015181CUA

		412 Broadway

		Perry

		Approved with Conditions as amended requiring:

1. Establish metrics with Community Members;

2. Initiate 4 am closing one month from the date of authorization;

3. Schedule a revocation hearing one year after the date of 4 am closing;

4. Hold two Community Meetings during the first year of 4 am closing hours; and 

5. Send notices to the neighborhood of extended hours.

		+4 -1 (Richards against; Fong, Moore absent)



		DRA-0621

		2017-001456DRP

		1100 Fulton Street

		Winslow

		Did NOT Take DR

		+4 -0 (Fong, Richards, Moore absent)



		DRA-0622

		2017-009282DRP

		136 Palm Avenue

		Winslow

		Did NOT Take DR

		+5 -0 (Fong, Moore absent)







October 18, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-009224CUA

		601 Van Ness Avenue

		Woods

		Continued to December 20, 2018

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2015-004717DRP

		11 Gladys Street

		Christensen

		Continued to November 8, 2018

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2015-004717VAR

		11 Gladys Street

		Christensen

		Acting ZA Continued to November 8, 2018

		



		

		

		Draft Minutes for October 4, 2018 – Closed Session

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for October 4, 2018 – Regular

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		R-20315

		2018-012959PCA

		Amendment to the Inclusionary Housing Ordinance

		Grob

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		R-20316

		2018-010759PCA

		Mission Alcoholic Beverage Special Use District and Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial Transit District

		Sanchez

		Approved with Modifications 

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		R-20317

		2018-011057PCA

		C3R Retail To Office Conversion

		Butkus

		Approved with Modifications, including CU for 3rd Fl Office and a grandfathering clause for pending applications

		+5 -1 (Moore against; Richards absent)



		R-20318

		2018-010758PCA

		Flexible Retail Use

		Butkus

		Approved with Modifications 

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		

		Street Design Advisory Team

		Chasan

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		R-20319

		2018-008862PCA

		Better Streets Plan and Curb Cut Restrictions

		Chasan

		Approved with Modifications, including a 25,000 sq.ft. minimum and adding the removal of parking minimums citywide.

		+5 -0 (Fong, Richards absent)



		M-20320

		2015-016243CUA

		611 Jones Street

		Perry

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include the Sponsor continue working with Staff on property line windows; rooftop appurtenances; and the redesign of structural elements to effect the interior.

		+5 -0 (Fong, Richards absent)



		M-20321

		2018-000955CUA

		827 Irving Street

		Young

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Fong, Richards, Hillis absent)



		

		2015-011216DRP

		277 Judson Avenue

		Kwiatkowska

		After hearing and closing PC; continued to 12/13 with direction from the CPC.

		+4 -0 (Fong, Richards, Hillis absent)



		DRA-0620

		2018-002953DRP

		253 Chattanooga Street

		Winslow

		Did NOT Take DR and Approved

		+4 -0 (Fong, Richards, Hillis absent)



		

		2017-009996DRP

		434-436 20th Avenue

		Winslow

		After hearing and closing PC; continued to 12/13 with direction from the CPC.

		+4 -0 (Fong, Richards, Hillis absent)







October 11, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-010759PCA

		Mission Alcoholic Beverage Special Use District and Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial Transit

		Sanchez

		Continued to October 18, 2018

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2016-008438SHD

		1075-1089 Folsom Street

		Durandet

		Continued to November 8, 2018

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2016-007303ENV

		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)

		Pollak

		Continued to November 15, 2018

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-010552PCA

		Prohibiting Employee Cafeterias within Office Space

		Sanchez

		Continued to October 25, 2018

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-003464CUA

		2253 Market Street

		Chandler

		Withdrawn

		



		

		2016-015887DRP

		2025 15th Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued to December 20, 2018

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20307

		2017-011155CUA

		3122 16th Street

		Samonsky

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20308

		2018-001361CUA

		331 Clement Street

		Chandler

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for September 27, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		R-20309

		2018-011152PCA

		430 29th Avenue

		Butkus

		Approved with Modifications

		+7 -0



		R-20309

		2018-011152MAP

		430 29th Avenue

		Butkus

		Approved with Modifications

		+7 -0



		R-20310

		2018-013375CRV

		Updates to the Inclusionary Housing Procedures Manual

		Grob

		Approved as Amended by Staff

		+7 -0



		

		2017-000565CWP

		Community Stabilization and Anti-Displacement

		Nelson

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		R-20311

		2015-005848DVA-02

		1629 Market Street

		Sucre

		Approved

		+7 -0



		R-20312

		2015-005848PCA-02

		1629 Market Street

		Sucre

		Approved

		+7 -0



		M-20313

		2014.0376CUA

		2918 Mission Street

		Hoagland

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -3 (Moore, Richards, Melgar against)



		M-20314

		2018-004644CUA

		619 Divisadero Street

		Weissglass

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -3 (Johnson, Moore, Richards against)



		DRA-0618

		2015-000737DRP

		60 Clifford Terrace

		Horn

		Did NOT Take DR and Approved

		+6 -1 (Moore against)



		

		2015-000737VAR

		60 Clifford Terrace

		Horn

		ZA indicated an intent to Deny

		



		DRA-0619

		2017-004301DRP-02

		2420 Taraval Street

		Campbell

		Did NOT Take DR and Approved

		+7 -0







October 4, 2018 Special Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Conference with Legal Counsel

		Ionin

		Asserted Attorney Client Privilege and Adopted a Motion Not to disclose

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)







October 4, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-012484DNX

		150 Executive Park Boulevard

		Samonsky

		Continued to October 25, 2018

		+5 -0 (Fong, Richards absent)



		

		2017-002545DRP

		2417 Green Street

		May

		Continued to November 29, 2018

		+5 -0 (Fong, Richards absent)



		

		2017-001270CUA

		3140-3150 16th Street

		Vu

		Continued to November 15, 2018

		+5 -0 (Fong, Richards absent)



		

		2017-001270VAR

		3140-3150 16th Street

		Vu

		ZA Continued to November 15, 2018

		



		M-20286

		2016-015056CUA

		1101 Green Street

		Lindsay

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		M-20287

		2018-001707CUA

		400 Beale Street

		Lindsay

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		M-20297

		2017-015669CUA

		733 Taraval Street

		Campbell

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		R-20298

		2018-001876PCA

		Obstructions in Required Setbacks, Yards and Open Space

		Butkus

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		R-20299

		2018-006289MAP

		2101 Lombard Street Special Use District

		Sanchez

		Approved with Modifications

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		R-20299

		2018-006289PCA

		2101 Lombard Street Special Use District

		Sanchez

		Approved with Modifications

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		R-20300

		2018-012268PCA

		Liquor Stores in the North Beach

		Sanchez

		Approved with Modifications

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		M-20301

		2018-001018CUA

		1963 Ocean Avenue

		Campbell

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		M-20302

		2015-014148ENX

		1245 Folsom Street

		Jardines

		Approved with Conditions as amended:

1. Eliminate property line windows; and

2. Continue working with Staff on design improvements and nested bedrooms.

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		

		2015-014148VAR

		1245 Folsom Street

		Jardines

		ZA Closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-20303

		2017-012974CUA

		1690 Folsom Street

		Jardines

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		M-20304

		2018-009337CUA

		3939 24th Street

		Pantoja

		Approved with Conditions adding a finding that the Project Sponsor explore a housing component.

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		M-20305

		2018-000908CUA

		2601 Van Ness Avenue

		May

		Approved with Conditions as amended for the Project Sponsor to continue working with Staff on:

1. Reduced roof deck;

2. Reduced parking ratio; and

3. Soften the massing by tapering down to adjacent structures along Filbert, without loss of units.

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		M-20306

		2018-000908AHB

		2601 Van Ness Avenue

		May

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		

		2016-000378CUA

		1600 Jackson Street

		Foster

		After hearing and closing PC; Continued to November 8, 2018 with direction from the Commission.

		+4 -1 (Moore against; Fong, Melgar absent)



		DRA-0615

		2017-015997DRP

		1871 Green Street

		Winslow

		No DR

		+5 -0 (Fong, Melgar absent)



		DRA-0616

		2015-014892DRP

		345 Rivera Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and approved with Staff’s recommended modifications and for the Project Sponsor to continue working with Staff.

		+5 -0 (Fong, Melgar absent)



		DRA-0617

		2015-009945DRP

		1418 Diamond Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and approved without the elevator shaft, catwalk and ladder. Noting that a reduced roof deck with hatch would be acceptable.

		+5 -0 (Fong, Melgar absent)







September 27, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2016-000378CUA

		1600 Jackson Street

		Foster

		Continued to October 4, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2018-004644CUA

		619 Divisadero Street

		Weissglass

		Continued to October 11, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2018-010759PCA

		Mission Alcoholic Beverage Special Use District and Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial Transit District

		Sanchez

		Continued to October 11, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2018-007507MAP

		1650-1680 Mission Street [BF 180474]

		Starr

		Continued to October 25, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2013.1037C

		650 Divisadero Street

		May

		Continued to November 8, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2013.1037V

		650 Divisadero Street

		May

		ZA Continued to November 8, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2018-002007CUA

		318 Main Street

		Lindsay

		Continued to November 29, 2018

		+7 -0



		M-20282

		2018-008669CUA

		750 Post Street

		Weissglass

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for September 6, 2018 – Joint

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for September 6, 2018 – Regular

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for September 13, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		M-20283

		2018-007452CUA

		2401 Taraval Street

		Pantoja

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		R-20284

		2018-007507GPA-2

		Market and Octavia Plan Amendment for 1650-1680 Mission Street

		Starr

		Initiated and Scheduled a Hearing on or after October 25, 2018

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		R-20285

		2018-008654GPA

		175 Golden Gate Avenue

		Butkus

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-008654MAP

		175 Golden Gate Avenue

		Butkus

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-008654PCA

		175 Golden Gate Avenue

		Butkus

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2014.0376CUA

		2918 Mission Street

		Hoagland

		Adopted a Motion of Intent to Disapprove by a vote of +4 -3 (Fong, Koppel, Hillis against) and Continued to October 11, 2018 by a vote of +6 -1 (Hillis against)

		+4 -3 (Fong, Koppel, Hillis against)



		M-20288

		2017-016476CUA

		420 Taylor Street

		Foster

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)



		M-20289

		2017-016476OFA

		420 Taylor Street

		Foster

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)



		M-20290

		2017-006454SHD

		858 Stanyan Street

		Ajello

		Adopted Shadow Findings

		+5 -0 (Fong, Hillis absent)



		

		2017-006454VAR

		858 Stanyan Street

		Ajello

		ZA closed PC and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-20291

		2015-010013ENV

		30 Otis Street

		Moore

		Certified

		+7 -0



		M-20292

		2015-010013ENV

		30 Otis Street

		Perry

		Adopted CEQA Findings

		+7 -0



		M-20293

		2015-010013DNX

		30 Otis Street

		Perry

		Approved with Conditions as amended for the Project Sponsor to continue working with Staff on the ballet component.

		+7 -0



		M-20294

		2015-010013SHD

		30 Otis Street

		Perry

		Adopted Shadow Findings

		+7 -0



		

		2015-010013VAR

		30 Otis Street

		Perry

		ZA closed PC and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		R-20295

		2011.1356TZU

		Central SoMa Plan

		Chen

		Adopted recommendations for Approval with Staff modifications, including:

1. Explore green living walls;

2. Explore funding for Community Stabilization from live/work conversion to dwelling units;

3. Explore design guidelines for POPOS; and

4. Restore $5m to the Old Mint preservation fund from the $500m Transportation Fund.

		+7 -0



		R-20296

		2018-004477PCA

		Central SoMa Housing Sustainability District

		Ikezoe

		Adopted recommendations for Approval with Staff modifications

		+7 -0



		DRA-0612

		2017-008396DRP-02

		2515 Broadway

		May

		Took DR and approved without the third window on the ground level.

		+7 -0



		DRA-0613

		2017-006815DRP

		48 Clifford Terrace

		Winslow

		No DR

		+7 -0



		DRA-0614

		2016-003314DRP

		180 Vienna Street

		Winslow

		No DR

		+6 -1 (Richards against)



		

		2017-003846DRP

		765 Vermont Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		







September 13, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-009224CUA

		601 Van Ness Avenue

		Woods

		Continued to October 18, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2018-008652PCAMAP

		Design Professional Special Use District

		Starr

		Withdrawn

		+7 -0



		

		2011.1356TZU

		Central SoMa Plan

		Chen

		Continued to September 27, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2018-004477PCA

		Central SoMa Housing Sustainability District

		Ikezoe

		Continued to September 27, 2018

		+7 -0



		M-20274

		2018-003874CUA

		2475-2481 Mission Street

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20275

		2018-004720CUA

		276 5th Street

		Chandler

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20276

		2018-003878CUA

		3407 California Street

		Young

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for August 30, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		2016-015675CUA

		2990 24th Street

		Lindsay

		After being pulled off of Consent; Closing PC; and a Motion to Continue Indefinitely failed +1 -5 (Fong, Johnson, Koppel, Moore, Hillis against; Richards recused); Continued to November 8, 2018.

		+5 -1 (Melgar against; Richards recused)



		M-20277

		2018-005745CUA

		385 Eddy Street

		Adina

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20278

		2018-007741CUA

		3133 Taraval Street

		Horn

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		DRA-0608

		2016-009062DRP

		505 Grand View Avenue

		Tran

		After being pulled off of Consent; Did Not Take DR and Approved

		+7 -0



		M-20279

		2013.1535ENV

		450-474 O’Farrell Street/532 Jones Street

		Fordham

		Certified

		+7 -0



		M-20280

		2013.1535ENV

		450-474 O’Farrell Street/532 Jones Street

		Boudreaux

		Adopted Findings

		+6 -1 (Richards against)



		M-20281

		2013.1535CUA

		450-474 O’Farrell Street/532 Jones Street

		Boudreaux

		Approved with Conditions as amended by staff, adding a Finding recognizing that Heritage and the PS will continue working together, and:

1. Allowing the removal of the historic façade; and 

2. A future informational item presenting the final design.

		+6 -1 (Richards against)



		

		2017-015181CUA

		412 Broadway

		Perry

		After hearing and closing PC; Continued to October 25, 2018 with direction from the CPC.

		+7 -0



		

		2015-018150CUA

		137 Clayton Street

		May

		After hearing and closing PC; Continued to November 15, 2018 with direction from the CPC.

		+7 -0



		DRA-0609

		2016-005406DRP

		42 Otis Street

		Jardines

		Did NOT Take DR

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		DRA-0610

		2017-015386DRP

		838 Page Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with conditions:

1. Install a 9’-9” green privacy screen wall at the property line.

		+4 -1 (Moore against; Fong, Melgar absent)



		DRA-0611

		2015-013487DRP

		1267 Rhode Island Street

		Winslow

		Did NOT Take DR

		+5 -0 (Fong, Melgar absent)







September 13, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-009224CUA

		601 Van Ness Avenue

		Woods

		Continued to October 18, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2018-008652PCAMAP

		Design Professional Special Use District

		Starr

		Withdrawn

		+7 -0



		

		2011.1356TZU

		Central SoMa Plan

		Chen

		Continued to September 27, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2018-004477PCA

		Central SoMa Housing Sustainability District

		Ikezoe

		Continued to September 27, 2018

		+7 -0



		M-20274

		2018-003874CUA

		2475-2481 Mission Street

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20275

		2018-004720CUA

		276 5th Street

		Chandler

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20276

		2018-003878CUA

		3407 California Street

		Young

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for August 30, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		2016-015675CUA

		2990 24th Street

		Lindsay

		After being pulled off of Consent; Closing PC; and a Motion to Continue Indefinitely failed +1 -5 (Fong, Johnson, Koppel, Moore, Hillis against; Richards recused); Continued to November 8, 2018.

		+5 -1 (Melgar against; Richards recused)



		M-20277

		2018-005745CUA

		385 Eddy Street

		Adina

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20278

		2018-007741CUA

		3133 Taraval Street

		Horn

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		DRA-0608

		2016-009062DRP

		505 Grand View Avenue

		Tran

		After being pulled off of Consent; Did Not Take DR and Approved

		+7 -0



		M-20279

		2013.1535ENV

		450-474 O’Farrell Street/532 Jones Street

		Fordham

		Certified

		+7 -0



		M-20280

		2013.1535ENV

		450-474 O’Farrell Street/532 Jones Street

		Boudreaux

		Adopted Findings

		+6 -1 (Richards against)



		M-20281

		2013.1535CUA

		450-474 O’Farrell Street/532 Jones Street

		Boudreaux

		Approved with Conditions as amended by staff, adding a Finding recognizing that Heritage and the PS will continue working together, and:

3. Allowing the removal of the historic façade; and 

4. A future informational item presenting the final design.

		+6 -1 (Richards against)



		

		2017-015181CUA

		412 Broadway

		Perry

		After hearing and closing PC; Continued to October 25, 2018 with direction from the CPC.

		+7 -0



		

		2015-018150CUA

		137 Clayton Street

		May

		After hearing and closing PC; Continued to November 15, 2018 with direction from the CPC.

