From: Starr, Aaron (CPC)
To: richhillissf@gmail.com; mooreurban@aol.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC);

Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC
Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY
Subject: Weekly Board Report
Date: Thursday, May 16, 2019 11:44:10 AM
Attachments: 2019 05 16.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
May 13-17, 2019

Planning Commission Report: May 16, 2019

Land Use Committee

181153 Planning Code - Regional Commercial and Folsom Street Neighborhood Commercial
Transit Districts, Arts Activities and Nighttime Entertainment Uses. Sponsor: Haney. Staff: D.
Sanchez

This week, the Land Use committee heard Supervisor Haney’s ordinance that amends Arts and
Entertainment use controls in the RCD and Folsom Street NCD. The Ordinance originally
proposed to make all Arts Activities and Nighttime Entertainment as principally permitted uses in
historic buildings in the RCD zoning district. This Ordinance was heard at the HPC on February
6, and then at Planning Commission on February 21. Both Commissions recommended approval

with modification. Those modifications include:

Allow Arts Activities throughout the RCD district.

2. Conditionally permit Nighttime Entertainment uses within the RCD in historic buildings,
including those that contribute to a historic district.

3. Require a Preservation, Rehabilitation and Maintenance Plan for buildings with those
uses within the Folsom Street NCT and RCD districts.

On March 5, Supervisor Haney introduced a substitute version of the Ordinance that included the

Commissions’ recommended modifications.

At the Land Use hearing, public comment centered around not imposing a CU requirement for
nighttime entertainment uses in historic buildings in the RCD district. After public comment,
Supervisor Peskin noted that he was in favor of the Commissions’ recommendation to require
CU, noting the importance of CU for uses like nighttime entertainment near residentially zoned
areas. Seeking to do more outreach, Supervisor Haney then moved to continue the hearing until

June 3.

Full Board

No Planning Department Items

Introductions

BF TBD. Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee Increase. Sponsor: Haney. Staff: TBD
Increase fee from roughly $28 per square foot to $38.



https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3765429&GUID=7CE6E125-B7AF-460A-A853-643D1B8022F4



Summary of Board Activities
May 13-17, 2019

Planning Commission Report: May 16, 2019

e BF TBD. Office of Racial Equity for San Francisco. Sponsors: Fewer and Brown. Staff: Not
Staffed.

The new Office will collect data, shape policy, and inform legislation to address San
Francisco’s growing racial inequities.





		Land Use Committee

		Full Board
























From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Hicks, Bridget (CPC)

Subject: FW: Support for Eureka Sky Cannabis Retail Application on June 13

Date: Wednesday, May 15, 2019 11:30:20 AM

Attachments: image.png

SFCRA Eureka Support Letter.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: John Delaplane <johnny@access-sf.org>

Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2019 11:19 AM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: Support for Eureka Sky Cannabis Retail Application on June 13

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

SFCRA

San Francisco Cannabis Retailers Alliance
530 Divisadero St., Ste 226
San Francisco, CA 94117

(Below and attached: support letter for Eureka Sky from the San Francisco Cannabis Retailers
Alliance)

Commissioners and Office of Cannabis,

| am writing on behalf of the San Francisco Cannabis Retailers Alliance (SFCRA.org) to voice our

strong support for Eureka Sky the proposed cannabis retail store located at 3989 17 St. The
Retailers Alliance is a San Francisco based organization who advocate for fair and balanced policy for
brick and mortar cannabis retailers and supporting businesses.
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SFCRA

San Francisco Cannabis Retailers Alliance
530 Divisadero St., Ste 226
San Francisco, CA 94117

Bridget Hicks, Staff Planner
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco CA 94103
Re: File No. 2019-004216CUA

Marisa Rodriquez, Director
San Francisco office of Cannabis
City Hall, Room 018
1 Dr. Carleton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco CA 94102
Re: Application No. 8-12497, Case No. 00013148

Re: Eureka Sky (Sugar) 3989-17" Street, San Francisco
Romwald (Ray) Connolly, Desmond Morgan, Chris Callaway

Commissioners and Office of Cannabis,

| am writing on behalf of the San Francisco Cannabis Retailers Alliance (SFCRA.org) to voice our strong
support for Eureka Sky the proposed cannabis retail store located at 3989 17t St. The Retailers Alliance
is a San Francisco based organization who advocate for fair and balanced policy for brick and mortar
cannabis retailers and supporting businesses.

Eureka Sky has received enormous support from the Castro Merchants Association, Eureka Valley
Neighborhood Association (EVNA), Castro Community Benefit District CCBD, and Duboce Triangle
Neighborhood Association (DTNA). Along with this strong support we support Eureka Sky opening on
3989 17 ST. They will serve the community well.

We ask you to approve this store without delay. Please feel free to contact me with any questions.