		+7 -0



		DRA-0609

		2016-005406DRP

		42 Otis Street

		Jardines

		Did NOT Take DR

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		DRA-0610

		2017-015386DRP

		838 Page Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with conditions:

2. Install a 9’-9” green privacy screen wall at the property line.

		+4 -1 (Moore against; Fong, Melgar absent)



		DRA-0611

		2015-013487DRP

		1267 Rhode Island Street

		Winslow

		Did NOT Take DR

		+5 -0 (Fong, Melgar absent)







September 6, 2018 Joint Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2012.0403W

		California Pacific Medical Center (CPMC) Annual Compliance Statement

		Purl

		None - Informational

		







September 6, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2011.1356TZU

		Central SoMa Plan

		Chen

		Continued to September 13, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2018-004477PCA

		Central SoMa Housing Sustainability District

		Ikezoe

		Continued to September 13, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2018-006562CUA

		50 Quint Street

		Weissglass

		Withdrawn

		



		

		

		Draft Minutes For August 23, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		2018-004644CUA

		619 Divisadero Street

		Weissglass

		Adopted a Motion of Intent to Disapprove; and Continued to September 27, 2018

		+4 -3 (Fong, Melgar, and Hillis against)



		M-20273

		2016-005870CUA

		461 Ashbury Street

		Ajello

		Disapproved

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		DRA-0606

		2016-011632DRP

		1897 Funston Avenue

		Winslow

		Did NOT Take DR

		+7 -0



		DRA-0607

		2017-001225DRP-02

		701 Hampshire Street

		Samonsky

		Took DR and approved with conditions:

1. Eliminate the fourth floor;

2. Ensure minimal disruption to existing tenants;

3. Work with staff on the design and livability for the ADU’s;

4. Work with staff on the streetscape improvements; and

5. Eliminate the existing curb cut and install a new curb cut on the opposite street.

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)







August 30, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-015181CUA

		412 Broadway

		Perry

		Continued to September 13, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2016-009062DRP

		505 Grand View Avenue

		Tran

		Continued to September 13, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2017-001225DRP-02

		701 Hampshire Street

		Samonsky

		Continued to September 6, 2018

		+7 -0



		M-20266

		2018-004528CND

		7-11 Germania Street/73-77 Webster Street

		Dito

		Approved

		+7 -0



		M-20267

		2018-000751CUA

		1501 California Street

		Chandler

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		2018-000751VAR

		1501 California Street

		Chandler

		ZA Closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		R-20268

		2018-008654GPA

		Downtown Area Plan Amendment For 175 Golden Gate Avenue

		Butkus

		Initiated and Scheduled a hearing on or after September 27, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2018-005411CRV

		Residential Roof Decks Policy

		May

		None – Informational

		



		M-20269

		2013.1224SHD

		807 Franklin Street

		Woods

		Adopted Findings

		+7 -0



		M-20270

		2013.1224CUA

		807 Franklin Street

		Woods

		Approved with Conditions as Amended by Staff, including the proposed material palette.

		+7 -0



		M-20271

		2017-007542CUA

		635 Fulton Street

		Woods

		Approved with Conditions as Amended by Staff, including the proposed material palette.

		+7 -0



		

		2017-007542VAR

		635 Fulton Street

		Woods

		ZA Closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		+7 -0



		DRA-0605

		2017-007888DRP

		2742 Buchanan Street

		Ajello

		No DR

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		M-20272

		2017-014841CUA

		655 Alvarado Street

		Horn

		Approved with Conditions as Amended:

1. For the replacement structure to be constructed with the exact massing of the previously legal building;

2. For a Certificate of Final Completion and Occupancy be issued; and

3. For staff to provide the CPC with an update memo and plans.

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)







August 23, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-007507MAP

		1650-1680 Mission Street [Bf 180474]

		Starr

		Continued to September 27, 2018

		+5 -0 (Fong, Johnson absent)



		

		2015-004717DRP

		11 Gladys Street

		Christensen

		Continued to October 18, 2018

		+5 -0 (Fong, Johnson absent)



		

		2015-004717VAR

		11 Gladys Street

		Christensen

		Acting ZA Continued to October 18, 2018

		



		

		2018-008654GPA

		Downtown Area Plan Amendment For 175 Golden Gate Avenue

		Butkus

		Continued to August 30, 2018

		+5 -0 (Fong, Johnson absent)



		M-20255

		2018-000948CUA

		8 10th Street

		Adina

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Fong, Johnson absent)



		M-20256

		2018-004679CUA

		711 Eddy Street

		Adina

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Fong, Johnson absent)



		M-20257

		2018-001243CUA

		645 8th Street

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Fong, Johnson absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for July 12, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for July 19, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for July 26, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2015-010192CWP

		POTRERO POWER STATION

		Francis

		None - Informational

		



		M-20258

		2018-006786CUA

		170 9th Street

		Ganetsos

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2000.0875CWP

		2017 Downtown Plan Monitoring Report

		Ikezoe

		None - Informational

		



		R-20259

		2018-007507GPA

		Downtown Area Plan Amendment for 1650, 1660, and 1670 Mission Street

		Starr

		Initiated and Scheduled  a hearing on or after September 27, 2018

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Johnson absent)



		R-20260

		2015-001821GPA

		Central Waterfront - Dogpatch Public Realm Plan

		Ocubillo

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		R-20261

		2014-002541DVA

		India Basin (700 Innes Avenue)  Development Agreement Project

		Switzky

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20265

		2016-012030ENX

		255 Shipley Street

		Hoagland

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20262

		2018-000497CUA

		350 2nd Street

		Jardines

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20263

		2018-000497ENX

		350 2nd Street

		Jardines

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20264

		2014-001400ENX

		2750 19th Street

		Samonsky

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -1 (Moore against; Johnson absent)



		DRA-0603

		2017-006758DRP

		1722 27th Avenue

		Samonsky

		Took DR and Approved with modifications:

1. Eliminate the front third floor roof deck;

2. Eliminate the staircase from the first to second floors (adjacent to the ADU); and

3. Continue working with staff to provide additional light and air to the ADU.

		+5 -1 (Moore against; Johnson absent)



		DRA-0604

		2016-016222DRP

		2131 41st Avenue

		Alexander

		No DR, approved as amended.

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Koppel absent)







July 26, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-001243CUA

		645 8th Street

		Christensen

		Continued to August 23, 2018

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		

		2014-002541DVA

		India Basin (700 Innes Avenue)  Development Agreement Project

		Snyder

		Continued to August 23, 2018

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		

		2017-016476CUA

		420 Taylor Street

		Foster

		Continued to September 27, 2018

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		

		2017-016476OFA

		420 Taylor Street

		Foster

		Continued to September 27, 2018

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		

		2016-000378CUA

		1600 Jackson Street

		Foster

		Continued to September 27, 2018

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		

		2017-001270CUA

		3140-3150 16th Street

		Vu

		Continued to October 4, 2018

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		

		2017-001270VAR

		3140-3150 16th Street

		Vu

		Acting ZA Continued to October 4, 2018

		



		

		2017-003299DRP-03

		1782 Quesada Avenue

		Hoagland

		Withdrawn

		



		

		2017-014841CUA

		655 Alvarado Street

		Horn

		Continued to August 30, 2018

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		

		2009.0880DRP

		2100 Mission Street

		Jardines

		Withdrawn

		



		M-20242

		2018-006200CUA

		100 Church Street

		Chandler

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		M-20243

		2018-008376CUA

		2011 Mission Street

		Samonsky

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		R-20244

		2018-007347PCA    

		Health Services – Ocean Avenue NCTD

		Butkus

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		R-20245

		2018-006177MAP

		Abolish Legislated Setback on 19th Avenue

		Butkus

		Approved with Modifications as amended, recommending no legislated setback with a bulb-out; retain the setback without a bulb-out.

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		M-20246

		2016-004946ENX

		280 7th Street

		Samonsky

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include:

1. Roof hatches; and 

2. No roof decks on the Langton Street side of the development.

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		

		2014-002541PRJ

		India Basin Mixed Use Project

		Snyder

		None – Informational

		



		M-20247

		2014-002541ENV

		India Basin Mixed Use Project

		Li

		Certified 

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Moore absent)



		M-20248

		2014-002541ENV

		India Basin Mixed Use Project

		Li

		Adopted CEQA Findings

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Moore absent)



		M-20249

		2014-002541SHD

		India Basin Mixed Use Project

		Snyder

		Adopted Shadow Findings

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Moore absent)



		R-20250

		2014-002541GPA

		India Basin Mixed Use Project

		Snyder

		Approved

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Moore absent)



		R-20251

		2014-002541PCAMAP

		India Basin Mixed Use Project

		Snyder

		Approved as amended by Staff

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Moore absent)



		M-20252

		2014-002541CWP-02

		India Basin Mixed Use Project

		Snyder

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Moore absent)



		M-20253

		2018-003300CUA

		600 South Van Ness Avenue

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions, limiting hours of operation between 7 am and 11 pm.

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Moore absent)



		M-20254

		2015-011274ENV

		150 Eureka Street

		Navarrete

		Certified

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Moore absent)



		DRA-0601

		2016-015727DRP-02

		556 27th Street

		Townes

		Took DR and Approved with conditions as stipulated in the neighbor’s “Ask,” amending No. 2 by eliminating the requested third floor setback and decreasing the fourth floor setback to 13’6”; and eliminating No. 6 entirely.

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Moore absent)



		DRA-0602

		2013.0847DRP

		1503 Francisco Street

		Kirby

		Took DR and Approved with modifications, including that an NSR be recorded stipulating that if the common space becomes habitable space, that it must be converted into an ADU.

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Moore absent)







July 19, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-006200CUA

		100 Church Street

		Chandler

		Continued  to July 26, 2018

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		

		2013.0847DRP

		1503 Francisco Street

		Kirby

		Continued  to July 26, 2018

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		

		2018-006289MAP

		2101 Lombard Street Special Use District

		Sanchez

		Continued  to October 4, 2018

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		

		2018-006289PCA

		2101 Lombard Street Special Use District

		Sanchez

		Continued  to October 4, 2018

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		

		2009.0880DRP

		2100 Mission Street

		Jardines

		Continued  to July 26, 2018

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		R-20237

		2017-014010CRV

		Fees For Certain Permit And Transportation Analysis

		Landis

		Recommended Approval

		+5 -0 (Hillis & Fong absent)



		

		2015-005525CWP

		Sea Level Rise Adaptation Program

		Wenger

		None-Informational

		



		

		2015-010013ENV

		30 Otis Street

		Moore

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20238

		2017-010891CUA

		3001 Steiner Street

		Dito

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		M-20239

		2016-012941CUA

		714 Rhode Island Street

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -1 (Moore against, Hillis absent)



		M-20240

		2017-015706CUA

		400 Winston Drive (Stonestown)

		Jonckheer

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		M-20241

		2016-001190CUA

		4143-4145 24th Street

		Horn

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		DRA-0599

		2017-000433DRP

		300 Darien Way

		Jonckheer

		Did Not Take DR and Approved

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		DRA-0600

		2018-004675DRP-02

		310 Montcalm Street

		Kirby

		Took DR and imposed no dormers, no off-street parking, and a proposed code-complying footprint, which meets life safety & DBI requirements 

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)







July 12, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-006289MAPPCA

		2101 Lombard Street Special Use District

		Sanchez

		Continued to July 19, 2018

		+5 -0 (Fong, Richards absent)



		

		2017-002545DRP

		2417 Green Street

		May

		Continued to October 4, 2018

		+5 -0 (Fong, Richards absent)



		

		2017-014849CUA

		220 Post Street

		Adina

		Continued Indefinitely

		+5 -0 (Fong, Richards absent)



		

		2009.0880DRP

		2100 Mission Street

		Jardines

		Continued to July 19, 2018

		+5 -0 (Fong, Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for June 21, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for June 28, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		

		2018-006177PCAMAP

		Abolish Legislated Setback on 19th Ave

		Butkus

		Without Hearing; Continued to July 26, 2018

		+5 -0 (Fong, Melgar absent)



		R-20229

		2018-006287PCA

		Affordable Housing Projects on Undeveloped Lots in SALI Districts

		Butkus

		Approved with Staff Modifications

		+5 -0 (Johnson recused; Fong absent)



		R-20230

		2018-007346PCA

		Permit Review Procedures for NCDS in D4 and D11

		Sanchez

		Approved with Staff Modifications as amended to include:

1. Named NC Districts to support Arts Activities; and 

2. A reporting requirement.

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		R-20231

		

		Caltrans Grant

		Abad

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		

		2017-007933CWP

		Housing Needs and Trends Report and Housing Affordability Strategy

		Peterson, Pappas

		None - Informational

		



		

		2015-011274ENV

		150 Eureka Street

		Navarrete

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to July 26, 2018

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		M-20232

		2018-001746CUA

		3533A California Street

		Dito

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Fong, Melgar absent)



		M-20233

		2017-008783CUA

		1 Front Street

		Perry

		Disapproved with Findings articulated by Commission Moore

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		

		2018-003300CUA

		600 South Van Ness Avenue

		Christensen

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to July 26, 2018

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		M-20234

		2017-011414CUA

		232 Clipper Street

		Campbell

		Approved Option B with Conditions

		+5 -1 (Hillis against; Fong absent)



		M-20235

		2014.1459CUA

		214 States Street

		Horn

		Approved with Conditions as amended:

1. To restore the structure to its original configuration; and 

2. Record an NSR that requires the entry for any future additional dwelling unit to be located along the States Street frontage.

		+5 -0 (Fong, Johnson absent)



		M-20236

		2017-001283CUA

		792 Capp Street

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions, plans on file and dated April 13, 2018, as amended to include a Finding acknowledging the private agreement.

		+5 -0 (Fong, Johnson absent)



		DRA-0597

		2016-008165DRP

		521 Los Palmos Drive

		Jonckheer

		No DR, Approved as Proposed

		+4 -0 (Fong, Johnson, Hillis absent)



		DRA-0598

		2017-015646DRP

		663 21ST Avenue

		Weissglass

		No DR, Approved as Proposed, adding a finding acknowledging the tree issue.

		+4 -0 (Fong, Johnson, Koppel absent)







June 28, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-006177PCAMAP

		Amend Zoning Map and Abolish Legislated Setback on 19th Avenue between Quintara and Rivera Streets  

		Butkus

		Continued to July 12, 2018

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2017-006758DRP

		1722 27th Avenue

		Samonsky

		Continued to August 23, 2018

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2017-009224CUA

		601 Van Ness Avenue

		Vellve

		Continued to September 13, 2018

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2015-004297ENV

		271 Upper Terrace, 301-303 Upper Terrace, 4500 17th

		Callagy

		Continued to October 25, 2018

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		

		Caltrans Grant

		Abad

		Continued to July 12, 2018

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2014-001400ENX

		2750 19th Street

		Samonsky

		Continued to August 23, 2018

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2017-001283CUA

		792 Capp Street

		Christensen

		Continued to July 12, 2018

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for June 14, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		R-20224

		2018-008567PCA

		Office Development Conversions [Board File No. 180613]

		Starr

		Approved

		+7 -0



		R-20225

		2018-006910PCA

		HOME-SF and 100% Affordable Housing Bonus Programs

		Ikezoe

		Approved with Staff Modifications as amended:

1. Eliminating modification No. 5;

2. Modifying modification No. 4 to 180 days;

3. Recommending the BoS require the TAC reconsider all rates; and

4. Include a use it or lose it provision, where sponsors must file a BPA within two years of CPC authorization.

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)



		R-20226

		2015-001821GPA

		Intention to Initiate Department-Sponsored General Plan Amendments Related to the Central Waterfront – Dogpatch Public Realm

		Abad

		Initiated and Scheduled a hearing on or after August 23, 2018

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		DRA-0596

		2014-001994DRP

		278 Monticello Street

		Dito

		Took DR and imposed a four bedroom, three and a half bath limit and restricting any bedroom or bathroom on the ground level.

		+7 -0



		M-20227

		2018-007182CUA

		188 Hooper, 1140 7th Street, and 1111 8th Street

		Jardines

		Approved with Conditions as amended, striking hour of operation from the plaque.

		+7 -0



		M-20228

		2016-001557ENX

		188 Hooper

		Jardines

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		2013.1535ENV

		450-474 O’Farrell Street/532 Jones Street

		Fordham

		After a motion to Certify failed +3 -3 (Moore, Richards, Melgar against); Continued to September 13, 2018

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		

		2013.1535ENV

		450-474 O’Farrell Street/532 Jones Street

		Boudreaux

		Continued to September 13, 2018

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)

		



		

		2013.1535CUA

		450-474 O’Farrell Street/532 Jones Street

		Boudreaux

		Continued to September 13, 2018

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)







June 21, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-001225DRP-02

		701 Hampshire Street

		Samonsky

		Continued to August 30, 2018

		+5 -0 (Fong, Richards absent)



		

		2013.1037C

		650 Divisadero Street

		May

		Continued to September 27, 2018

		+5 -0 (Fong, Richards absent)



		

		2013.1037V

		650 Divisadero Street

		May

		Acting ZA Continued to September 27, 2018

		+5 -0 (Fong, Richards absent)



		

		2017-011414CUA

		232 Clipper Street

		Campbell

		Continued to July 12, 2018

		+5 -0 (Fong, Richards absent)



		M-20211

		2018-003141CUA

		2421 Clement Street

		Ganetsos

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		M-20212

		2017-013454CUA

		550B Castro Street

		Pantoja

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for June 7, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		R-20213

		2018-004194PCA

		Accessory Dwelling Unit Amendments [Board File No. 180268]

		Haddadan

		After a motion to Approved as Amended, eliminating staff recommended modification No. 1 and adding a finding recommending that the BoS establish a size threshold for ADU’s that require that they remain accessory was adopted +5 -1 (Moore against; Fong absent); the CPC rescinded the motion by a vote of +5 -0 (Fong, Melgar absent); Approved as Amended, eliminating staff recommended modification No. 1 and adding a finding recommending that the BoS establish a size threshold for ADU’s that require that they remain accessory was adopted.

		+5 -0 (Fong, Melgar absent)



		R-20214

		2018-005553PCA

		Catering as an Accessory Use in Neighborhood Commercial Districts

		Salcedo

		Approved with Staff recommended Modifications

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		

		2014-002541CWP

		India Basin Mixed-Use Project

		Snyder

		None - Informational

		



		R-20215

		2014-002541GPA

		India Basin Mixed-Use Project

		Snyder

		Initiated and Scheduled a hearing on or after July 26, 2018

		+5 -0 (Fong, Hillis absent)



		M-20216

		2018-004612CND

		228-230 Clayton Street

		Weissglass

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Fong, Hillis absent)



		M-20217

		2014.0231CUA

		331 Pennsylvania Street

		Kwiatkowska

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Fong, Hillis absent)

		



		M-20218

		2016-010185CUA

		160 Caselli Avenue

		Flores

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include that the rear unit be subject to a Costa Hawkins exemption and require a flat roof for the rear portion of the proposal.

		+5 -0 (Fong, Hillis absent)



		M-20219

		2017-015611CUA

		4049 24th Street

		Horn

		Disapproved with amended findings read into the record by Staff.

		+5 -0 (Fong, Hillis absent)



		M-20220

		2017-009348CUA

		143 Corbett Avenue

		Horn

		Approved with Conditions as amended, eliminating the roof deck and spiral stair.

		+5 -0 (Fong, Melgar absent)



		

		2017-009348VAR

		143 Corbett Avenue

		Horn

		ZA closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant in compliance with CPC conditions of approval.

		



		M-20221

		2017-001690ENX

		345 4th Street

		Durandet

		Approved with Conditions as amended, adding a tree and strongly encouraging neighborhood serving ground floor uses as future tenants.

		+4 -1 (Richards against; Fong, Melgar absent)



		M-20222

		2017-001690OFA   

		345 4th Street

		Durandet

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -1 (Richards against; Fong, Melgar absent)



		M-20223

		2017-014374CUA

		460 West Portal Avenue

		Jonckheer

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Fong, Melgar absent)



		DRA-0595

		2015-008252DRP

		89 Roosevelt Way

		Jonckheer

		Did NOT Take DR and approved as proposed

		+5 -0 (Fong, Melgar absent)







June 14, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-001283CUA

		792 Capp Street

		Christensen

		Continued to June 28, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2014.1459CUA

		214 States Street

		Horn

		Continued to July 12, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2017-003299DRP-03

		1782 Quesada Avenue

		Hoagland

		Continued to July 26, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2009.0880DRP

		2100 Mission Street

		Jardines

		Continued to July 12, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2017-015181CUA

		412 Broadway

		Perry

		Continued to August 30, 2018

		+4 -3 (Koppel, Moore, Melgar against)



		

		2018-004601CWP

		SF State Campus Master Plan

		Shaw

		None - Informational

		



		M-20204

		2018-000971CUA

		2001 37TH Avenue

		Horn

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Fong, Melgar absent)



		M-20205

		2015-015010CUA

		1 De Haro Street

		Vu

		Approved with Conditions as amended and read into the record by Staff.

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		M-20206

		2015-015010OFA

		1 De Haro Street

		Vu

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		M-20207

		2016-008651ENX

		600 20TH Street

		Jardines

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		R-20208

		2018-006286PCA

		Prohibit Cannabis Retail and Medical Cannabis Dispensaries in Chinatown

		Starr

		Disapproved

		+5 -2 (Moore, Richards against)



		

		2016-005617DRP

		1439-1441 South Van Ness Avenue

		Christensen

		Withdrawn

		



		R-20209

		2018-004191PCA

		Hotel Uses in North Beach

		Sanchez

		After a motion to Approve without Staff Modifications failed +3 -4 (Fong, Johnson, Koppel, Hillis against); Approved with Staff Modifications and expanding to the north side of Broadway.

		+4 -3 (Moore, Richards, Melgar against)







June 7, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-004612CND

		228-230 Clayton Street

		Weissglass

		Continued to June 21, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2016-009062DRP

		505 Grand View Avenue

		Tran

		Continued to August 30, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2015-009015DRP-03

		75, 77, 79-81 Leland Avenue

		Jardines

		Continued Indefinitely

		+7 -0



		

		2014-003160CUA

		3314 Cesar Chavez Street

		Vu

		Continued Indefinitely

		+7 -0



		

		2018-002007CUA

		318 Main Street

		Lindsay

		Withdrawn

		



		

		2014-001400ENX

		2750 19th Street

		Samonsky

		Continued to June 28, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2014.0231CUA

		331 Pennsylvania Street

		Kwiatkowska

		Continued to June 21, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for May 17, 2018 – Closed Session

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for May 17, 2018 – Regular

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for May 24, 2018 – Regular

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		R-20197

		2018-003260PCA

		Public Parking Lots as a Permitted Use in the Glen Park NCT District and Adjoining Locations

		Butkus

		Disapproved

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		R-20198

		2018-004633PCA

		Mayor’s Process Improvements Ordinance [Board File No. 180423]

		Bintliff

		Approved as amended to include:

1. 30 day notification;

2. Implementation details to become effective after Commission Policy is adopted;

3. Review of procedures one year after it becomes effective;

4. Affordable housing projects to be built to SF Building Code standards and workers paid a SF prevailing wage;

5. Adhere to the affordable housing performance standards established by MOHCD; and 

6. Retain notification for Section 136(c)(25) pop-outs.

		+6 -1 (Moore against)



		

		

		Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU) Tracking and Monitoring Report

		Boudreaux

		None - Informational

		



		

		2018-004194PCA

		Accessory Dwelling Unit Amendments [Board File No. 180268]

		Haddadan

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to June 21, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		

		Rail Alignment and Benefits (RAB) Study

		Gygi

		None - Informational

		



		

		2017-002943CRV

		TDM Program First-Year Monitoring Report

		Harris

		None - Informational

		



		R-20199

		2017-002943CRV

		Amendments to the TDM Program Standards

		Harris

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		M-20200

		2016-007695CUA

		1420 Hampshire Street

		Kwiatkowska

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		2016-007695VAR

		1420 Hampshire Street

		Kwiatkowska

		ZA closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant.

		



		R-20201

		2017-010156DES

		Mint-Mission Conservation District

		McMillen

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-20202

		2018-002775DES

		KMMS Conservation District Boundary Change

		McMillen

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-20203

		2017-010250DES

		Clyde and Crooks Warehouse Historic District

		McMillen

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0







May 24, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-004633PCA

		Mayor’s Process Improvements Ordinance [Board File No. 180423]

		Bintliff

		Continued to June 7, 2018

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2016-012941CUA

		714 Rhode Island Street

		Christensen

		Continued to July 19, 2018

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2017-014841CUA

		655 Alvarado Street

		Horn

		Continued to July 26, 2018

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2016-011486CUA

		1713 Yosemite Avenue

		Christensen

		Withdrawn

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2016-015727DRP

		556 27th Street

		Townes

		Continued to July 19, 2018

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20193

		2018-002906CUA

		3583 16th Street

		Campbell

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		DRA-0593

		2017-007279DRP

		20 Elsie Street

		Speirs

		Took DR and Approved with modifications

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes For May 10, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-004612CND

		228-230 Clayton Street

		Weissglass

		After being pulled off of Consent; A motion to approve failed +3 -2 (Johnson, Melgar against; Richards absent); Continued to June 7, 2018.

		+5 -1 (Hillis against; Richards absent)



		R-20210

		2018-001876PCA

		Obstructions in Required Setbacks, Yards, and Usable Open Space

		Butkus

		Initiated and Scheduled a hearing on or after July 12, 2018.

		+5 -1 (Moore against; Richards absent)



		

		2018-004047CWP-03

		Housing Balance Report

		Ojeda

		None - Informational

		



		M-20194

		2017-002768CUA

		984-988 Jackson Street

		Foster

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include no future roof deck or railing.

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2017-002768VAR

		984-988 Jackson Street

		Foster

		Acting ZA closed the public hearing and indicated an intent to Grant.

		



		

		2013.0152CUA

		2390 Bush Street

		May

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued Indefinitely.

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20195

		2014-002033DNX

		429 Beale Street (Also 430 Main Street)

		Vu

		After a motion to Continue failed +2 -4 (Fong, Johnson, Koppel, Hillis against; Richards absent); Approved with Conditions as amended to include a 45’ wide notch at the top four floors.

		+5 -1 (Moore against; Richards absent)



		M-20196

		2015-012729CUA

		600 Van Ness Avenue

		Bendix

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		DRA-0594

		2016-001466DRP

		1776 Vallejo Street

		Bendix

		Did NOT Take DR and Approved

		+5 -1 (Moore against; Richards absent)



		

		2013.0847DRP

		1503 Francisco Street

		Bendix

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to July 19, 2018.

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)







May 17, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-014849CUA

		220 Post Street

		Adina

		Continued to July 12, 2018

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		

		2015-009163CUA

		77 Geary Street

		Perry

		Continued to October 25, 2018

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		

		2017-001283CUA

		792 Capp Street

		Christensen

		Continued to June 14, 2018

		+5 -1 (Richards against; Fong absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for May 3, 2018

		Ionin

		Adotped

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		DRA-0591

		2017-012530DRM

		1015-1033 Van Ness Ave

		Dito

		Took DR and Disapproved the BPA

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		DRA-0592

		2009.1011DRP

		1863 Mission Street

		Hoagland

		Did NOT Take DR, recognizing the private agreement.

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		

		2009.1011VAR

		1863 Mission Street

		Hoagland

		Acting ZA Closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-20189

		2018-003993CUA

		524 Howard Street

		Foster

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions as amended reducing the extension to November 2019.

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		R-20190

		2018-002230PCA

		Increasing the TSF for Large Non-Residential Project Ordinance [Board File No. 180117]

		Sanchez

		Approved with modifications

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		

		2018-004633PCA

		Mayor’s Process Improvements Ordinance

		Bintliff

		None - Informational

		



		

		2015-000937CWP

		Civic Center Public Realm Plan

		Perry

		None - Informational

		



		M-20191

		2015-001650CUA

		3042A California Street

		May

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		

		2015-001650VAR

		3042A California Street

		May

		Acting ZA Closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-20192

		2014.1102CUA

		555 Golden Gate Avenue

		Woods

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)







May 17, 2018 Special Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Conference with Legal Counsel

		Ionin

		Adopted a Motion Not to Disclose

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)







May 10, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2009.1011DRP

		1863 Mission Street

		Hoagland

		Continued to May 17, 2018

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2009.1011VAR

		1863 Mission Street

		Hoagland

		Acting ZA Continued to May 17, 2018

		



		

		2014-001400ENX

		2750 19th Street

		Samonsky

		Continued to June 7, 2018

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2017-010156DES

		Mint-Mission Conservation District

		McMillen

		Continued to June 7, 2018

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2017-003299DRP-03

		1782 Quesada Avenue

		Hoagland

		Continued to June 14, 2018

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2016-010185CUA

		160 Caselli Avenue

		Flores

		Continued to June 21, 2018

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20180

		2018-000622CUA

		387 Arguello Boulevard

		Chandler

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes For April 26, 2018

		

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		2014-002033DNX

		429 Beale Street (Also 430 Main Street)

		Vu

		After hearing and closing public comment; a motion to Continue to May 24, 2018 failed +3 -4 (Fong, Johnson, Koppel, Moore against) and a motion to Approved with Conditions as amended including a 45’ separation for top four floors failed +3 -4 (Moore, Richards, Melgar, Hillis against); Continued to May 24, 2018

		+5 -2 (Koppel, Moore against)



		M-20181

		2017-014693CUA

		2230-2234 Polk Street

		Adina

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		DRA-0590

		2017-005392DRP

		3941 Sacramento Street

		Bendix

		Did NOT Take DR and Approved as Proposed

		+7 -0



		M-20182

		2011.1356E

		Central Soma Plan

		White

		Certified

		+7 -0



		R-20183

		2011.1356E

		Central Soma Plan

		Wertheim

		Adopted Findings

		+7 -0



		R-20184

		2011.1356M

		Central Soma Plan

		Wertheim

		Approved GP Amendments

		+7 -0



		R-20185

		2011.1356T

		Central Soma Plan – Adoption of Amendments to the Planning Code And Administrative Code

		Wertheim

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval with Modifications

		+7 -0



		R-20185

		2011.1356T

		Central Soma Community Facilities District

		Wertheim

		Adopted a Recommendation for BoS Consideration

		+7 -0



		R-20186

		2011.1356Z

		Central Soma Plan

		Wertheim

		Approved

		+7 -0



		R-20187

		2011.1356U

		Central Soma Plan – Adoption of the Implementation Program

		Wertheim

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-20188

		2018-004477PCA

		Central Soma Housing Sustainability District

		Ikezoe

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval with Modifications

		+7 -0







May 3, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-001283CUA

		792 Capp Street

		Christensen

		Continued to May 17, 2018

		+4 -0 (Johnson, Melgar, Richards absent)



		

		2015-009015DRP-03

		75, 77, 79-81 Leland Avenue

		Jardines

		Continued to June 7, 2018

		+4 -0 (Johnson, Melgar, Richards absent)



		

		2018-003260PCA

		Public Parking Lots as a Permitted Use in the Glen Park NCT District and Adjoining Locations

		Butkus

		Continued to June 7, 2018

		+4 -0 (Johnson, Melgar, Richards absent)



		

		2015-015010OFA

		1 De Haro Street

		Vu

		Continued to June 14, 2018

		+4 -0 (Johnson, Melgar, Richards absent)



		

		2015-015010CUA

		1 De Haro Street

		Vu

		Continued to June 14, 2018

		+4 -0 (Johnson, Melgar, Richards absent)



		

		2014.1459CUA

		214 States Street

		Horn

		Continued to June 14, 2018

		+4 -0 (Johnson, Melgar, Richards absent)



		

		2015-008252DRP

		89 Roosevelt Way

		Jonckheer

		Continued to June 21, 2018

		+4 -0 (Johnson, Melgar, Richards absent)



		M-20174

		2017-000514CUA

		2001 Market Street

		Tran

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Johnson, Melgar, Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes For April 19, 2018

		

		Adotped

		+4 -0 (Johnson, Melgar, Richards absent)



		R-20175

		2018-003257PCA

		Reauthorizing Section 210.3c concerning New Production, Distribution, and Repair Space

		Butkus

		Approved

		+4 -0 (Johnson, Melgar, Richards absent)



		

		2018-004477PCA

		Central Soma Housing Sustainability District

		Ikezoe

		None - Informational

		



		M-20176

		2016-002728CUA

		2525 Van Ness Avenue

		Bendix

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include:

1. Private penthouse stairs to be replaced with hatches;

2. Centralize and minimize bulk of mechanical equipment;

3. Pull back the railing a minimum of ten feet; and 

4. Work with Staff to further differentiate the buildings.

		+4 -0 (Johnson, Melgar, Richards absent)



		

		2016-002728VAR

		2525 Van Ness Avenue

		Bendix

		Acting ZA closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-20177

		2015-003800CUA

		1100 Potrero Avenue

		Vu

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Johnson, Melgar, Richards absent)



		

		2015-003800VAR

		1100 Potrero Avenue

		Vu

		Acting ZA closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-20178

		2015-014876CUA

		749 27th Street

		Horn

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Johnson, Melgar, Richards absent)



		

		2015-014876VAR

		749 27th Street

		Horn

		Acting ZA closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-20179

		2018-001389CUA

		2280 Market Street

		Flores

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Johnson, Melgar, Richards absent)



		DRA-0588

		2017-006654DRM

		2071 47th Avenue

		Flores

		Took DR and Approved with Staff recommended modifications and provide for independent accessibility for the ADU.

		+4 -0 (Johnson, Melgar, Richards absent)



		DRA-0589

		2017-003986DRP-02

		739 De Haro Street

		Alexander

		Did NOT Take DR

		+4 -0 (Johnson, Melgar, Richards absent)







April 26, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2011.1356T

		Central SOMA Community Facilities District

		Wertheim

		Continued to May 10, 2018

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2018-004477PCA

		Central SOMA Housing Sustainability District

		Ikezoe

		Continued to May 10, 2018

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2014-003160CUA

		3314 Cesar Chavez Street

		Vu

		Continued to June 7, 2018

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2015-000988PCA

		Mission District Non-Residential Uses

		Sanchez

		Continued Indefinitely

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2017-008121CUA

		1805 Divisadero Street

		Dito

		Withdrawn

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2017-001673CND

		557 Fillmore Street

		Weissglass

		Continued Indefinitely

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2017-001920DRP-02

		3747 Jackson Street

		May

		Withdrawn

		



		M-20159

		2017-011152CUA

		1222 Harrison Street

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		M-20160

		2017-011149CUA

		1750 Harrison Street

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		M-20161

		2018-002387CUA

		901 Bayshore Boulevard

		Hoagland

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		

		Minutes for April 12, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		

		Minutes for April 12, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		R-20162

		2007.0946GPA-02

		Candlestick Point Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2: Development Project –General Plan Amendments

		Snyder

		Adopted  a Recommendation for Approval with Amendments

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		R-20163

		2007.0946MAP-02

		Candlestick Point – Planning Code Map Amendment

		Snyder

		Adopted  a Recommendation for Approval with Amendments

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		R-20164

		2007.0946GPR-03

		Candlestick Point Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2: Development Project – General Plan Consistency Findings associated with Redevelopment Plan Amendments

		Snyder

		Adopted  Findings of Consistency

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		R-20165

		2007.0946CWP-02

		Candlestick Point Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2: Development Project – Amendments to the Candlestick Point and Hunters Point Shipyard design for development documents

		Snyder

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		M-20166

		2016-001738CUA

		1140-1150 Harrison Street

		Vu

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		M-20167

		2016-000556CUA

		284 Roosevelt Way

		Jonckheer

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		M-20168

		2017-010579CUA

		1443 Noriega Street

		Tran

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		M-20169

		2016-007461CUA

		2 Lupine Avenue

		May

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include:

1. Privacy mitigation measures (frosted glass and landscaping); and

2. No roof deck to be recorded as part of the NSR.

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		M-20170

		2016-005799CUA

		425 Mason Street

		Tuffy

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		M-20171

		2016-016161DNX

		120 Stockton

		Tuffy

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		M-20172

		2016-016161CUA

		120 Stockton

		Tuffy

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include a Finding acknowledging the proposed interim controls.