Kind regards,
. %Aﬁ///y Qj(;/(y) ane

Johnny Delaplane
President, San Francisco Cannabis Retailers Alliance
johnny@access-sf.org
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: File 181216 Demolition Ordinance (v. "Substituted 05/07/19")
Date: Wednesday, May 15, 2019 11:06:35 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: :) <gumby5@att.net>

Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2019 5:16 PM

To: Butkus, Audrey (CPC) <audrey.butkus@sfgov.org>

Cc: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Rahaim, John (CPC)
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org>

Subject: FW: File 181216 Demolition Ordinance (v. "Substituted 05/07/19")

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

Dear Ms. Butkus,
Per below — sorry, forgot to cc the Planning Dept!
Rose

From: :) <gumby5@att.net>

Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2019 5:00 PM

To: 'Dennis Richards' <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; Frank Fung <frank.fung@sfgov.org>; 'Joel
Koppel' <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Kathrin Moore <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Milicent Johnson
<milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; '"Myrna Melgar' <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Rich Hillis
<richhillissf@gmail.com>

Cc: Board of Supervisors (bos-supervisors@sfgov.org) <bos-supervisors@sfgov.org>

Subject: File 181216 Demolition Ordinance (v. "Substituted 05/07/19")

President Melgar, Vice President Koppel & Members of the Planning Commission:
As you consider the topic of Demolitions, Alterations, Conversions & Mergers on May
16, 2019 at your meeting, | have a thought regarding the red text of the proposed
subject-referenced demolition ordinance:

... (A) The demolition or alteration of any building, including but not limited to historically and
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architecturally important buildings, may be approved administratively when the Director of
the Department of Building Inspection, the Chief of the Bureau of Fire Prevention and
Investigation, or the Director of Public Works eetermines issues a written determination, after
consultation with the Zoning Administrator, that an imminent safety hazard exists, and the
Director of the Department of Building Inspection determines that the proposed demolition or
extensive alteration of the structure, feature, or part thereof is the only feasible means to
correct the condition and secure the public safety; provided, however, that only such work as is
necessary to correct the unsafe or dangerous condition may be performed.

Once the demolition from what is described above is decided on, neighbors will never know
until the bulldozer shows up for the demolition as no notices go out for these cases. Sure,
DBI posts a hazard notice but if you do not walk outside, you never know.

Many of these “imminent safety hazard” demolitions are from complaints received
anonymously & can be used as a tactic to demolish buildings -- especially if the public is
never noticed as it cannot see what is happening through the steps described above.

Some of these demolitions become a safety hazard due to neglect by property owners who
are looking to create vacant land for development. How to police “demolitions by neglect”
is not addressed or at least | do not know how they are today. Maybe I'll learn of them in
your informational presentation.

| think that to keep the city officials honest & property owners honest for these types of
demolitions, the public should be notified once demolition has been decided on but | do not
find it in the legislation.

Thank you for your time reading this.
Rose H.



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: SUPPORT: File No. 2019-004216CUA: Eureka Sky at 3989 17th Street
Date: Wednesday, May 15, 2019 11:05:46 AM

Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Hicks, Bridget (CPC)

Sent: Wednesday, May 15,2019 8:47 AM

To: David Goldman <brownie.marysf@gmail.com>; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel,
Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>; Rich Hillis
<richhillissf@gmail.com>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>

Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY <CPC.COMMISSIONSECRETARY @sfgov.org>;
Marisa.Rodriquez@sfgov.org; Ray@castroplace.com

Subject: RE: SUPPORT: File No. 2019-004216CUA: Eureka Sky at 3989 17th Street

Thank you, David
This will be added to the packet.

Bridget Hicks
Planner II, SW Quadrant, Current Planning
Direct: 415-575-9054 | Fax: 415-558-6409

SF Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103
Hours of Operation | Property Information Map

From: David Goldman <brownie.marysf@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2019 8:27 AM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank
(CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>; Rich Hillis <richhillissf@gmail.com>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC)
<milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC)
<dennis.richards@sfgov.org>

Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY <CPC.COMMISSIONSECRETARY @sfgov.org>; Hicks, Bridget
(CPC) <Bridget.Hicks@sfgov.org>; Marisa.Rodriquez@sfgov.org; Ray@castroplace.com

Subject: Re: SUPPORT: File No. 2019-004216CUA: Eureka Sky at 3989 17th Street
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Dear Planning Commissioners:

I am writing to you today in strong support for the proposed cannabis dispensary Eureka Sky at 3989 17th Street.
For over 30 years I have been a homeowner at 246 Sanchez Street near Market Street--less than 3 blocks away from
the proposed location. I am a retired public school teacher. For the past 12 years I have worked as a medical
cannabis patient activist and cannabis law reform advocate.

I met Ray several years ago. From the start, I was impressed with his dedication to helping medical cannabis
patients access high quality cannabis medicine. With his partners Desmond and Chris, I feel confident that their
business model for their proposed dispensary will be an exemplar, with particular emphasis on supporting
compassion programs for low income medical cannabis patients. Helping adult consumers of cannabis to navigate
the ever-growing number of cannabis products will also be an important aspect of their business plan.