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		M-20173

		2016-016161OFA

		120 Stockton

		Tuffy

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include:

1. Planning shall review final office square footage prior to BPA issuance; and 

2. Future tenant improvements on floors containing office (floors 6 & 7) to be routed to Planning for review.

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2016-000378CUA

		1600 Jackson Street

		Foster

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to July 26, 2018

		+4 -2 (Moore, Richards against; Melgar absent)







April 19, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-002387CUA

		901 Bayshore Boulevard

		Hoagland

		Continued to April 26, 2018

		+5 -1 (Richards against; Melgar absent)



		

		2017-014849CUA

		220 Post Street

		Adina

		Continued to May 17, 2018

		+5 -1 (Richards against; Melgar absent)



		

		2016-011486CUA

		1713 Yosemite Avenue

		Christensen

		Continued to May 24, 2018

		+5 -1 (Richards against; Melgar absent)



		

		2017-014841CUA

		655 Alvarado Street

		Horn

		Continued to May 24, 2018

		+5 -1 (Richards against; Melgar absent)



		M-20153

		2017-016147CUA

		855 Brannan Street

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		R-20154

		2018-000681PCA

		Hours Of Operation For Limited Nonconforming Uses

		Starr

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		R-20155

		2018-001968PCA

		Legitimization And Re-Establishment Of Certain Self-Storage Uses

		Butkus

		Approved with Modifications

		+7 -0



		R-20156

		2017-014297PCA

		Planning Code Corrections Ordinance

		Brosky

		Approved as amended by Staff, including specifying “median market” for future analysis purposes.

		+7 -0



		

		1996.0013CWP

		2017 Housing Inventory Report

		Ambati

		None - Informational

		



		R-20157

		2015-018094CWP

		ConnectSF

		Johnson

		Adopted a Resolution Endorsing the Plan

		+7 -0



		

		2015-001650CUA

		3042A California Street

		May

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to May 17, 2018 with direction from the Commission.

		+7 -0



		

		2015-001650VAR

		3042A  California Street

		May

		After hearing and closing public comment; Acting ZA Continued to May 17, 2018

		



		M-20158

		2017-014466CUA

		100 Church Street

		Flores

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		2017-001225DRP-02

		701 Hampshire Street

		Samonsky

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to June 21, 2018 with direction from the Commission.

		+7 -0







April 12, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2016-010185CUA

		160 Caselli Avenue

		Flores

		Continued to May 10, 2018

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		

		

		March 22, 2018 Minutes

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		

		

		March 29, 2018 Minutes

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		M-20151

		2018-000811CUA

		100 Barneveld Avenue /125 Bayshore Boulevard

		Samonsky

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		

		2011.1356E

		Central Soma Plan – Certification Of The Final Environmental Impact Report

		White

		Continued to May 10, 2018

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		

		2011.1356E

		Central Soma Plan – Adoption Of California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Findings

		Wertheim

		Improperly Noticed

		



		

		2011.1356M

		Central Soma Plan – Adoption Of Amendments To The General Plan

		Wertheim

		Improperly Noticed

		



		

		2011.1356T

		Central Soma Plan – Adoption Of Amendments To The Planning Code And Administrative Code

		Wertheim

		Improperly Noticed

		



		

		2011.1356Z

		Central Soma Plan – Adoption Of Amendments To The Zoning Map

		Wertheim

		Improperly Noticed

		



		

		2011.1356U

		Central Soma Plan – Adoption Of The Implementation Program

		Wertheim

		Improperly Noticed

		







April 12, 2018 Joint Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Demolitions

		Watty

		Provided direction to staff

		



		

		

		Fraudulent Plans/Fines & Penalties

		Watty

		Provided direction to staff

		







March 29, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2013.1872DRP

		768 Harrison Street

		Sucre

		Withdrawn

		+5 -0 (Melgar, Moore absent)



		

		2016-002728CUA

		2525 Van Ness Avenue

		Bendix

		Continued to May 3, 2018

		+5 -0 (Melgar, Moore absent)



		

		2016-002728VAR

		2525 Van Ness Avenue

		Bendix

		Acting ZA Continued to May 3, 2018

		



		

		2013.1037C

		650 Divisadero Street

		May

		Continued to June 21, 2018

		+5 -0 (Melgar, Moore absent)



		

		2013.1037V

		650 Divisadero Street

		May

		Acting ZA Continued to June 21, 2018

		



		

		2016-004946ENX

		280 7th Street

		Samonsky

		Continued Indefinitely

		+5 -0 (Melgar, Moore absent)



		

		

		March 8, 2018 Minutes

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Melgar, Moore absent)



		

		

		March 15, 2018 Minutes

		Ionin

		Adopted as Amended

		+5 -0 (Melgar, Moore absent)



		R-20147

		2018-003109PCA

		Extending Lower Polk Alcohol Restricted Use District For Five Years [Board File No. 180190]

		Starr

		Approved with Modifications as amended replacing one year with18 mos.

		+5 -0 (Melgar, Moore absent)



		

		2018-001189IMP

		505 Howard Street

		Foster

		Closed the Public Hearing

		



		M-20148

		2016-010340ENV

		500 Turk Street

		Poling

		Certified

		+5 -0 (Melgar, Moore absent)



		M-20149

		2016-003836CUA

		114 Lyon Street

		Ajello

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include that any Interior modifications be routed to Preservation staff at the PIC for review of the loss of original features and determine if intake is required.

		+5 -0 (Melgar, Moore absent)



		

		2016-003836VAR

		114 Lyon Street

		Ajello

		Acting ZA closed the public hearing and took the matter under advisement.

		



		M-20150

		2015-015203DNX

		135 Hyde Street

		Perry

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include:

1. Material palate outlined by the architect to be implemented;

2. Two total carshare spaces; and

3. Mitigate the number of nested bedrooms.

		+5 -0 (Melgar, Moore absent)



		

		2015-015203VAR

		135 Hyde Street

		Perry

		Acting ZA closed the public hearing and indicated an intent to Grant.

		



		

		2014-002033DNX

		429 Beale Street (Also 430 Main Street)

		Vu

		After hearing and closing public comment; a motion to Approve with Conditions failed +3 -2 (Koppel, Richards against; Melgar, Moore against); Continued to May 10, 2018 to consider alternative design solutions.

		+5 -0 (Melgar, Moore absent)



		M-20152

		2017-005992CUA

		48 Saturn Street

		Horn

		After hearing and closing public comment; rescinded their Motion of Intent to Disapprove by a vote of +5 -0 (Melgar, Moore absent); and Approved with Conditions.

		+5 -0 (Melgar, Moore absent)



		

		2016-010185CUA

		160 Caselli Avenue

		Flores

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to April 12, 2018.

		+5 -0 (Melgar, Moore absent)



		DRA-0587

		2016-000017DRP

		43 Everson Street

		Samonsky

		Took DR and approved per the mutual agreement to reduce the depth of the rear most wall four feet, preserving the notch.

		+5 -0 (Melgar, Moore absent)







March 22, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2014-003160CUA

		3314 Cesar Chavez Street

		Vu

		Continued to April 26, 2018

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		

		2017-001283CUA

		792 Capp Street

		Christensen

		Continued to May 3, 2018

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		

		2015-014876CUA

		749 27th Street

		Horn

		Continued to May 3, 2018

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		

		2015-014876VAR

		749 27th Street

		Horn

		ZA Continued to May 3, 2018

		



		

		2015-003800CUA

		1100 Potrero Avenue

		Vu

		Continued to May 3, 2018

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		

		2015-003800VAR

		1100 Potrero Avenue

		Vu

		ZA Continued to May 3, 2018

		



		

		2015-009163CUA

		77 Geary Street

		Perry

		Continued to May 17, 2018

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		

		2017-005992CUA

		48 Saturn Street

		Horn

		Continued to March 29, 2018

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		

		2015-012729CUA

		600 Van Ness Avenue

		Bendix

		Continued to May 24, 2018

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		M-20140

		2017-006169CUA

		513 Valencia Street

		Lindsay

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		

		

		March 1, 2018 Minutes

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		

		

		Central SOMA Plan

		Wertheim

		None – Informational

		



		M-20141

		2009.0753C

		3155 Cesar Chavez Street

		Hoagland

		After being pulled off of Consent, Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Fong, Hillis absent)



		

		2009.0753V

		3155 Cesar Chavez Street

		Hoagland

		After being pulled off of Consent, acting ZA indicated an intent to Grant

		



		

		

		Divisadero And Fillmore NCTS Economic Feasibility Study

		Bintliff

		None – Informational

		



		R-20142

		2016-000162CWP

		Urban Design Guidelines

		Small

		Adopted as amended

		+4 -1 (Moore against; Fong, Hillis absent)



		

		2016-003836CUA

		114 Lyon Street

		Ajello

		Continued to March 29, 2018

		+5 -0 (Fong, Hillis absent)



		

		2016-003836VAR

		114 Lyon Street

		Ajello

		Acting ZA Continued to March 29, 2018

		



		

		2007.0946

		Candlestick Point Hunters Point Shipyard Phase II Development Project

		Snyder

		None – Informational

		



		R-20143

		2007.0946GPA-02

		Candlestick Point Hunters Point Shipyard Phase II Development Project – Initiation Of General Plan Amendments

		Snyder

		Initiated and scheduled a hearing on or after April 26, 2018

		+5 -0 (Fong, Hillis absent)



		R-20144

		2007.0946MAP-02

		Candlestick Point – Initiation Of Planning Code Map Amendment

		Snyder

		Initiated and scheduled a hearing on or after April 26, 2018

		+5 -0 (Fong, Hillis absent)



		M-20145

		2016-007593CUA

		229 Ellis Street

		Foster

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Fong, Richards, Hillis absent)



		

		2016-007593VAR

		229 Ellis Street

		Foster

		Acting ZA indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-20146

		2016-010348CUA

		1233 Polk Street

		Perry

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include a six month update

		+5 -0 (Fong, Hillis absent)



		DRA-0586

		2015-001542DRP

		2514 Balboa Street

		Vellve

		Did NOT take DR and approved as proposed

		+5 -0 (Fong, Hillis absent)







March 15, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2014-001400ENX

		2750 19th Street

		Samonsky

		Continued to May 10, 2018

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2016-005617DRP

		1439-1441 South Van Ness Avenue

		Christensen

		Continued to June 14, 2018

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2017-005881PCA

		Formula Retail Grocery Store In Fulton Street Grocery Store Special Use District [Board File 170514]

		Asbagh

		Continued Indefinitely

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2017-005881CUA

		555 Fulton Street

		Asbagh

		Continued Indefinitely

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2016-003051DRP

		37 Sussex Street

		Jackson

		Withdrawn

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		M-20134

		2017-010105CUA

		2901 California Street

		Vellve

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		

		February 8, 2018 Minutes

		Silva

		Adopted 

		



		

		

		California State Senate Bill 827

		Ikezoe

		None – Informational

		



		R-20135

		2018-001205PCA

		Massage Establishments – Union Street Neighborhood Commercial District [Board File No. 180053]

		Sanchez

		Approved with Staff Modifications

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2014.1459CUA

		214 States Street

		Horn

		Continued to May 3, 2018

		+5 -1 (Moore against; Melgar absent)



		M-20136

		2017-011465CUA

		945 Market Street

		Asbagh

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20137

		2017-011465OFA

		945 Market Street

		Asbagh

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20138

		2015-000058CUA

		2500-2698 Turk Street and 222 Stanyan Street

		Woods

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20139

		2017-004489CUA

		701 Valencia Street

		Jardines

		Approved with Conditions as Amended prohibiting restaurant and limited restaurant use.

		+6 -0 (Moore absent)



		

		2015-009015DRP-03

		75, 77, 79-81 Leland Avenue

		Jardines

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to May 3, 2018

		+7 -0



		DRA-0583

		2016-014684DRP

		2622-2624 Greenwich Street

		May

		Took DR and Approved as Revised

		+7 -0



		DRA-0584

		2016-014004DRP

		2865 Vallejo Street

		Bendix

		Took DR and Approved with Condition to set back side wall 18”

		+6 -1 (Moore against)



		DRA-0585

		2016-002865DRP

		1889-1891 Green Street

		Bendix

		Took DR and Approved with Condition to eliminate interior mudroom door for lower unit.

		+5 -1 (Moore against; Fong absent)







March 8, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2016-010185CUA

		160 Caselli Avenue

		Flores

		Continued to March 29, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2017-014849CUA

		220 Post Street

		Adina

		Continued to April 19, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2017-005992CUA

		48 Saturn Street

		Horn

		Continued to March 22, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2017-008121CUA

		1805 Divisadero Street

		Dito

		Continued to April 26, 2018

		+7 -0



		M-20124

		2017-005841CUA

		2099 Market Street

		Lindsay

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20125

		2016-007531CUA

		533 Jackson Street

		Adina

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20126

		2017-015199CUA

		531 Bayshore Boulevard

		Ganetsos

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		

		February 22, 2018 Minutes

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		R-20127

		2018-000681PCA

		Hours of Operation for Limited Nonconforming Uses

		DiSalvo

		Initiated and Scheduled a hearing on or after April 19, 2018

		+7 -0



		R-20128

		2017-014297PCA

		Planning Code Corrections Ordinance

		Brosky

		Initiated and Scheduled a hearing on or after April 19, 2018

		+7 -0



		R-20129

		2015-000644ENV

		Biosolids Digester Facilities Project

		Johnston

		Certified

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20130

		2016-007850ENV

		88 Broadway/735 Davis Street

		Delumo

		Upheld the PND

		+7 -0



		M-20131

		2016-014839CUA

		4093 24th Street

		Lindsay

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20132

		2017-013609CND

		668-678 Page Street

		Weissglass

		Disapproved

		+7 -0



		M-20133

		2017-015104CUA

		201 Steiner Street

		Weissglass

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2016-003836CUA

		114 Lyon Street

		Ajello

		Continued to March 22, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2016-003836VAR

		114 Lyon Street

		Ajello

		Acting ZA Continued to March 22, 2018

		



		DRA-0582

		2017-000424DRP

		2714 Broadway

		Bendix

		Took DR and Conditioned the agreement reached between parties.

		+7 -0







March 1, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2015-008252DRP

		89 Roosevelt Way

		Jonckheer

		Continued to May 3, 2018

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2016-009062DRP

		505 Grand View

		Tran

		Continued to June 7, 2018

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2017-008783CUA

		1 Front Street

		Perry

		Continued to July 12, 2018

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2017-007063DRM

		518 Brannan Street

		Christensen

		Continued Indefinitely

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2016-011486CUA

		1713 Yosemite Avenue

		Christensen

		Continued to April 19, 2018

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		

		ConnectSF

		Johnson

		None – Informational

		



		R-20119

		2011.1356M

		Central Soma Plan – Initiation of Amendments to the General Plan

		Wertheim

		Initiated and scheduled a hearing on or after March 29, 2018

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		R-20120

		2011.1356T

		Central Soma Plan – Initiation of Amendments to the Administrative Code and the Planning Code

		Wertheim

		Scheduled a hearing on or after March 29, 2018

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		R-20121

		2011.1356Z

		Central Soma Plan – Initiation of Amendments to the Zoning Map

		Wertheim

		Scheduled a hearing on or after March 29, 2018

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		M-20122

		2017-008334CUA

		4230 18th Street

		Horn

		Approved with Conditions as amended:

1. Limiting roof deck hours to 10:00 pm;

2. Providing three nights at the sponsor’s choosing to extend roof deck hours to midnight;

3. Minimize external air handling equipment; and 

4. Work with staff to minimize roof top appurtenances.

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		M-20123

		2016-012872CUA

		479 28th Street

		Tran

		Approved with Conditions, as proposed by the Sponsor

		+5 -0 (Melgar, Fong absent)



		DRA-0580

		2015-018225DRP

		171 Judson Avenue

		Jimenez

		Took DR and required that the Project provide a code complying ADU.