The Castro neighborhood will benefit from this new dispensary. I urge you to approve their permit application.
Sincerely,

David Goldman

President, San Francisco Chapter
Brownie Mary Democratic Club
Brownie.MarySF@gmail.com
www.browniemarydemclub.com
m: 415-728-7631



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 400 Divisadero / 1048-1052 Oak Street Development Project

Date: Tuesday, May 14, 2019 3:52:51 PM

Attachments: 2019.5.14 STEPHEN BOOTH to PLANNING COMMISSION re 400 DIVISADERO - 1048-152 OAK STREET

DEVELOPMENT PROJECT (00076233xED1D8).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: Steven Shubert <steven@thclinic.org>

Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2019 3:54 PM

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

Cc: Cancino, Juan Carlos (BOS) <juancarlos.cancino@sfgov.org>; putrecht@ullawfirm.com; Stephen
Booth <stephen@thclinic.org>

Subject: 400 Divisadero / 1048-1052 Oak Street Development Project

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

Dear Commissioners:

Attached you will find correspondence from Stephen Booth, Esq. pertaining to the
above-referenced development project.

Please feel free to contact us with any questions or concerns.

--Steven Shubert
Legal Assistant
Tenderloin Housing Clinic
126 Hyde Street
San Francisco, CA 94102

(415) 771-9850 x 1109

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This document is intended for the use of the party to whom it is
addressed and may contain information that is privileged, confidential, and protected from
disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the addressee, or a person authorized to accept
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TENDERLOIN HOUSING CLINIC
126 Hyde Street

RANDALL M. SHAW San Francisco, CA 94102
STEPHEN L. COLLIER Tel. (415) 771-9850
RAQUEL Fox Fax. (415) 771-1287
STEPHEN P. BOOTH Contact:
MARGARET DEMATTEO (415) 771-9850, ext.
TYLER ROUGEAU @thclinic.org
MICHAEL ZITANI
May 14, 2019

Via Email to:
Commission Secretary Jonas P. Ionin: Commissions.Secretary@sfgov.org
Senior CCSF Planner Christopher May: Christopher.May@sfgov.org

Via Mail to:

Planning Commission

City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Re: 400 Divisadero/ 1048-152 Oak Street Development Project
Dear Commissioners:

I am a lawyer at the Tenderloin Housing Clinic (THC). I represent the long-term
residents at the 400 Divisadero Project site. My clients comprise five households, which
have enjoyed rent-controlled tenancies for many years, and are part of the unique fabric
of the community. The current site has small buildings that provide four apartment units.
Under the proposed plans one building (1048-1050-1052 Oak Street) will be demolished,
and the other building (1060 Oak) will be relocated on the site and renovated.

The residents of these units are being asked to temporarily re-locate in order for
the 400 Divisadero Project to move forward. We intend to ensure that these long-term
households receive all of the benefits they are entitled to under the applicable laws,
including the San Francisco Rent Ordinance and that their temporary relocation and
return occurs in the least disruptive and equitable manner.

I understand that the 400 Divisadero Project will benefit from the city’s option to
rezone this parcel to ultimately provide 186 units of housing. It is also my understanding
that the 400 Divisadero Project is planned to satisfy the City’s 20% requirement for
below market rate units.





May 14, 2019
Page 2

Supervisor Vallie Brown requested that THC work with the residents who live at
the 400 Divisadero Project site to negotiate and ensure fair replacement housing
agreements for them. David Kriozere at Genesis Development and his team are offering
the tenants newly built, rent-controlled units to replace the units that are being
demolished and rent-controlled renovated units in the building that is being renovated.

I understand that Genesis intends to place the residents into their new or renovated
units on the project site as soon as possible. I know that David Kriozere has personally
met with my clients in an effort to prepare offers that meet the residents’ needs for stable,
affordable, and permanent housing. We do appreciate that, at the threshold, Genesis is
actively seeking to meet the needs of the long-term tenants in moving this proposed
development forward.

I am reviewing proposed offers, and my clients and I are working with the Genesis
team to reach agreements that are in the best interests of these long-term residents.

We will continue to keep in close contact with Supervisor Brown’s office in order
to bring this Project to a good outcome for the community.

Very truly yours,

Steplien Booth
Tenderloin Housing Clinic

cc: Supervisor Vallie Brown
Paul F. Utrect, Esq.

{00050240;1}






documents on behalf of the addressee, you are hereby notified that any review, disclosure,
dissemination, copying, or other action based on the content of this communication is not
authorized. If you have received this document in error, please immediately reply to the sender and
delete or shred all copies.