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		DRA-0581

		2013.0254DRP

		56 Mason Street

		Kirby

		Took DR and approved with conditions: 

1. That original tenants offered tenancy at their previous rental rates;

2. Those tenants be served with first right of refusal; and

3. A report back to the CPC upon occupancy.

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)







February 22, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2016-007850ENV

		88 Broadway/735 Davis Street

		Delumo

		Continued to March 8, 2018

		+6 -0 



		

		2017-004489CUA

		701 Valencia Street

		Jardines

		Continued to March 15, 2018

		+6 -0



		

		2017-006817DRM

		1190 Bryant Street

		Christensen

		Continued Indefinitely

		+6 -0



		

		2016-010348CUA

		1233 Polk Street

		Perry

		Continued to March 22, 2018

		+6 -0



		

		2015-014876CUA

		749 27th Street

		Horn

		Continued to March 22, 2018

		+6 -0



		

		2015-014876VAR

		749 27th Street

		Horn

		Acting ZA Continued to March 22, 2018

		



		

		2015-015846DRM

		520 28th Street

		Jonckheer

		Withdrawn

		+6 -0



		

		2016-007593CUA

		229 Ellis Street

		Foster

		Continued to March 22, 2018

		+6 -0



		

		2016-007593VAR

		229 Ellis Street

		Foster

		Acting ZA Continued to March 22, 2018

		



		

		2015-015846DRP

		520 28th Street

		Jonckheer

		Withdrawn

		+6 -0



		

		2015-015846VAR

		520 28th Street

		Jonckheer

		Acting ZA Continued to February 28, 2018

		



		

		2016-009992DRP02

		586 Sanchez Street

		Flores

		Withdrawn

		+6 -0



		M-20111

		2017-007501CUA

		3629 Taraval Street

		Campbell

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20112

		2017-012457CUA

		235 Church Street

		Campbell

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20113

		2017-015083CUA

		721 Lincoln Way

		Dito

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20114

		2017-010871CUA

		691 14th Street

		Flores

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20115

		2015-009450CUA

		1600 Ocean Avenue

		Kwiatkowska

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		

		

		February 1, 2018 Closed Session Minutes

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		

		

		February 1, 2018  Regular Minutes

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		

		

		Residential Pipeline Dashboard

		Ojeda

		None - Informational

		



		

		

		Retail Study And Neighborhood Commercial Districts

		Butkus

		None - Informational

		



		

		

		Retail To Office Conversions Within Union Square

		Asbagh

		None - Informational

		



		M-20116

		2017-000188ENV

		Alcatraz Ferry Embarkation Project

		Moore

		Upheld the PMND

		+5 -1 (Richards against)



		

		2017-014841CUA

		655 Alvarado Street

		Horn

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to April 19, 2018

		+5 -0 (Fong absent)



		M-20117

		2017-014736CUA

		1327 Chestnut Street

		Ganetsos

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Fong absent)



		M-20118

		2017-004562CUA

		799 Castro Street & 3878-3880 21st Street

		Tran

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include continue working with staff on design of the building.

		+4 -1 (Hillis against; Fong absent)



		

		2008.0410V

		799 Castro Street & 3878-3880 21st Street

		Tran

		ZA Closed the public hearing and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		DRA-0578

		2017-004562DRP

		799 Castro Street & 3878-3880 21st Street

		Tran

		Took DR and approved to include continue working with the staff on ADU.

		+4 -1 (Hillis against; Fong absent)



		DRA-0579

		2017-003039DRP

		53 Forest Side Avenue

		Adina

		Took DR and approved as amended to deal with privacy issues on north and south sides.

		+5 -0 (Fong absent)







February 8, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-008783CUA

		1 Front Street

		Perry

		Continued to March 1, 2018

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2016-003836CUA

		114 Lyon Street

		Ajello

		Continued to March 8, 2018

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2016-003836VAR

		114 Lyon Street

		Ajello

		Acting ZA Continued to March 8, 2018

		



		

		2017-014736CUA

		1327 Chestnut Street

		Ganetsos

		Continued to February 22, 2018

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2017-009668DRP

		2567 Mission Street

		Christensen

		Withdrawn

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20101

		2017-014433CUA

		3130 Fillmore Street

		Chandler

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20102

		2017-013406CUA

		1177 California Street, Unit 1014 and 1015

		Adina

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		

		January 25, 2018 Minutes

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		R-20103

		2017-014010CRV

		FY 2018-2020 Proposed Department Budget and Work Program

		Landis

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		R-20104

		2015-012994GPA

		200-214 Van Ness Avenue

		Asbagh

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		R-20105

		2015-012994PCAMAP

		200-214 Van Ness Avenue

		Asbagh

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		R-20106

		2015-012994DVA

		200-214 Van Ness Avenue

		Asbagh

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20107

		2015-012994DNX

		200-214 Van Ness Avenue

		Asbagh

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20108

		2015-012994CUA

		200-214 Van Ness Avenue

		Asbagh

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2014-003160CUA

		3314 Cesar Chavez Street

		Vu

		
After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to March 22, 2018

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Hillis absent)



		M-20109

		2017-010480CUA

		655 Montgomery Street

		Perry

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Hillis absent)



		

		2017-010480VAR

		655 Montgomery Street

		Perry

		ZA Closed the public hearing and indicated an intent to Grant

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Hillis absent)



		M-20110

		2016-004524CUA

		900 Clement Street

		May

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Hillis absent)



		

		2015-001542DRP

		2514 Balboa Street

		Vellve

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to March 22, 2018

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Hillis absent)



		

		2016-014684DRP

		2622-2624 Greenwich Street

		May

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to March 15, 2018

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Hillis absent)



		DRA-0576

		2017-010311DRP

		217 Montana Street

		Tran

		Took DR and Approved to require frosted or obscured glass along west facade

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Hillis absent)







February 1, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-013609CND

		668-678 Page Street

		Weissglass

		Continued to March 8, 2018

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Melgar absent)



		

		2016-005617DRP

		1439-1441 South Van Ness Avenue

		Christensen

		Continued to March 15, 2018

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Melgar absent)



		

		2015-009163CUA

		77 Geary Street

		Perry

		Continued to March 22, 2018

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Melgar absent)



		

		2016-013942DRM

		5 Leland Avenue

		Christensen

		Continued Indefinitely

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Melgar absent)



		M-20098

		2017-013413CUA

		1390 Market Street

		Chandler

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		

		January 11, 2018 Minutes

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		

		January 18, 2018 Minutes

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		

		Action Item List

		Ionin

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2011.1356MTZU

		Central Soma Plan

		Wertheim

		None - Informational

		



		

		2015-009450CUA

		1600 Ocean Avenue

		Kwiatkowska

		After hearing and closing public comment; Adopted a Motion of Intent to Approve with conditions, that the bank cease operations at the end of two years or when their current lease expires; and Continued the matter to February 22, 2018.

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20099

		2017-001990CUA

		863 Carolina Street

		Hoagland

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include:

1. Removal of the penthouse and roof deck;

2. Ensure the elevator includes a keyed entry;

3. Provide a matching lightwell;

4. Reduce the massing; and 

5. Continue working with Staff and the RDT on the façade.

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Melgar absent)



		M-20100

		2013.0531X

		2230 3rd Street

		Vu

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include any tenant improvement(s) to be routed to Planning.

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Melgar absent)



		

		2017-009668DRP

		2567 Mission Street

		Christensen

		After a motion to NOT Take DR and approve as proposed with a 6 mos update failed +3 -3 (Richards, Moore, Melgar against; Johnson absent); Continued to February 8, 2018.

		+4 -2 (Fong, Koppel against; Johnson absent)



		DRA-0577

		2016-012089DRP

		33-35 Aladdin Terrace

		Foster

		Took DR and approved as amended without the proposed garage and with the revised roof plan.

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2016-012089VAR

		33-35 Aladdin Terrace

		Foster

		ZA Closed the public hearing and indicated an intent to Grant

		







February 1, 2018 Closed Session Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Assert Attorney-Client Privilege

		Stacy

		Adopted a Motion to Assert Attorney Client Privelege

		+4 -0 (Richards, Fong, Johnson absent)



		

		

		Motion to Disclose

		Stacy

		Adopted a Motion to NOT disclose

		+5 -0 (Fong, Johnson absent)







January 25, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-000188ENV

		Alcatraz Ferry Embarkation Project

		Navarrete

		Continued to February 22, 2018

		+5 -0 (Fong, Johnson absent)



		

		2017-002768CUA

		984-988 Jackson Street

		Foster

		Continued to May 24, 2018

		+5 -0 (Fong, Johnson absent)



		

		2017-014089AHB

		681 Florida Street

		Alexander

		Continued Indefinitely

		+5 -0 (Fong, Johnson absent)



		

		2009.0880ENX-02

		2100 Mission Street

		Jardines

		Withdrawn

		+5 -0 (Fong, Johnson absent)



		

		2014.1364CUA

		1555 Union Street

		Bendix

		Continued Indefinitely

		+5 -0 (Fong, Johnson absent)



		

		2014.1364VAR

		1555 Union Street

		Bendix

		ZA Continued Indefinitely

		



		

		2016-003051DRP

		37 Sussex Street

		Jackson

		Continued to March 15, 2018

		+5 -0 (Fong, Johnson absent)



		

		

		December 14, 2017 Minutes

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Fong, Johnson absent)



		

		

		December 21, 2017 Minutes

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Fong, Johnson absent)



		

		2017-014010CRV

		FY 2018-2020 Proposed Department Budget and Work Program

		Landis

		None - Informational

		



		

		2009.3461CWP

		Area Plan Implementation Update And Inter-Department Plan Implementation Committee (IPIC Report)

		Snyder

		None - Informational

		



		

		2014-001272DVA

		Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project

		Sucre

		None - Informational

		



		M-20096

		2017-003134CUA

		72 Ellis Street

		Foster

		Approved a two-year extension

		+4 -0 (Hillis, Fong, Johnson absent)



		M-20097

		2017-003134DNX

		72 Ellis Street

		Foster

		Approved a two-year extension

		+4 -0 (Hillis, Fong, Johnson absent)



		

		2017-003134

		72 Ellis Street

		Foster

		ZA Closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		

		2017-013406CUA

		1177 California Street, Unit 1014 and 1015

		Adina

		Adopted a Motion of Intent to Approve with conditions:

1. That the independent defining features of the units be retained; and 

2. That upon sale of the merged unit be restored to two units;

And, Continued the matter to February 8, 2018.

		+4 -1 (Melgar against; Fong, Johnson absent)



		

		2014-001400ENX

		2750 19th Street

		Samonsky

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to March 15, 2018.

		+4 -1 (Melgar against; Fong, Johnson absent)



		DRA-0575

		2017-004890DRP

		3600 Scott Street

		Samonsky

		Took DR and approved the project with conditions:

1. Posts be painted a neutral color (such as white); and

2. That upon sale the 42” railing is restored.

		+4 -1 (Moore against; Fong, Johnson absent)







January 18, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2016-005617DRP

		1439-1441 South Van Ness Avenue

		Christensen

		Continued to February 1, 2018

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2014-003160CUA

		3314 Cesar Chavez Street

		Vu

		Continued to February 8, 2018

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2016-011486CUA

		1713 Yosemite Avenue

		Christensen

		Continued to March 1, 2018

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2016-012872CUA

		479 28th Street

		Tran

		Continued to March 1, 2018

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2009.1011ENX

		1863 Mission Street

		Hoagland

		Withdrawn

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		

		Election Of Officers

		Ionin

		Hillis - President;

Melgar - Vice

		+7 -0



		R-20092

		2017-013096MAP

		Burnett Avenue And Burnett Avenue North

		Butkus

		Approved

		+7 -0



		

		2015-011274ENV

		150 Eureka Street

		Delumo

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2016-001557IMP

		188 Hooper Street; 1140 7th Street; And 1111 8th Street As Well As Multiple Properties Owned Or Leased By The California College Of The Arts (CCA) Located In The City And County Of San Francisco

		Jardines

		Closed the Public Hearing

		



		M-20093

		2016-004823ENX

		744 Harrison Street

		Jardines

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20094

		2016-004823CUA

		744 Harrison Street

		Jardines

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include that if there were to be significant design changes, the project would be reviewed by the Planning Commission.

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20095

		2015-002825CUA

		1965 Market Street

		Jonckheer

		Approved with Conditions as amended by Staff

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		DRA-0574

		2014.0936DRP

		590 Leland Avenue

		Jardines

		Took DR and Approved with the condition that the 598 Leland site maintain the 25’ module for consistency.

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)







January 11, 2018 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2015-015846DRM

		520 28th Street

		Jonckheer

		Continued to February 22, 2018

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2015-015846DRP

		520 28th Street

		Jonckheer

		Continued to February 22, 2018

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2015-015846VAR

		520 28th Street

		Jonckheer

		Acting ZA Continued to February 22, 2018

		



		

		2015-018225DRP

		171 Judson Avenue

		Jimenez

		Continued to March 1, 2018

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2017-005881PCA

		Formula Retail Grocery Store In Fulton Street Grocery Store Special Use District [Board File 170514]

		Asbagh

		Continued to March 15, 2018

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2017-005881CUA

		555 Fulton Street

		Asbagh

		Continued to March 15, 2018

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20086

		2017-005067CUA

		245 Valencia Street

		Jardines

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		

		December 7, 2017 Minutes

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2007.0456EBKXV

		181 Fremont Street

		Foster

		None - Informational

		



		

		

		Urban Design Guidelines

		Small

		None - Informational

		



		

		2016-010340ENV

		500 Turk Street

		Poling

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		R-20087

		2017-014892PCA

		Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program Amendment [Board File No. 171193]

		Grob

		Approved as Amended by Staff

		+7 -0



		R-20088

		2017-013742PCA

		Jackson Square Special Use District [Board File No. 171108]

		Sanchez

		Approved as Amended by Sup. Peskin

		+6 -1 (Fong against)



		R-20089

		2015-012994PRJ

		200-214 Van Ness Avenue

		Asbagh

		Initiated and Scheduled a hearing on or after Feb. 8th, 2018

		+7 -0



		

		2015-014876CUA

		749 27th Street

		Horn

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to February 22, 2018

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2015-014876VAR

		749 27th Street

		Horn

		After hearing and closing public comment; ZA Continued to February 22, 2018

		



		

		2017-013609CND

		668-678 Page Street

		Weissglass

		After hearing and closing public comment; Adopted a Motion of Intent to Deny and Continued to February 1, 2018

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20090

		2015-005788CUA

		372 7th Avenue

		Weissglass

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20091

		2017-009449CUA

		1974 Union Street

		Dito

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		DRA-0573

		2016-011929DRP

		575 Belvedere Street

		Vellve

		Did NOT Take DR approved as revised

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)
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Advance



				To:		Planning Commission

				From:		Jonas P. Ionin, Director of Commission Affairs

				Re:		Advance Calendar

						All items and dates are tentative and subject to change.



				December 13, 2018

		Case No.		Johnson - OUT				Continuance(s)		Planner

		2015-011216DRP 		277 Judson Avenue				fr: 10/18		Kwiatkowska

						Public-Initiated DR		to: 1/24

		2016-007303ENV		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)				fr: 10/11; 11/15		Pollak

						Appeal of PMND		to: 2/14

		2017-016520CUA		828 Arkansas Street				to: 2/28		Christensen

						Demolition of existing single-family home and construction of new two-unit building

		2015-006327CUA		3225 Lincoln Way				CONSENT		Tran

						Change of use from residential to religious institution & group housing

		1996.0016CWP		COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY INVENTORY 2017  						Qi

						Informational 

		2016-013551CWP		Excelsior & Outer Mission Neighborhood Strategy 						Exline

						Informational

		2015-014028ENV		3333 California Street						Zushi

						Draft EIR 

		2018-002007CUA		145 Laurel Street				fr: 11/29		Lindsay

						AT&T Mobility Macro Wireless Telecommunications Facility 

		2018-008372CUA		1123-1127 Folsom Street						Flores

						Legalize outdoor activity area

		2018-012576CUA		1769 Lombard Street 				CB3P 		Weissglass

						legalize an existing Kennel

		2017-016050CUA		49 Hopkins Avenue				fr: 12/6		Horn

						Residential Demolition

		2018-006138DRP-03		2831 Pierce Street						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-009996DRP		434-436 20th Avenue				fr: 10/18		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				December 20, 2018

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2017-009635CUA		432 Cortland Avenue				to: 1/31		Flores

						demo mixed-use building, new construction (3 dwellings and 1 commercial unit)

		2018-008389CUA		88 King Street				CONSENT		Lindsay

						Sprint Macro Wireless Telecommunications Facility 

		2018-007366CUA		838 Grant Avenue				CONSENT		Foster

						CU for Restaurant Use + hours of operation

				Project Pipeline Status Report						TBD

						Informational

				Modernizing Long Range Data Analysis						Edmondson

						Informational

		2017-009224CUA		601 Van Ness Avenue				fr: 6/28; 9/13; 10/18		Woods

						CUA to remove movie theatre (Opera Plaza Cinema)

		2018-012330CUA		447 Broadway						Chandler

						use size in excess of 3,000 square feet.

		2016-004905SHDCUAENX		1052-1060 Folsom Street & 190-194 Russ Street 						Vu

						demo of three buildings on three parcels, new seven-story and 64'-6" tall mixed-use building 

		2016-015675CUA 		2990 24th Street 				fr: 9/1; 11/8		Lindsay

						AT&T Mobility Macro Wireless Telecommunications Facility

		2018-012420CUA		1169 Market Street						Adina

						Establish a Formula Retail Use (dba Whole Foods)

		2018-011935CUA		2505 Third St						Christensen

						Restaurant and event space use (dba Magnolia Brewing)

		2016-015887DRP		2025 15TH AVE				fr: 10/11		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-010630DRP		1621 Diamond Street 				fr: 11/29		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-008820DRP		440 MOLIMO DR						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-010924DRP		10 Aladdin Terrace						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				December 27, 2018 - Canceled

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				January 3, 2019 - Canceled

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				January 10, 2019 - Closed to DR's

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2016-007467CUA		360A West Portal Avenue				CONSENT		Hicks

						legalize existing use as Business or Professional Service 

		2015-010013IKA		30 Otis Plaza						Caldwell

						In-Kind Agreement 

				Polk/Pacific Special Area Design Guidelines						Winslow

						Adoption

				Tall Buildings Report 						Small

						Mayor's Office of Resilience & Recovery - Informational

		2015-009163CUA		77 Geary Street 				fr: 11/2; 2/1; 3/22; 5/17; 10/25		Perry

						office use at the second and third floors 

		2017-001270CUAVAR		3140-3150 16th Street 				fr: 7/26; 10/4; 11/15; 11/29		Vu

						PDR to restaurant with accessory outdoor activity area

		 2014.0948ENX		344 14th Street/1463 Stevenson Street 				fr: 10/25; 11/15; 11/29; 12/6		Jardines

						mixed-use building with 56 units with ground floor retail 

		2017-007943CUA		3848 24th St				fr: 11/29		Pantoja

						establishment of a Retail Professional Service (i.e. real estate brokerage)

		2018-012050CUA		927 Irving Street						Chandler

						use size more than 2,500 sf as well as the establishment of a Health Service Use

		2018-009178CUA 		2909 Webster Street 						Dito

						Formula Retail yoga studio (dba CorePower)

		2018-001936CUA 		799 Van Ness Ave 						Dito

						use size and retail at the 2nd floor and above (gym)

		2018-007259CUAVAR 		88 Museum Way						Horn

						New Construction of Detached Garage

		2015-008351DRP-02		380 Holladay Avenue				fr: 11/8		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-012929DRP		830 Olmstead Street				fr: 11/15		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-001609DRP		144 PERALTA AVE						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				January 17, 2019 - Joint w/HPC

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner





				January 17, 2019 - CLOSED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2018-015443PCAMAP   		170 Valencia Street						Butkus

						Planning Code, Zoning Map

		2015-004568PRJ		10 South Van Ness 						Perry

						Informational presentation 

		2016-015997CUA		820 Post Street 						Perry

						demolition and new construction of an 8-story, 12-unit building with ground floor commercial

		2016-005555DRP-02VAR 		1794-98 Filbert Street				fr: 11/29		Woods

						Vertical addition & rear yard Variance

		2017-002545DRP		2417 Green St 				fr: 7/12; 10/4; 11/29		May

						Public Initiated DR

		2018-012092DRP		299 EDGEWOOD AVENUE						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				January 24, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				Work Program, Budget, and Performance Measures 						Landis

						Informational

				Housing						Chion

						Informational

		2007.0168CUA-02		Hunters View HOPE SF						Snyder

						minor amendments to the Conditions of Approval and related D4D

		2013.0655CUA		1513A-F York Street 				fr: 10/25; 11/29		Vu

						9 three-story buildings containing 10 dwelling units with subterranean parking 

		2017-016050CUA		49 Hopkins Avenue				fr: 12/6		Horn

						Residential Demolition

		2018-008877CUA		1519 Polk Street						Ganetsos

						change of use from General Retail Sales and Services use to a Bar use (tapas bar D.B.A. ORA) 

		2018-000813CUA		939 Ellis Street 						Jimenez

						convert office to health services 

		2016-004403CUA		2222 BROADWAY						Young

						increase the enrollment cap for Schools of the Sacred Heart (Broadway campus only) 

		2015-011216DRP 		277 Judson Avenue				fr: 10/18; 12/13		Kwiatkowska

						Public-Initiated DR

		2016-005189DRP		216 Head Street						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-013175DRP		1979 Funston Avenue						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				January 31, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2018-013861PCAMAP		Large Residence Special Use District				fr: 12/6		Sanchez

						D11

		2017-009635CUA		432 Cortland Avenue				fr: 12/20		Flores

						demo mixed-use building, new construction (3 dwellings and 1 commercial unit)

		2018-002409DRP		1973 BROADWAY						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				February 7, 2019 - CLOSED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				1979 Mission Street						Vu

						Informational

				February 14, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				Budget and Work Program 						Landis

						Adoption

		2018-016401PCA		Accessory Dwelling Units in New Construction						Flores

						Planning Code Amendment

				Executive Directive on Housing (17-02) Report						Bintliff

						Informational

		2016-007303ENV		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)				fr: 10/11; 11/15; 12/13		Pollak

						Appeal of PMND

		2018-014721CUA 		1685 Haight St						Dito

						Cannabis Retailer/Dispensary

		2018-013122CUA		2966 24th Street 						Samonsky

						removal of an unauthorized group housing and conversion to commercial use

		2018-007049CUA		3378 Sacramento St						Ajello

						CUA for Health Service Use

		2016-009554DRP		27 FOUNTAIN ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-014666DRP		743 VERMONT ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				February 21, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2015-012049GEN		Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines and Transportation Network Company Update						Wietgrefe

						Informational

		2015-015129DRP		1523 FRANKLIN ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2016-004967DRP		929 DIAMOND ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				February 28, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2017-016520CUA		828 Arkansas Street				fr: 12/13		Christensen

						Demolition of existing single-family home and construction of new two-unit building

				March 7, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2018-001681DRP		120 VARENNES ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-009964DRP		526-530 LOMBARD ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				March 14, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				March 14, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2016-007303PCA		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)				fr: 12/6		Tuffy

						Legislative Amendment to 188(g); Convert office building for hotel use

		2016-007303DNXCUA		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)				fr: 12/6		Tuffy

						Convert existing office building for new Hotel use

				March 21, 2019 - CANCELED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				March 28, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				March 28, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2014.0012E		Better Market Street  						Thomas

						DEIR

				April 4, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				April 11, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				April 18, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				April 25, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: I Support 3060 Fillmore Street
Date: Friday, December 07, 2018 2:21:56 PM

Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Tanvi <wordpress@3060fillmore.com>

Sent: Friday, December 07, 2018 1:56 PM

To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org>; planning@rodneyfong.com;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore,
Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; CPC-
Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; May, Christopher (CPC)
<Christopher.May@sfgov.org>; kim@kmarq.com; LCuadra@bergdavis.com

Subject: I Support 3060 Fillmore Street

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

Dear President Hillis and Planning Commissioners,

My name is Tanvi and I live at 1380 Greenwich St. I am contacting you to express my support for the proposed
Shake Shack and Rumble Fitness at 3060 Fillmore. San Francisco’s first Shake Shack and second Rumble will
revitalize a long-vacant building and spark new energy in the Union Street corridor.

The neighborhood is known for its walkability, but the pedestrian experience, street cleanliness, and overall
neighborhood vitality have suffered as vacancies have increased. I hope this project helps us get back to a livelier
corridor with even more new businesses.

I strongly encourage you to approve this proposal.

Sincerely,

Tanvi
tanvi.dudhela@gmail.com


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: I Support 3060 Fillmore Street
Date: Friday, December 07, 2018 2:21:51 PM

Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Vivian Tsai <wordpress@3060fillmore.com>

Sent: Friday, December 07, 2018 1:58 PM

To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org>; planning@rodneyfong.com;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore,
Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; CPC-
Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; May, Christopher (CPC)
<Christopher.May@sfgov.org>; kim@kmarq.com; LCuadra@bergdavis.com

Subject: I Support 3060 Fillmore Street

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

Dear President Hillis and Planning Commissioners,

My name is Vivian Tsai and I live at 3126 Scott Street. [ am contacting you to express my support for the proposed
Shake Shack and Rumble Fitness at 3060 Fillmore. San Francisco’s first Shake Shack and second Rumble will
revitalize a long-vacant building and spark new energy in the Union Street corridor.

The neighborhood is known for its walkability, but the pedestrian experience, street cleanliness, and overall
neighborhood vitality have suffered as vacancies have increased. I hope this project helps us get back to a livelier
corridor with even more new businesses.

I strongly encourage you to approve this proposal.

Sincerely,

Vivian Tsai
vivian w_tsai@yahoo.com


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 950 Lombard, San Francisco Property Listing: MLS® #395153
Date: Friday, December 07, 2018 1:32:24 PM

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: SchuT <schuttishtr@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Friday, December 07, 2018 8:46 AM

To: richhillissf@yahoo.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org>;
mooreurban@aol.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions
Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC)
<Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org>

Cc: lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Subject: 950 Lombard, San Francisco Property Listing: MLS® #395153

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

Good morning.

President Hillis suggested I send the old photos of 950 Lombard prior to the alteration as | offered
yesterday during Public Comment.

Kathleen Courtney wanted me to send them to you all as well.

This is the website from 2012 when the property sold for $4.5 million and you should be able to
view the old photos. If not, | have screenshots from this website as well and would be happy to
send them to you, if needed.

Thank you.

Georgia

https://www.hill-co.com/listing-sfar_sold/395153-950-lombard-san-francisco-ca-94133/

Sent from my iPad


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://www.hill-co.com/listing-sfar_sold/395153-950-lombard-san-francisco-ca-94133/

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: I Support 3060 Fillmore Street
Date: Friday, December 07, 2018 11:27:13 AM

Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Nuala REGE <wordpress@3060fillmore.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 06, 2018 11:20 AM

To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org>; planning@rodneyfong.com;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore,
Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; CPC-
Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; May, Christopher (CPC)
<Christopher.May@sfgov.org>; kim@kmarq.com; LCuadra@bergdavis.com

Subject: I Support 3060 Fillmore Street

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

Dear President Hillis and Planning Commissioners,

My name is Nuala REGE and I live at owner 3060 FIllmore-also support Indie Superette. I am contacting you to
express my support for the proposed Shake Shack and Rumble Fitness at 3060 Fillmore. San Francisco’s first Shake
Shack and second Rumble will revitalize a long-vacant building and spark new energy in the Union Street corridor.
The neighborhood is known for its walkability, but the pedestrian experience, street cleanliness, and overall
neighborhood vitality have suffered as vacancies have increased. I hope this project helps us get back to a livelier
corridor with even more new businesses.

I strongly encourage you to approve this proposal.

Sincerely,

Nuala REGE
RNREGE@comcast.net


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: I Support 3060 Fillmore Street
Date: Friday, December 07, 2018 11:27:07 AM

Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Candace Sullivan <wordpress@3060fillmore.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 06, 2018 12:56 PM

To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org>; planning@rodneyfong.com;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore,
Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; CPC-
Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; May, Christopher (CPC)
<Christopher.May@sfgov.org>; kim@kmarq.com; LCuadra@bergdavis.com

Subject: I Support 3060 Fillmore Street

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

Dear President Hillis and Planning Commissioners,

My name is Candace Sullivan and I live at 10458 Mill Station Rd. Sebastopol. I am contacting you to express my
support for the proposed Shake Shack and Rumble Fitness at 3060 Fillmore. San Francisco’s first Shake Shack and
second Rumble will revitalize a long-vacant building and spark new energy in the Union Street corridor.

The neighborhood is known for its walkability, but the pedestrian experience, street cleanliness, and overall
neighborhood vitality have suffered as vacancies have increased. I hope this project helps us get back to a livelier
corridor with even more new businesses.

I strongly encourage you to approve this proposal.

Sincerely,

Candace Sullivan
dandcsullivan@comcast.net


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org

From: Starr, Aaron (CPC)
To: Planning@RodneyFong.com; richhillissf@gmail.com; mooreurban@aol.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel
(CPQC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC)
Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY
Subject: Weekly Board Report
Date: Thursday, December 06, 2018 12:21:13 PM
Attachments: 2018 12 06.pdf
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Please see attached.

Aaron Starr, MA
Manager of Legislative Affairs

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

Email: aaron.starr@sfgov.org

Web: www.sfplanning.or
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Summary of Board Activities
December 3-7, 2018

Planning Commission Report: December 6, 2018

Land Use Committee

e 180645 Planning Code, Zoning Map - Rezoning, Preservation Designation - 175 Golden Gate
Avenue. Sponsor: Kim. Staff: Butkus. Continued to call of the chair due to a problem with the
GPA referral.

e 181031 Planning Code - Permit Review Procedures for Uses in Neighborhood Commercial
Districts. Sponsors: Tang; Safai. Staff: D. Sanchez.

Next the Committee heard the Permit Review Procedures for Uses in NC Districts Ordinance,
introduced by Supervisors Tang and Safai. This Ordinance proposes to make permanent a two-
year pilot program that exempted certain uses from neighborhood notification in the NCDs in

Supervisorial Districts 4 and 11.

Commissioners you heard this Ordinance on November 29 and voted unanimously to approve
the Ordinance with the modification. The modification was to include a two-year report back on

the effects of making the pilot program permanent.

At the Land Use Committee hearing, two members of the public requested that the Supervisors
delay the Ordinance until the new Board is seated. Supervisors Tang and Safai both emphasized
the NCDs in their supervisorial districts need more small business activity. They both mentioned
that the reduction in permitting timeframes would help attract more small business activity to their

districts.

The Land Use Committee unanimously to recommend the Ordinance to the Full BOS as a
committee report.

e 180915 Planning Code - Residential Care Facilities. Sponsors: Mandelman; Yee. Staff: Butkus.

Next the Committee heard Supervisor Mandelman’ s ordinance that would allow Residential Care
Facilities as of right in more zoning districts. Commissioners, you heard this item last week on

November 29 and voted to recommend the item.

During the hearing a few members of the public spoke in favor of the ordinance. Supervisor
Mandelman spoke about the need for the ordinance, and then the committee voted to

recommend the item to the Full Board as a committee report.



https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3530177&GUID=FD2FDD9D-2F37-4BA4-B9FE-DC3B44AAF967

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3710444&GUID=3882411E-55D8-4F3B-BF4F-CA76D55449C0

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3681418&GUID=319BB3EF-D8D5-49EF-892D-634D3E1BE812



Summary of Board Activities
December 3-7, 2018

Planning Commission Report: December 6, 2018

180916 Planning, Administrative Codes - Zoning Controls and Fees in the C-3-R (Downtown
Retail) District. Sponsor: Peskin. Staff: Butkus. Continued to January 7, 2019

180777 Planning Code - Prohibiting Employee Cafeterias within Office Space. Sponsors: Safai;
Peskin. Staff: D Sanchez. Continued to December 10, 2018

Full Board

180935 Planning Code, Zoning Map - 1550 Evans Avenue Special Use District. Sponsor: Cohen.
PASSED First Read

180915 Planning Code - Residential Care Facilities. Sponsors: Mandelman; Yee. Staff: Butkus.
Passed First Read

181031 Planning Code - Permit Review Procedures for Uses in Neighborhood Commercial

Districts. Sponsors: Tang; Safai. Staff: D. Sanchez. Passed First Read

181028 Planning Code - Off-Street Parking Requirements. Sponsors: Kim; Peskin and Brown.

The Board also passed on first read Supervisor Kim’s ordinance that would eliminate minimum
parking requirements city-wide. There was quite a lot of comment from the Supervisors on this
item. Supervisor Yee, Safai, and President Cohen made statements against the proposal, citing
the need for more dialog, and the lack of reliable public transit in their districts. Supervisor Kim
gave a very thorough defense of the proposed ordinance, and was joined by Supervisors
Mandelman, Brown, and Peskin. Supervisor Cohen proposed removing her district from the
proposed ordinance; however, this proposed amendment was withdrawn. In response,
Supervisor Yee duplicated the file with the intention of carving out District 10. This duplicated

ordinance will be sent back to the Land Use Committee for a public hearing.

In the end the ordinance passed first read on a 6-4 vote with Supervisor Fewer absent. The

dissenting Supervisors were Cohen, Yee, Stefani, and Safai.



https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3681419&GUID=5884D98A-5619-4151-8653-C801266E8B33

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3585888&GUID=938A71C5-48EA-4B3A-9C6D-C665911120D5

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3688619&GUID=C4FB1387-3F15-4494-B7A7-6FAC6E32F7A9

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3681418&GUID=319BB3EF-D8D5-49EF-892D-634D3E1BE812

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3710444&GUID=3882411E-55D8-4F3B-BF4F-CA76D55449C0

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3709260&GUID=C36405A9-974A-4B08-8EDB-56DDFAC6CEEA
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: I Support 3060 Fillmore Street
Date: Thursday, December 06, 2018 11:22:12 AM

Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Nuala Rege <wordpress@3060fillmore.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 06, 2018 11:19 AM

To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org>; planning@rodneyfong.com;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore,
Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; CPC-
Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; May, Christopher (CPC)
<Christopher.May@sfgov.org>; kim@kmarq.com; LCuadra@bergdavis.com

Subject: I Support 3060 Fillmore Street

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

Dear President Hillis and Planning Commissioners,

My name is Nuala Rege and I live at owner 3060 Fillmore. I am contacting you to express my support for the
proposed Shake Shack and Rumble Fitness at 3060 Fillmore. San Francisco’s first Shake Shack and second Rumble
will revitalize a long-vacant building and spark new energy in the Union Street corridor.

The neighborhood is known for its walkability, but the pedestrian experience, street cleanliness, and overall
neighborhood vitality have suffered as vacancies have increased. I hope this project helps us get back to a livelier
corridor with even more new businesses.

I strongly encourage you to approve this proposal.

Sincerely,

Nuala Rege
RNREGE@comcast.net


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: I Support 3060 Fillmore Street
Date: Thursday, December 06, 2018 10:59:30 AM

Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Sal Salma <wordpress@3060fillmore.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 06, 2018 10:53 AM

To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org>; planning@rodneyfong.com;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore,
Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; CPC-
Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; May, Christopher (CPC)
<Christopher.May@sfgov.org>; kim@kmarq.com; LCuadra@bergdavis.com

Subject: I Support 3060 Fillmore Street

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

Dear President Hillis and Planning Commissioners,

My name is Sal Salma and I live at 3050 fillmore (property owner). I am contacting you to express my support for
the proposed Shake Shack and Rumble Fitness at 3060 Fillmore. San Francisco’s first Shake Shack and second
Rumble will revitalize a long-vacant building and spark new energy in the Union Street corridor.

The neighborhood is known for its walkability, but the pedestrian experience, street cleanliness, and overall
neighborhood vitality have suffered as vacancies have increased. I hope this project helps us get back to a livelier
corridor with even more new businesses.

I strongly encourage you to approve this proposal.