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Rich Hillis
Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Castro Merchants - SUPPORT for Eureka Sky, 3989-17th Street
Date: Tuesday, May 14, 2019 2:29:40 PM
Attachments: MumclLtrPlanningEurekaSky051019.docx
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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: Hicks, Bridget (CPC)

Sent: Monday, May 13, 2019 8:59 AM

To: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY <CPC.COMMISSIONSECRETARY @sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: Castro Merchants - SUPPORT for Eureka Sky, 3989-17th Street

Bridget Hicks
Planner Il, SW Quadrant, Current Planning

Direct: 415-575-9054 | Fax: 415-558-6409

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

Department
Hours of Operation | Property Information Map

O v O « & =

From: CASTRO MERCHANTS <info@castromerchants.com>

Sent: Friday, May 10, 2019 4:07 PM

To: Hicks, Bridget (CPC) <Bridget.Hicks@sfgov.org>; Marissa.Rodriguez@sfgov.org

Cc: Mandelman, Rafael (BOS) <rafael.mandelman@sfgov.org>; Temprano, Tom (BOS)
<tom.temprano@sfgov.org>; Caltagirone, Gaetano (POL) <gaetano.caltagirone@sfgov.org>; ray
castroplace.com <Ray@castroplace.com>

Subject: Castro Merchants - SUPPORT for Eureka Sky, 3989-17th Street
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San Francisco CA  94114-2512



415/431-2359



formerly “Merchants of Upper Market & Castro – MUMC”



Info@CastroMerchants.com

www.CastroMerchants.com 





Masood Samereie, President





May 10, 2019



By Email and USPS Hardcopy



Bridget Hicks, Staff Planner

San Francisco Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco CA  94103

    Re: Your File No. 2019-004216CUA



Marisa Rodriguez, Director

San Francisco Office of Cannabis

City Hall, Room 018

1 Dr. Carleton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco CA 94102 

     Re:  Your Application No. 8-12497, Case No. 00013148

[bookmark: _Hlk521841732][bookmark: _Hlk3535234]	

     Re: Eureka Sky, 3989-17th Street, San Francisco

            Romwald (Ray) Connolly, Desmond Morgan

	

Dear Ms. Hicks and Ms. Rodriguez,



This confirms that Castro Merchants (formerly “Merchants of Upper Market & Castro – MUMC”) SUPPORTS the Applications by Eureka Sky et al to each of your City Departments (as described above).



Our SUPPORT includes for related applications to other San Francisco Departments including Building Inspection, Public Health, and Fire and to other City and State jurisdictions, and other entitlements related to the proposed operation of a retail cannabis business at the location described above.

Castro Merchants’ support is based on information provided by Eureka Sky’s representatives at the September 6, 2018 Castro Merchants Members Meeting, with subsequent interim updates, as requested.  The support communicated in this letter remains in effect until withdrawn in writing.  We have asked Eureka Sky to continue to update us promptly, if there is/are any substantial change(s) in information or Conditions of Approval as Eureka Sky nears its City entitlement Hearing date(s) and other approval milestones.  We’ve been advised recently that there are no unreported, substantial changes thru this date.



…. continued
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May 10, 2019



San Francisco Planning Department, Re: File No. 2019-004216CUA

[bookmark: _GoBack]San Francisco Office of Cannabis, Re: Application No. 8-12497, Case No. 00013148				

Re:   Eureka Sky, 3989-17th Street, San Francisco; Romwald (Ray) Connolly, Desmond Morgan





A hardcopy of this letter is being mailed to each of you.

       

Please let us know if you have any questions regarding Castro Merchants support for this Application.  Please include this letter in the matter’s permanent file and any successor files and assure that our support is communicated to all applicable Staff in your Department and to all Commissioners prior to any Hearing on this matter, and to any Appeal panel(s) at the time that this matter is considered by them.



Thank you for considering our comments. 



Respectfully,

[image: ]

Masood Samereie, CASTRO MERCHANTS President







email cc:   S.F. District 8 Supervisor Rafael Mandelman, Staff Tom Temprano

	      SFPD Mission Station Captain Gaetano Caltagirone

cc:             Ray Connolly, Desmond Morgan, Eureka Sky
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San Francisco




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

Bridget Hicks, S.F. Planning Department Re: Your File No. 2019-004216CUA
Marissa Rodriguez. S.F. Office of Cannabis Re: Your Application No. 8-12487, Case No. 00013148
Eureka Sky, 3989-17th Street; Romwald (Ray) Connolly, Desmond Morgan

Ms. Hicks, Ms. Rodriguez -

Attached is a Letter of SUPPORT for Eureka Sky, from Castro Merchants.

Please include the Letter in all Meeting Information for approval panels in your Department, and in
the matter's permanent file, so it will be seen by others considering approval and supervision in the
future.

A hardcopy of the Letter is being mailed to you.