Sincerely,

Sal Salma
yasalma@aol.com


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: I Support 3060 Fillmore Street
Date: Thursday, December 06, 2018 9:31:44 AM

Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: erica <wordpress@3060fillmore.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 05, 2018 5:03 PM

To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org>; planning@rodneyfong.com;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore,
Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; CPC-
Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; May, Christopher (CPC)
<Christopher.May@sfgov.org>; kim@kmarq.com; LCuadra@bergdavis.com

Subject: I Support 3060 Fillmore Street

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

Dear President Hillis and Planning Commissioners,

My name is erica and I live at 1430 fulton street. I am contacting you to express my support for the proposed Shake
Shack and Rumble Fitness at 3060 Fillmore. San Francisco’s first Shake Shack and second Rumble will revitalize a
long-vacant building and spark new energy in the Union Street corridor.

The neighborhood is known for its walkability, but the pedestrian experience, street cleanliness, and overall
neighborhood vitality have suffered as vacancies have increased. I hope this project helps us get back to a livelier
corridor with even more new businesses.

I strongly encourage you to approve this proposal.

Sincerely,

erica
hrlygirlie64@aim.com


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: I Support 3060 Fillmore Street
Date: Thursday, December 06, 2018 9:31:38 AM

Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: LOU CAPURRO <wordpress@3060fillmore.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 05, 2018 8:53 PM

To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org>; planning@rodneyfong.com;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore,
Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; CPC-
Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; May, Christopher (CPC)
<Christopher.May@sfgov.org>; kim@kmarq.com; LCuadra@bergdavis.com

Subject: I Support 3060 Fillmore Street

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

Dear President Hillis and Planning Commissioners,

My name is LOU CAPURRO and I live at 330 PIERCE ST. I am contacting you to express my support for the
proposed Shake Shack and Rumble Fitness at 3060 Fillmore. San Francisco’s first Shake Shack and second Rumble
will revitalize a long-vacant building and spark new energy in the Union Street corridor.

The neighborhood is known for its walkability, but the pedestrian experience, street cleanliness, and overall
neighborhood vitality have suffered as vacancies have increased. I hope this project helps us get back to a livelier
corridor with even more new businesses.

I strongly encourage you to approve this proposal.

Sincerely,

LOU CAPURRO
loucapurro@yahoo.com


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: I Support 3060 Fillmore Street
Date: Thursday, December 06, 2018 9:31:03 AM

Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Ashley Nance <wordpress@3060fillmore.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 06, 2018 4:51 AM

To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org>; planning@rodneyfong.com;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore,
Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; CPC-
Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; May, Christopher (CPC)
<Christopher.May@sfgov.org>; kim@kmarq.com; LCuadra@bergdavis.com

Subject: I Support 3060 Fillmore Street

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

Dear President Hillis and Planning Commissioners,

My name is Ashley Nance and I live at 2383 Post St. I am contacting you to express my support for the proposed
Shake Shack and Rumble Fitness at 3060 Fillmore. San Francisco’s first Shake Shack and second Rumble will
revitalize a long-vacant building and spark new energy in the Union Street corridor.

The neighborhood is known for its walkability, but the pedestrian experience, street cleanliness, and overall
neighborhood vitality have suffered as vacancies have increased. I hope this project helps us get back to a livelier
corridor with even more new businesses.

I strongly encourage you to approve this proposal.

Sincerely,

Ashley Nance
ashleynance29@gmail.com


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: I Support 3060 Fillmore Street
Date: Thursday, December 06, 2018 9:30:57 AM

Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Rich Rege <wordpress@3060fillmore.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 06, 2018 7:59 AM

To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org>; planning@rodneyfong.com;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore,
Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; CPC-
Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; May, Christopher (CPC)
<Christopher.May@sfgov.org>; kim@kmarq.com; LCuadra@bergdavis.com

Subject: I Support 3060 Fillmore Street

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

Dear President Hillis and Planning Commissioners,

My name is Rich Rege and I live at own 3060 FIllmore-also support Indie Superette. I am contacting you to express
my support for the proposed Shake Shack and Rumble Fitness at 3060 Fillmore. San Francisco’s first Shake Shack
and second Rumble will revitalize a long-vacant building and spark new energy in the Union Street corridor.

The neighborhood is known for its walkability, but the pedestrian experience, street cleanliness, and overall
neighborhood vitality have suffered as vacancies have increased. I hope this project helps us get back to a livelier
corridor with even more new businesses.

I strongly encourage you to approve this proposal.

Sincerely,

Rich Rege
RNREGE@comcast.net


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Zushi, Kei (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 3333 California Street

Date: Thursday, December 13, 2018 9:43:38 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Cristina Morris <cmomorris@outlook.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 12, 2018 7:43 PM

To: Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC)
<Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>;
richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org>;
planning@rodneyfong.com <planning@rodneyfong.com>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: 3333 California Street

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

Dear Madams/Sirs,

| previously wrote you about 3333 California Street. In addition to the substantive concerns, please
consider the following:

| strongly urge the Planning Commission to grant a 15-day
extension of the Due Date for Comments on this DEIR. It is a
lengthy and complex document.

Given the holidays and the importance of the issues to the surrounding neighborhoods and the city
generally, an extension would be most appreciated.

Very truly yours,

Cristina Morris

Presidio Heights


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

Sent from Mail for Windows 10


https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

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

Cc: Zushi, Kei (CPC); Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Case No. 2015-014028ENV Project Title: 3333 California Street

Date: Thursday, December 13, 2018 9:43:30 AM

Attachments: 3333CALSF Draft EIR 12-12-2018 Response.docx

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: victoria underwood <victoria.underwood@att.net>

Sent: Wednesday, December 12, 2018 8:06 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>

Cc: M.J. Thomas <laurelheights2016@gmail.com>

Subject: Re: Case No. 2015-014028ENV Project Title: 3333 California Street

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

Attached please find my additional comments letter regarding the above referenced DEIR to be
heard tomorrow December 12, 2018. | will bring copies to the hearing.

Thank you.


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

December 12, 2018



City Of San Francisco – Planning Commission

Commission Chambers, 

Room 400, City Hall, 

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place,

 San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 



Commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



Re:   Case No. 2015‐014028ENV 

Project Title:  3333 California Street Mixed‐Use Project Zoning: Residential, Mixed, Low Density [RM‐1] Zoning District 40‐X Height and Bulk District Block/Lot: Block 1032/Lot 003

Applicant/Agent:  Laurel Heights Partners LHP   



Dear Planning Commissioners:



This letter is in follow-up to my letter dated December 4, 2018 which was submitted to the Commission via email prior to the San Francisco Historic Preservation Commission meeting on December 5, 2018.  



Last week, the San Francisco Historic Preservation Commission expressed strong support for reviewing an alternative development plan that would not destroy the historic resource of the building by cutting it in half along with the removal of the surrounding landscaping including trees; referred to as the character of the defined feature of the site.  



The Commissioners expressed their strong assessment of the interconnection between the building and the landscaping as the important resource and vital to the neighborhood. They believe that this project needs the neighborhood and the developer to come together to create a win-win for all parties as the only way it can be measured as a success.  The Commission stated they wished they could have reviewed the Community Full Preservation Alternative Plan which was discussed but not available for review by the S.F. Historic Preservation Commission at the December 5th meeting.  The Commissioners expressed their willingness to insure the integrity of the Historic elements are maintained and to get a second look at what will be the “final” alternative development plan supported by the community and the developer when sent back to them from the Planning Commission.  



Also, the developer did not tell the community about the historic significance of the site.  It was revealed during last week’s hearing by UCSF’s former architect that they were made aware of this back in 2010.  The neighborhood learned that last year and had the building and landscaping listed on the California Register of Historical Places because they were designed to complement each other in an integrated composition.  So, the landscaping is also a historical resource on this site and has been used for recreation by the public since built.  



Under the community alternative, the main building would be converted into housing units rather than demolishing the smaller wing and cut through half of it.  There would be, in addition to the residential units on California Street, a new Mayfair residential building. The existing cafe and childcare center would remain, and the existing pathway through the building that opens onto the Terrace and onto Masonic, would remain eliminating the need for additional public pass-through access to be constructed.  



[bookmark: _Hlk532317271]It should be noted that the DEIR Full Preservation Alternative C shows 26 fewer housing units than the Project and 44,306 square feet of retail, which we already thought was planned to be converted to housing to match the number of housing units in the proposed project.  



The Community has already shown that it supports reasonable and sustainable levels of housing as seen with the CPMC project with 270 units, the Lucky Penny with 95 units.  And, now, 3333 California with 558 units.



[bookmark: _Hlk532397094]We urge you to extend the comment period on the Draft EIR  in order to evaluate this Community Full Preservation Alternative Plan and compared it to the DEIR Full Preservation Alternative C with the same level of detail as the alternatives in the DEIR because it will be less impactful on the surrounding neighborhoods and will not destroy the historic resource of the building and the surrounding landscaping.  The Community Full Preservation Alternative Plan will give the City of San Francisco the housing it desires for the site in 3-5 years and builds 4 new buildings versus 14 new buildings in 7 to 15 years as proposed by the developer.



The developer proposes to destroy the historically significant characteristics of the site and create nondescript buildings crowded onto the site.  They look to changing the zoning to allow retail which was banned in Planning Commission Resolution 4109 to avoid adverse impacts to Laurel Village and Sacramento Street.



We feel that this site deserves respect and that any decision made on how it’s redeveloped is important enough to not rush but get right.  With that in mind, I would hope that the historical cemetery plaque be returned to the site and a historical plaque with the designers and historical significance of the building and the landscaping be memorialized on the site as well since the building and landscaping are listed on the California Register of Historical Places.



[bookmark: _GoBack]Thank you in advance for your time and serious consideration of the Community Full Preservation Alternative Plan.  



I strongly urge the Planning Commission to grant a 15-day extension of the Due Date for Comments on this DEIR. It is a lengthy and complex document. 



Thank you.  



Victoria Underwood

510 Presidio Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94115



Victoria.underwood@att.net



cc:

LaurelHeights2016@gmail.com






From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

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

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Zushi, Kei (CPC)

Subject: FW: Grant a 15 day extension regarding 3333 California St

Date: Thursday, December 13, 2018 9:41:11 AM

Attachments: Memo to SF Planning Commission 12.12.18.docx

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: annechome <annechome@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 12, 2018 9:03 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Moore, Julie (CPC)
<julie.moore@sfgov.org>; Foster, Nicholas (CPC) <nicholas.foster@sfgov.org>

Subject: Grant a 15 day extension regarding 3333 California St

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

To: SF Planning Commission

From: Anne Neill, neighbor at 3179 California St, CA 94115
annechome@yahoo.com

Date: December 12, 2018
Re: 3333 California St, SF

Dear SF Planning Commission,

| am using my neighbors’ letter as a template for a discussion about 3333 California St. However, | am adding my own
thoughts as well. | have attended multiple presentations by the developer and | have grave concerns. The project scope is
far too big, this neighborhood should not have the type of density that the developer is proposing, and we certainly don’t
need additional retail. With the historical significance of the building, more time is needed to take these concerns under
consideration, thus my request to grant a 15-day extension to January 8, 2019.

Please grant a 15-day extension of the 45-day comment period on the Draft EIR from December 24 to January 8.
2019, because the project construction would last for 7-15 years and there is substantial community opposition to
the developer's concept. 60 days are allowed by law and have often been granted for complex projects or projects
that are controversial. Last week, the SF Historic Preservation Commission expressed support for an alternative.

Approximately 800 residents signed a petition against the rezoning requested by the developer, and he would not plan the
project with the community.

Last week, the San Francisco Historic Preservation Commission stated strong support for preserving this resource by
building a residential alternative.
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To:  SF Planning Commission



From: Anne Neill, neighbor at 3179 California St, CA 94115

annechome@yahoo.com





Date: December 12, 2018



Re: 3333 California St, SF





Dear SF Planning Commission,

[bookmark: _GoBack]I am using my neighbors’ letter as a template for a discussion about 3333 California St. However, I am adding my own thoughts as well. I have attended multiple presentations by the developer and I have grave concerns. The project scope is far too big, this neighborhood should not have the type of density that the developer is proposing, and we certainly don’t need additional retail. With the historical significance of the building, more time is needed to take these concerns under consideration, thus my request to grant a 15-day extension to January 8, 2019.



Please grant a 15-day extension of the 45-day comment period on the Draft EIR from December 24 to January 8, 2019, because the project construction would last for 7-15 years and there is substantial community opposition to the developer's concept.  60 days are allowed by law and have often been granted for complex projects or projects that are controversial.  Last week, the SF Historic Preservation Commission expressed support for an alternative.



Approximately 800 residents signed a petition against the rezoning requested by the developer, and he would not plan the project with the community.  



Last week, the San Francisco Historic Preservation Commission stated strong support for preserving this resource by building a residential alternative.  



The developer proposes to destroy the historically significant characteristics of the site and create a concrete jungle with three underground levels of garages for 896 parking spaces topped with nondescript buildings crowded onto the site.  He wants to change the zoning to allow retail which was banned in Planning Commission Resolution 4109 to avoid adverse impacts to Laurel Village and Sacramento Street.



Also, the developer did not tell the community about the historic significance of the site.  The neighborhood learned  last year and had the building and landscaping listed on the California Register of Historical Places because they were designed to complement each other in an integrated composition.  So, the landscaping is also a historical resource on this site and has been used for recreation by the public for many years.



I support the Community Full Preservation Alternative which would have the same number of housing units as the proposed project (558) with a variant for 744 and would build new buildings on the vast parking lots along California Street in approximately 3 years rather than the 7-15 years requested by the developer.  Under the community alternative, the main building would be converted to housing units rather than demolishing half of it, and there would also be a new Mayfair residential building. The existing cafe and childcare center would remain, and there is an existing pathway through the building that opens onto the Terrace and onto Masonic.  Please direct the Planning Department to evaluate this alternative with the same level of detail as they do for the alternatives in the Draft EIR.



Draft EIR Full Preservation Alternative C was unreasonably configured to have 26 less housing units than the project and 44,306 square feet of retail, which can be converted to housing to match the number of housing units in the proposed project. 



This is a beautiful site that should not be destroyed, and housing can be built sooner in an alternative than in the project.  The 15 years the developer is requesting raises a red flag for real estate speculation.



Also, the Draft EIR states that the proposed project would generate 10,057 auto trips per day and would cause substantial additional Vehicle Miles Traveled and/or substantially induce automobile travel.  DEIR p. 4.C.74.  The DEIR claims that reducing the retail on-site parking supply would mitigate this impact to less than significant.  DEIR p. 4.C.80.  We think this analysis is bogus.
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The developer proposes to destroy the historically significant characteristics of the site and create a concrete jungle with
three underground levels of garages for 896 parking spaces topped with nondescript buildings crowded onto the site. He
wants to change the zoning to allow retail which was banned in Planning Commission Resolution 4109 to avoid adverse
impacts to Laurel Village and Sacramento Street.

Also, the developer did not tell the community about the historic significance of the site. The neighborhood learned
last year and had the building and landscaping listed on the California Register of Historical Places because they were
designed to complement each other in an integrated composition. So, the landscaping is also a historical resource on this
site and has been used for recreation by the public for many years.

| support the Community Full Preservation Alternative which would have the same number of housing units as the proposed
project (558) with a variant for 744 and would build new buildings on the vast parking lots along California Street in
approximately 3 years rather than the 7-15 years requested by the developer. Under the community alternative, the main
building would be converted to housing units rather than demolishing half of it, and there would also be a new Mayfair
residential building. The existing cafe and childcare center would remain, and there is an existing pathway through the
building that opens onto the Terrace and onto Masonic. Please direct the Planning Department to evaluate this
alternative with the same level of detail as they do for the alternatives in the Draft EIR.

Draft EIR Full Preservation Alternative C was unreasonably configured to have 26 less housing units than the project and
44,306 square feet of retail, which can be converted to housing to match the number of housing units in the proposed
project.

This is a beautiful site that should not be destroyed, and housing can be built sooner in an alternative than in the project.
The 15 years the developer is requesting raises a red flag for real estate speculation.

Also, the Draft EIR states that the proposed project would generate 10,057 auto trips per day and would cause substantial
additional Vehicle Miles Traveled and/or substantially induce automobile travel. DEIR p. 4.C.74. The DEIR claims that
reducing the retail on-site parking supply would mitigate this impact to less than significant. DEIR p. 4.C.80. We think this
analysis is bogus.



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

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

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: DR Hearing 2831 Pierce St

Date: Thursday, December 13, 2018 9:40:39 AM

Attachments: Pierce St Letter-Revised.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Peter Wilton <wilton@haas.berkeley.edu>

Sent: Wednesday, December 12, 2018 11:10 PM

To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Stefani, Catherine (BOS) <catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>; CPC-
Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>

Cc: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>

Subject: DR Hearing 2831 Pierce St

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

Dear Commissioners:

We are the owners of 2465-1/2 Union Street, a property significantly impacted by the
proposed development at 2831-2833 Pierce St.  This project is scheduled for a DR Hearing at
the Commission's meeting on 12/13.

Regretfully, due to a date change for this Hearing, we are unlikely to be able to attend in
person, although we are still trying to find someone to represent us at the meeting. In the
event that we are unable to attend the meeting, we respectfully request that our concerns, and
proposed revisions to the project, outlined in the attached letter, be given serious consideration
by the Commission, notwithstanding our absence.

We appreciate that the schedule of tomorrow's meeting is very full, but feel strongly that the
that matters raised in our letter of high relevance to the Commission's DR mandates, and our
requests for revisions to the project reasonable, so are keen to ensure they will be fairly
considered.

Thank you in anticipation of your consideration.