Please let us know if there are any questions.
Thank you for your assistance and support.
Richard Magary, Castro Merchants Administrator
415-431-2359

Info@CastroMerchants.com
5/10/2019  16:10pdt
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Rich Hillis
Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Please vote YES and support Eureka Sky on May 13th at 3989 17th Street — Castro
Date: Tuesday, May 14, 2019 2:29:29 PM
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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: Hicks, Bridget (CPC)

Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2019 2:22 PM

To: Steve Delavan <sdelavan@googlemail.com>; ray@castroplace.com; CTYPLN - COMMISSION
SECRETARY <CPC.COMMISSIONSECRETARY @sfgov.org>

Subject: RE: Please vote YES and support Eureka Sky on May 13th at 3989 17th Street — Castro

Thank you Steve, this will be added to the packet.

Bridget Hicks
Planner Il, SW Quadrant, Current Planning

Direct: 415-575-9054 | Fax: 415-558-6409

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

Department
Hours of Operation | Property Information Map

B v 0 ¢ & X

From: Steve Delavan <sdelavan@googlemail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2019 2:20 PM

To: CPC.COMMISSIOINSECRETARY@sfgov.org; Hicks, Bridget (CPC) <Bridget.Hicks@sfgov.org>;

ray@castroplace.com
Subject: Please vote YES and support Eureka Sky on May 13th at 3989 17th Street — Castro

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

Dear Bridget Hicks, Planning Commissioners and Marisa Rodriquez,

I’'m writing to express my whole hearted support for Eureka Sky opening a Retail Cannabis
Dispensary at 3989 17t St, San Francisco CA94112.

This location is essential to me as a resident of Castro, San Francisco for both recreational and
medicinal cannabis. | believe this will be a positive addition to the Castro business community and
neighborhood.

| am excited about Eureka Sky and it’s much needed in the neighborhood. The location is greatly
needed in this area of the Castro.

Please vote “YES” on May 13" - File No. 2019-004216CUA and Application No. 8-12497
Thank you very much for your kind support.
Kind regards,

Steve Delavan



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Staff report for 598 Brannan - when?
Date: Tuesday, May 14, 2019 10:54:59 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: Sucre, Richard (CPC)

Sent: Monday, May 13, 2019 6:17 PM

To: Sue Hestor <hestor@earthlink.net>

Cc: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Kathrin Moore <mooreurban@aol.com>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>; Richards,
Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; Rich Hillis <rich@fortmason.org>; Johnson, Milicent
(CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Rahaim, John (CPC) <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>; Ajello
Hoagland, Linda (CPC) <linda.ajellohoagland@sfgov.org>

Subject: RE: Staff report for 598 Brannan - when?

Hi Sue,

Thanks for your email. The Department will be publishing the staff report for this project on May
30t

The Commission is hosting Informational Hearings on all of the Central SoMa Key Site Projects, in
order to introduce these projects to the Commission and public. As you know the Informational

Hearing for 598 Brannan St occurred on May 9oth,

If you have specific questions on the project, feel free to contact the assigned planner, Linda Ajello
Hoagland, who is copied on this email.

Thank You,
Rich

Richard Sucre, Principal Planner

Southeast Team, Current Planning Division
San Francisco Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9108 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map
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From: Sue Hestor <hestor@earthlink.net>

Sent: Thursday, May 09, 2019 4:04 PM

To: Sucre, Richard (CPC) <richard.sucre@sfgov.org>

Cc: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Kathrin Moore <mooreurban@aol.com>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>; Richards,
Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; Rich Hillis <rich@fortmason.org>; Johnson, Milicent
(CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary

<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Staff report for 598 Brannan - when?

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

When will the staff report for 6/6 hearing for 598 Brannan be available to the public? One week
before 5/30? Two weeks before 5/23, right before Memorial Day weekend? Three weeks before
5/167?

Since staff report will be complex and 100s of pages long, will report be clearly page indexed so that
the public doesn't have print it all to easily print out only a portion of it?

Sue Hestor
Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone.

From: Sue Hestor
Sent: Thursday, May 9, 2019 3:52 PM

To: richard.sucre@sfgov.org

Subject: 598 Brannan visuals requested
Please provide me all visuals given to Plan Comm by developer of 598 brannan.
Sue Hestor

Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone.
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Butkus, Audrey (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: ActivSpace legislation: scheduled for 5/23 Planning Commission hearing
Date: Tuesday, May 14, 2019 10:54:44 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: Elizabeth Chur <elizabethchur@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 13, 2019 10:44 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>; richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC)
<milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis
(CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>

Cc: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Dick-Endrizzi, Regina (ECN)
<regina.dick-endrizzi@sfgov.org>; Donovan, Dominica (ECN) <dominica.donovan@sfgov.org>
Subject: ActivSpace legislation: scheduled for 5/23 Planning Commission hearing

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

Dear Planning Commission Members:

My name is Elizabeth Chur. | am a freelance medical writer, and have been an ActivSpace tenant
since 2008. | am a 25-year resident of San Francisco, and have been the sole proprietor of my
woman-owned, minority-owned business for 15 years. | provide professional services to nonprofits,
and write grant reports and proposals for Zuckerberg San Francisco General Hospital, the UCSF
Foundation, and Stanford.

| greatly appreciate Supervisor Ronen’s efforts to allow many personal services tenants to remain at
ActivSpace. However, there are a small handful of long-term tenants like myself who are facing the
threat of eviction. To preserve the economic diversity of our city and protect our livelihoods, |
respectfully request that you amend the proposed legislation to allow non-technology firm
tenants to participate in the legitimization program without undergoing mandatory discretionary
review. The Office of Small Business informed me that this process could cost $14,000 or more, with
no guarantee of being allowed to remain at ActivSpace. That exorbitant cost puts the process out of
reach for a sole proprietor like me. Another alternative to promote equity would be to institute a fee
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waiver.

As you know, it is increasingly difficult for small businesses to survive in San Francisco’s challenging
economy. | understand the need to preserve spaces for artists, and to protect them against the
encroachments of technology firms and other large businesses. However, in this situation, sole
proprietors like myself are subject to the same zoning restrictions as huge firms like Google and
Facebook. Yet my financial resources are miniscule compared to the tech giants that are driving
escalations in the real estate market. If | lose my unit at ActivSpace, there are very few affordable
alternatives, and there will be serious consequences for my livelihood:

¢ Extremely limited supply of micro-offices: | keep my business financially sustainable by
running a very lean, low-overhead operation. My unit at ActivSpace is 100 square feet. There
is nothing else in San Francisco at this price point and square footage. In my work with a
commercial real estate broker, the smallest comparable rental spaces we have found start at
250 square feet, and cost twice as much. There is very little inventory of micro-offices in San
Francisco, and this lack of supply has been intensified by recent zoning changes on Mission
Street.

Most landlords don’t even rent out such small spaces, since it’s the same amount of work to
negotiate a lease for 100 square feet as it is for 20,000 square feet. Becoming a subtenant of
a law firm or other larger office carries the risk of getting bumped as soon as the master
tenant needed the space for one of their own employees.

| don’t need the high-priced amenities bundled into the price of most “full-service” office
buildings, such as a common kitchen, conference room access, shared printer and copier,
and janitorial services. Part of what makes ActivSpace affordable is its bare-bones facilities: |
have my own printer and mini-fridge, and empty my own trash.

¢ Co-working does not work for all businesses: Co-working can be ideal for startups, but | have
an established business and need long-term stability and privacy. | currently have a fully
enclosed office with a lockable door, where | can securely leave my computer and confidential
files. My office is quiet, and | can write without visual distractions or noise. | have an
ergonomic workstation with a large monitor and external keyboard, as well as a landline,
which | need to record telephone interviews with optimal sound quality.

e Working from home is not an option: When | first started my business, | worked from home
for three years, which was difficult living in a small studio. In 2016 | underwent an owner
move-in eviction, and now rent an even smaller studio with only 350 square feet. It is not
possible to operate my business out of my home. My housing costs also tripled, making it
even more important to contain my business expenses.

| understand the importance of preserving affordable space for artists and makers in San Francisco.
However, there is also a critical need for small, affordable offices in the city accessible to sole
proprietors. We are important contributors to the economic and cultural diversity of the city’s
ecosystem. | strongly urge you to broaden the scope of the proposed legislation to allow the



handful of non-technology small businesses to apply for legitimization without undergoing
mandatory discretionary review.

If this is not possible, | respectfully request that you grant a fee waiver to make mandatory
discretionary review a viable option. Failing both these options, please give tenants who will be
evicted a one-year transition period to reduce the amount of disruption to our businesses.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Chur

Communications & Grantwriting Consultant

(415) 552-5370
elizabethchur@gmail.com
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Joslin, Jeff (CPC)

Subject: FW: Factory Built Housing

Date: Tuesday, May 14, 2019 10:54:35 AM

Attachments: May 14, 2019 SF Letter.pdf

May 10, 18 SF Letter.pdf
Feb. 6, 18 SF Letter.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Ricky Score <rscore@nccrc.org>

Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2019 8:29 AM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Rahaim, John (CPC)
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org>; dennis.herrera@sfgov.org; Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
<board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>

Cc: Jay Bradshaw <jbradshaw@nccrc.org>

Subject: Factory Built Housing

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

Please see the attached letter, dated May 14, 2019, as well as the two enclosures, sent on behalf of
Jay Bradshaw. Thank you.

Ricky Score

Administrative Representative
(510)568-4788 ext. 304 Office
(510)502-0681 Cell
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| _I ]NORTHERN CALIFORNIA

 J CARPENTERS

REGIONAL COUNCIL

Via U.S. Mail and Email

Myrna Melgar, President

and Commissioners

c/o Jonas Ionin, Commission Secretary
San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

commissions,secretary(@sfgov.org

Dennis Herrera

San Francisco City Attorney
Office of the City Attorney
City Hall, Room 234

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett P.
San Francisco, CA 94102
dennis.herrera@sfgov.org

May 14, 2019

John Rahaim

Director of Planning

San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103
John.Rahaim(@sfgov.org

Angela Calvillo

Clerk of the Board

City and County of San Francisco
City Hall, Room 244

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett PL.