Sincerely,
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Dr. Peter C. Wilton

2465% Union Street, San Francisco, CA., 94123, USA
Telephone: 1-415-425-5151
e-mail: wilton@haas.berkeley.edu

David Winslow

Principal Architect

Design Review | Citywide and Current Planning

San Francisco Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 | San Francisco, California, 94103
T: (415) 575-9159

Ref: See Building Permit Application No. 2018.04.26.7450
Dear Mr. Winslow, Planning Commissioners

My name is Dr. Peter C. Wilton, and | am an appellant in the Discretionary
Review Hearing relating to the above-referenced development project at 2831-
2833 Pierce St, San Francisco.

We are appealing the proposed development on the following grounds:

1. The proposed development is not consistent with, nor does it conserve,
existing neighborhood character. The project proposes to:

a. Increase the size of the current single family building from
approximately 4,000 square feet to in excess of 8,000 square feet,
when the predominant homes in the immediate neighborhood are
less than half this floor area.

In meeting with the owners of this property recently, they stated to
us that the house was being designed to accommodate 8 people
and that they considered 1,000 square feet per occupant to be a
reasonable living area for such a dwelling. This seems to us to be
an extraordinarily luxurious living arrangement, one which very
few homes in this area would have the good fortune to enjoy,
especially given that the development will reduce the housing
stock in San Francisco from two dwellings to one.

Our own home, which is typical of many homes in the
neighborhood, is a modest 1400 square foot, three-bedroom, two
bath home which comfortably accommodates between 3-6 people.
Even allowing for a three-fold increase in the size of a home such
as ours, the proposed development should afford the owners a





comfortable and sustainable living environment.

We believe the proposed home is overly proportioned for its
intended purpose, and that 8 people could comfortably exist in a
home of more modest proportions in line with the rest of the
surrounding dwellings, of perhaps between 4,000 square feet, to
6,000 square feet maximum.

b. Increase building and room heights, and add living space areas
that are not required to meet reasonable enjoyment standards in a
single family residence comparable to others in the immediate
neighborhood. The proposed project is adding a fourth story,
increasing ceiling heights to 10 feet, and adding substantial
outdoor and indoor living spaces that are excessive and
unnecessary for a single family residence in this area.

Again the proposed increase in ceiling heights would appear to us
to be a purely luxury feature of the building, one which very few
homes in the surrounding area are able to enjoy. It does not
seem to us either fair or reasonable that other neighbors should
be so adversely impacted by the proposed height dimensions of
the building purely for the luxurious benefit of one family.

The owners have indicated to us that the proposed height of the
building is a “non-negotiable” feature of their design, so it does
not appear that this issue will be resolved through direct
consultations with the owners.  Rather it is a matter for the
reasoned judgment of the Commission in light of the mandates
guiding this Hearing.

2. The proposed development does not appropriately balance the
applicant's right to develop the property and the impacts on near-by
properties or occupants. The application makes virtually no
consideration of adverse impacts on neighbors. As we elaborate upon
below, the neighborhood consultation and engagement process has
been, at best, elusive, and at worst, misleading and intransigent.

More directly, the project creates the following direct adverse impacts on
our peaceful enjoyment.

a. Privacy, Light and Noise Intrusions:
Our property is in direct line of sight to the proposed
development. Please see the satellite image of the relative
location of the two properties below. At present, the property at
2831-33 Pierce Street has no direct view into our property due to
its lower height and lack of directly facing windows. However,
under the proposed development, which adds an additional floor,
and a west-facing living area with tall windows and doors opening
onto a large deck on the same level, residents of 2831-33 Pierce
will now be able to see directly into our living room unimpeded at





any time of the day or night.

Relative Location, and Line of Sight, of Applicant Property

In addition to the loss of privacy, this addition will also create
significant light and noise intrusion into our primary living space
with light emanating from the upper living space, and noise from
outside deck activity, traversing directly into our living room. As
the home most directly impacted by this change due to the direct
line of sight, we consider this an unreasonable permanent
disruption to our right to peaceful enjoyment, for which the
Applicant has shown no consideration.

. View and Sunlight Intrusions:

At present, the primary source of sunlight for our home is due east
of our living room. This is also the only view to the skyline of the
city from our home, one which we have enjoyed for more than 20
years. The picture below shows the easterly aspect from our
living room, with the Applicant’s property also shown.

The proposed development adds additional height to existing
floors of the building at 2831-33 Pierce St, as well as adds an
additional floor to the building. Together with neighbors, we have
asked for story poles to be installed to show the cumulative impact
of these height additions on our view and light access, but to date
the Applicant has failed to install these story poles. We suspect
this is because the impact of the height additions will be
substantially negative.

In discussions with the Applicant recently, they showed only
disdain for our concerns about view impacts, asserting that indeed
we have no city skyline view from our home. This, of course, is
both uninformed and factually incorrect (as the picture below
shows), but more importantly is disrespectful of the consultation
process.





Light and View Aspects from Our Home

Looking East

2831-33
Pierce

¢. Lack of Good Faith Consultation:
We have lived in our home and collaborated with neighbors on
multiple prior applications for improvements to their properties.
We are not anti-development. In all prior applications, the
Applicants acted considerately and collaboratively and worked with
neighbors to find a mutually agreeable design for their projects.
Please see specific examples of this collaboration below.

Unfortunately, the current Applicant has shown considerable
indifference to the impacts of his project on neighbors. He has
directly stated to us that he intends to push through his plans
largely unchanged regardless of the impacts upon surrounding
neighbors.

In trying to set up a meeting with the Applicant to discuss the
project, we repeatedly sought assurances that the Applicant was
intending to act in good faith and show genuine willingness to
revise his plans in response to concerns expressed by neighbors.
Otherwise, such meetings would prove misleading and fruitless.

Only after multiple requests to the Applicant did we receive an
indication that the Applicant would listen to our concerns, but no
confirmation that he would be willing to revise his plans in
response unless such revisions were to meet with his approval.
This seems to us like a rather “hollow” undertaking, not in the





spirit of neighborhood harmony.

In contrast, we would like the Commission to consider the
exemplary neighborhood consultation shown by our neighbors at
2446-2450 Green St, and at 2824 Scott St, in proposing major
renovations to their properties recently. Please see the location of
these renovation projects in the picture below.

In both these projects, the owners of the respective properties
consulted with surrounding neighbors extensively, and after
listening to their concerns, agreed to modify their proposed
projects to stay entirely within the pre-existing envelope and
footprint of their respective residences.

Our = '®
rlome .= «

2824 Scott St 2446-50 Green St

Indeed, upon learning of a contractor error, the owners of 2446-50
Green St even went so far as to instruct their contractor to remove
a one foot roof addition inadvertently added to part of their
property during construction to comply with their prior
undertaking to neighbors not to exceed the pre-existing envelope.

The picture below shows the revision in question. This kind of
good faith consideration in major renovation projects is indeed the
kind of community spirit and collaborativeness our community is
looking for and is willing to support. Unfortunately, the current
Applicant shows no such consideration.





Renovation Project at 2446-50 Green St

Roof addition removed after inadvertent construction
error, to honor undertaking to neighbors not to
exceed pre-existing envelope.

3. Despite being a directly affected neighbor, we received no prior notice of,
or consultation on, this project. As a consequence, we were denied the
opportunity, and due process, to provide input into the design of the
project at an appropriate juncture in the planning phase. We are now
having to invest considerable time, money, and effort in “being heard” on
a project that appears to have proceeded almost unilaterally. We trust
this is not what the Planning Commission intended in its guidelines for
community engagement, and that the Commission will earnestly consider
the significant opinion of the affected community.

4. If approved, the development will set a damaging precedent for
additional over-development of the neighborhood. Currently, there is a
second development project proposed for 2452 Green Street,
immediately adjacent to our property, involving expansion of an existing
1600 square foot single family home to a home of more than 6,000
square feet. The picture below shows the location of this proposed
development.

This is a speculative developer project that is clearly taking advantage of
the lax enforcement of the San Francisco Planning Commission’s mandate
to conserve existing neighborhood character or to appropriately balance
the rights of the applicant to develop the property and the impacts on
nearby properties.





Proposed expansion of existing single family residence
from 1600 s.f. to over 6,000 s.f., with major adverse
impacts on multiple surrounding neighbors.

Approval of the project at 2831-2833 Pierce Street in its current form will
undoubtedly encourage other large-scale developments which will
damage the character of this neighborhood irreparably.

In light of these issues, we respectfully request that the Planning Commission
require the following revisions to the proposed project:

1.

Reduce the overall scale and mass of the project to not more than 6,000
square feet. This will serve as an important precedent to prevent further
over-development within the community, yet still afford the owners a
luxurious living environment.

Lower the overall height of the proposed structure by either removing the
proposed fourth floor addition entirely, or by limiting any overall height
increase to no more than five feet above the current roof line/envelope of
the existing building, excluding the current roof-top stair access: i.e., the
roof-top stair access shall not be considered part of the existing roof line.
This appears to us to be a reasonable balance between the right of the
property owner to develop, whilst acknowledging and partially mitigating
the adverse impacts on neighboring properties.

. Should any new top-floor living area, west-facing window/door additions

or outdoor deck space be allowed, a privacy screen that significantly
reduces or eliminates privacy, light, or noise intrusions to the west facing
our property, whilst simultaneously preserving sunlight and view aspects
to the east from our home, be constructed and permanently maintained
by the homeowner.





We trust the Commission will find these proposed modifications to the design
both fair and reasonable, still allowing the property owner to proceed with an
attractive project, yet preserving community character and offsetting some fo
the adverse impacts on neighbors.

We would like to thank the Commission for the opportunity to share these
perspectives. Naturally, we would welcome the opportunity to discuss any
aspect of the project, our concerns, or possible resolutions, at the Commission’s
convenience.

Otherwise, we look forward to learning the results of the Commission’s
deliberations, and to a mutually agreeable set of revisions to the project.

Sincerely,

gFe

Dr. Peter C. Wilton
Homeowner

Faculty Member
Haas School of Business
University of California, Berkeley






Dr. Peter Wilton

Dr. Peter C. Wilton

Haas School of Business
University of California,
Tel: +1-415-425-5151

Berkeley



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Zushi, Kei (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 3333 California Street, Planning Commission Meeting Today
Date: Thursday, December 13, 2018 9:40:15 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Arlene <arlenefilippi@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 13, 2018 9:38 AM

To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org>;
planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel
(CPC) <Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis
(CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; laurelheights2016@gmail.com

Subject: 3333 California Street, Planning Commission Meeting Today

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

Good Morning Commissioners,

| am very much disappointed that | am not able to attend today's meeting regarding 3333 California
Street. For your information, | am thoroughly familiar with the Developer's Proposal (which | find to
be intrusive to say the least) but strongly support the Community Full Preservation Alternative.
The Alternative is of great importance to my fellow neighbors, to my family and to our family
business (also located near the proposed project).

| ask that you please listen to those neighbors that will appear before you; regretfully, the
Developers have had no interest in listening to our concerns.

I strongly urge the Planning Commission to grant a 15 day extension of the due date for
comments on this DEIR. Without a doubt, it is a lengthy and complex document and Christmas

Eve is surely not a reasonable date for the DEIR Comments to be due. Time is needed.

| would appreciate your consideration and | thank you for your attention.
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Arlene Filippi
42 Wood Street
San Francisco, CA 94118



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis; Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram (andrew@tefarch.com);
Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED AND SUPERVISOR AARON PESKIN INTRODUCE
RESOLUTION TO AUTHORIZE $75 MILLION IN FUNDING TO CONVERT AT-RISK BUILDINGS TO AFFORDABLE
HOUSING

Date: Thursday, December 13, 2018 9:39:42 AM

Attachments: 12.12.18 Anti-displacement and preservation funding.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR)

Sent: Wednesday, December 12, 2018 4:16 PM

To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED AND SUPERVISOR AARON PESKIN
INTRODUCE RESOLUTION TO AUTHORIZE $75 MILLION IN FUNDING TO CONVERT AT-RISK
BUILDINGS TO AFFORDABLE HOUSING

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, December 12, 2018
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MAYOR LONDON BREED AND SUPERVISOR AARON
PESKIN INTRODUCE RESOLUTION TO AUTHORIZE $75
MILLION IN FUNDING TO CONVERT AT-RISK BUILDINGS
TO AFFORDABLE HOUSING

Bond issuance will support the City’s anti-displacement and preservation programs to protect
tenants in buildings subject to market pressures

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed and Supervisor Aaron Peskin have introduced
a resolution to authorize, issue, and appropriate up to $75 million in bond funding for the
acquisition and rehabilitation of private, multi-unit buildings at risk of entering the speculative
market.

Funding from the bond issuance would go to the Preservation and Seismic Safety (PASS)
program, which is administered by the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community
Development, to finance the acquisition, rehabilitation, and preservation of existing
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INTRODUCE RESOLUTION TO AUTHORIZE $75 MILLION IN
FUNDING TO CONVERT AT-RISK BUILDINGS TO
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Bond issuance will support the City’s anti-displacement and preservation programs to protect
tenants in buildings subject to market pressures

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed and Supervisor Aaron Peskin have introduced a
resolution to authorize, issue, and appropriate up to $75 million in bond funding for the
acquisition and rehabilitation of private, multi-unit buildings at risk of entering the speculative
market.

Funding from the bond issuance would go to the Preservation and Seismic Safety (PASS)
program, which is administered by the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community
Development, to finance the acquisition, rehabilitation, and preservation of existing multifamily
housing. PASS will complement the City’s anti-displacement and preservation work under the
existing Small Sites Program, which protects tenants living in properties that are vulnerable to
market pressures by purchasing the properties and converting them to permanent affordable
housing.

“This is an important tool for our City to prevent displacement and keep low-income San
Franciscans, seniors, and vulnerable residents housed,” said Mayor Breed. “This unused bond
funding will help address the immediate impacts of our housing crisis while we work to create
more housing to make our City more affordable.”

In 2016, voters passed Proposition C to repurpose $260 million of unspent general obligation
(GO) bond authority to allow it to also be used for the preservation of at-risk housing. The
original GO bond was passed as Proposition A in 1992 to provide financing for property owners
to comply with the City’s retrofitting requirements following the 1989 Loma Prieta earthquake,
but to date only a quarter of the $350 million bond authority has been spent. Today’s resolution
to issue up to $75 million in bonds represents the first issuance to fund the PASS program.

“I committed to tackle the affordability crisis, which is why | authored the Prop C Affordable
Housing Bond 2 years ago,” said Supervisor Aaron Peskin. “We are finally issuing the first
series of bond funding for small site acquisition, out of a quarter of a billion dollars for
acquisition and rehabilitation of some of our most at-risk rent-controlled buildings. I’'m
delighted that the City has identified Small Site and Single Resident Occupancy (SRO)
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acquisitions for immediate acquisition. This is a critical first step in preserving affordable
housing stock that would otherwise be lost to an increasingly speculative market.”

The PASS program will provide access to $260 million of low cost and long-term senior
financing that is not currently available on the conventional market. The program is anticipated
to preserve up to 1,400 apartments, reduce the need for other public resources, and allow
preservation-oriented sponsors to compete more effectively in the market. PASS was created to
complement the Small Site Program, the acquisition and rehabilitation loan program for
multifamily rental buildings of five to 25 units.

This first issuance of up to $75 million is planned to be used to acquire properties eligible under
Small Sites Program and more broadly preserve affordable housing throughout San Francisco
that is particularly vulnerable to market pressure resulting in property sales, increased evictions
and rising tenant rents. In the face of the increasing pressure, the PASS program helps San
Franciscans avoid displacement or eviction by providing loans to nonprofit organizations to
successfully remove these sites from the market and restrict them as permanently affordable
housing.
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multifamily housing. PASS will complement the City’s anti-displacement and preservation
work under the existing Small Sites Program, which protects tenants living in properties that
are vulnerable to market pressures by purchasing the properties and converting them to
permanent affordable housing.

“This is an important tool for our City to prevent displacement and keep low-income San
Franciscans, seniors, and vulnerable residents housed,” said Mayor Breed. “This unused bond
funding will help address the immediate impacts of our housing crisis while we work to create
more housing to make our City more affordable.”

In 2016, voters passed Proposition C to repurpose $260 million of unspent general obligation
(GO) bond authority to allow it to also be used for the preservation of at-risk housing. The
original GO bond was passed as Proposition A in 1992 to provide financing for property
owners to comply with the City’s retrofitting requirements following the 1989 Loma Prieta
earthquake, but to date only a quarter of the $350 million bond authority has been spent.
Today’s resolution to issue up to $75 million in bonds represents the first issuance to fund the
PASS program.

“I committed to tackle the affordability crisis, which is why I authored the Prop C Affordable
Housing Bond 2 years ago,” said Supervisor Aaron Peskin. “We are finally issuing the first
series of bond funding for small site acquisition, out of a quarter of a billion dollars for
acquisition and rehabilitation of some of our most at-risk rent-controlled buildings. I’'m
delighted that the City has identified Small Site and Single Resident Occupancy (SRO)
acquisitions for immediate acquisition. This is a critical first step in preserving affordable
housing stock that would otherwise be lost to an increasingly speculative market.”

The PASS program will provide access to $260 million of low cost and long-term senior
financing that is not currently available on the conventional market. The program is
anticipated to preserve up to 1,400 apartments, reduce the need for other public resources, and
allow preservation-oriented sponsors to compete more effectively in the market. PASS was
created to complement the Small Site Program, the acquisition and rehabilitation loan program
for multifamily rental buildings of five to 25 units.

This first issuance of up to $75 million is planned to be used to acquire properties eligible
under Small Sites Program and more broadly preserve affordable housing throughout San
Francisco that is particularly vulnerable to market pressure resulting in property sales,
increased evictions and rising tenant rents. In the face of the increasing pressure, the PASS
program helps San Franciscans avoid displacement or eviction by providing loans to nonprofit
organizations to successfully remove these sites from the market and restrict them as
permanently affordable housing.
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