San Francisco, CA 94102

Board.of Supervisors@sfgov.org

RE:  457-471 Minna Street Project, 833 Bryant Street Project, Central SoMa Plan and
The Hub Plan Housing Sustainability District - SB 35 Streamlining and AB 73
CEQA Exemption Provisions Are Available for Developments Using Factory-Built

Housing

Dear President Melgar, Mr. Rahaim, Mr. Herrera and Ms. Calvillo:

On behalf of the Carpenters Union, I am writing to urge the Planning Commission to
approve the Minna and Bryant strect projects and support the Central SoMa and Hub Plan
Sustainability District proposals. This letter responds to the San Francisco Building and
Construction Trades Council Public Policy Committee’s letter dated May 1, 2019 opposing
union made factory-built housing. The majority of members of this committee are the
Mechanical, Electrical, Plumbing and related crafts commonly known as the MEP crafts. The
MEP Cratfts claim that the City cannot use SB 35 streamlining or AB 73 CEQA exceptions on
developments that use Carpenter Union made factory-built housing. This is the third time that
the MEP Crafts have attempted to falsely lure the City into prohibiting factory-built housing and,
in so doing, invite the City into protracted litigation and committing a crime under the Factory-
Built Housing Law. My letters of February 6, 2018 and May 10, 2018 are attached for your
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convenience. As with the MEP Craft’s first two attempts, the MEP Crafts are wrong on SB 35
and AB 73.

The Carpenters Union supports the public policy in SB 35 and AB 73 of reducing sprawl
and building middle class housing. The Carpenters Union does not support the MEPs use of
these laws to interfere with good union built projects that reduce sprawl and provide middle class
homes.

The MEP Crafts’ May 1, 2019 letter claims that the work performed in the factory and
the work performed on-site are both “construction.” Therefore, they argue, any project using
factory built housing and relying on SB 35 streamlining or AB 73 CEQA exceptions must
comply with Skilled and Trained Workforce rules in the factories as well as on site. There is no
dispute that the construction and installation of the manufactured housing on site will so comply.
The dispute is whether the work in the factories is manufacturing or construction. The core of
the MEP argument is:

Modular construction is building and construction work subject to the
California Building Standards Code and requires the same skills and
training regardless if performed on-site or at a factory-built housing
facility.

May 1, 2019, MEP letter p. 4.
The MEP Crafts are wrong for seven reasons.
1. The Factory-Built Housing Law and SB 35 and AB 73 in coordination-with

prevailing wage law are very careful to define the work in the factory as
manufacturing and not installation or construction;

2. Factory-built housing is not subject to same Building Standards Code as
construction;

3. There are no apprenticeable crafts in the factory;

4. There is no pre-hire provision in the collective bargaining agreements that cover

the factories;

5. Barring factory-built housing will cost San Francisco construction jobs because
the projects in question will not be built without factory-built housing;

6. Prohibiting factory-built housing on these projects has a prohibited disparate
impact on Latinos, African Americans, Asians and other non-white minorities in
violation of Federal and State Civil Rights law and;

7. Excluding factory-built housing in the manner the MEP Crafts suggest is a
misdemeanor under Health and Safety Code § 19997.
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Each of these problems the MEP Crafis seek to inflict on the City are discussed in turn
below.

First, the factory-built housing law is very careful to define the work in the factory as
manufacturing and not installation or construction. The California Legislature unanimously
adopted the Factory-Built Housing law in 1969. A copy of the entire current Factory-Built
Housing statute is attached as the following hyperlink. California Code of Regulations, Title 25,
Division 1, Chapter 3, Subchapter 1, commencing with Section 3000 In Health and Safety Code
Section 19961, the legislative findings portion of the Factory-Built Housing law, the Legislature
wholeheartedly endorsed the “mass production of housing, consisting primarily of factory
manufacture of dwelling units or habitable rooms thereof . . . ”. The housing manufactured in
the Carpenter represented factories produce products the Factory-Built Housing Law regulates.
The Factory-Built Housing Law does not regulate construction. The statute provides:

‘Factory-built housing’ means a residential building, dwelling unit, or an
individual dwelling room or combination of rooms thereof, or building
component, assembling, or system manufactured in such a manner that afl
concealed parts or processes of manufacture cannot be inspected before
installation at the building site without disassembling, damage, or
destruction of the part, including units designed for use as part of an
institution for resident or patient care, that is either wholly manufactured
or is substantial part manufactured at an offsite location to be wholly or
partially assembled onsite in accordance with building standards published
in the Building Standards Code or other regulations adopted by the
Commission pursuant to Section 19990.

Cal. Health and Safety Code, Section 19971.

The Factory-Built Housing law is very careful to define the terms of art
manufacture and installation differently.

“Manufacture” is the process of making, fabricating, constructing,
forming, or assembling a product from raw unfinished or semi-finished
materials.

Cal. Health and Safety Code, Section 19976,

By contrast, “installation” provides a different meaning applying only to on-
site work:

“Installation” means the assembly of factory-built housing on-site in the
process of affixing factory-built housing to land, a foundation, footings, or

an existing building.

Cal. Health and Safety Code, Section 19974.
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The term “installation” is a term of art in the consiruction industry and constitutes
construction. For example, the Labor Code’s definition of public works makes “installation”
part of the on-site package of work performed in construction. “Public works™ means:

Construction, alteration, demolition, installation, or repair work done
under contract and paid for in whole or part out of public funds . . .

Cal. Lab. Code Scction 1720(a)(1)

The question of what is construction and what is not construction has developed over the
years under the Federal Davis Bacon Act and under California’s Prevailing Wage statutes. The
Davis Bacon Act’s regulations deem off-site facilities to be construction work only if the
production facility is on “the site of work.” The Federal regulations provide that an off-site
facility is deemed “part of the site of work™ where it is:

1) “Dedicated exclusively, or nearly so, to performance of the
contract or project;” AND
2) “Adjacent or virtually adjacent to” the site of work, meaning the

physical place(s) where the building or work called for in the
contract will remain or “any other site where a significant portion
of the building or work is constructed, provided that such site is
established specifically for the performance of the contract or
project;” AND

3) Its “location and continuance in operation are determined [with]
regard to a particular Federal or federally assisted contract or
project.”

(29 CF.R. § 5.2(I)(1)-(3).) California law follows the same doctrine. Cal. Lab. Code § 1720,
Sheetmetal Workers International Association, Local 104 v. Duncan, 229 Cal, App. 4% 192, 206
(2014).

Thus, if factory-built housing factories are not temporartly erected to fulfill a particular
contract and/or not located next to the sites of work, they will not be deemed “part of the site of
work” under the State or Federal Prevailing Wage statues and therefore not construction.

Second, factory-built housing is not subject to the same Building Standards Code as
construction. As is shown below, the regulations that take the place of the Building Standards
Code explicitly refer to the work in the factory as manufacturing. 25 Cal. Code Regs. Sec. 3020.
In fact, the Code very deliberately uses the verb “manufacture” and studiously avoids the verb
“construct” or “construction.” 25 Cal. Code Regs. Sec. 3000-3082.

1 There are several exceptions that do not apply here. Those include leases for government
buildings, Cal. Lab. Code § 1720.2; hauling of refuse, § 1720.3, certain energy projects, §
1720.6, certain acute care hospitals, § 1720.7, and ready-mix concrete § 1720.9.
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[t was the intention of the Legislature to specifically prohibit local jurisdictions from
using the California Building Standards Code to regulate factory-built housing. The legislative
finding in the statute reflects this intent. In Health and Safety Code section 19961 the
Legislature found that, “by minimizing the problems of standards and inspection procedures, it is
demonstrating its intention to encourage the reduction of housing construction costs and to make
housing and home ownership more feasible for all residents of the state.” To that end, the
Factory-Built Housing Law requires the Department of Housing and Community Development
to:

[A]dopt rules and regulations to interpret and make specific this part. The
department shall adopt and submit building standards for approval...for
purposes described in this section. Standards adopted, amended or
repealed from time to time by the department pursuant to this chapter shall
include provisions imposing requirements reasonably consistent with
recognized and accepted standards.

Cal. Health and Safety Code, Section 19990

In short, the Legislature tasked the Department of Housing and Community Development
with developing rules, regulations, and building standards related to factory built housing in the
areas of the housing, building, residential, plumbing, mechanical, and electrical codes.

The Department of Housing and community Development has done so and codified those
regulations at 25 Cal. Code Regs. Sec. 3000, ef seq. These regulations completely occupy the
place of the California Building Standards Code. They describe the parameters of the design and
engineering for housing built in a factory. 25 Cal. Code Regs. Sections 3020-3021, 3028. They
also show the steps necessary for the manufacturer to secure an approval of a design from the
State. 25 Cal. Code Regs. Sections 3022-3023. The Regulations also identify the in factory
quality control and inspection regime the State or contracted agency undertakes. 25 Cal. Code
Regs. Sections 3024-3037. This stands in stark contrast to the California Building Standards
Code in which a private architect or engineer signs off on plans and a local building inspector
visits the site at each step of the build to determine compliance with codes and the plans.

Third, there are no apprenticeable crafts in the factory. The Carpenters have developed
and implemented a comprehensive factory worker training program tailored to the needs of this
industry. Our factory workers are cross trained intensively in all factory built housing
production methods. The bargaining unit workers fall within four categories; Production Worker
Trainee, Production Worker I, IT and III, and Lead Production Worker. The contract requires
ratios in which a majority of the Production Workers are in categories II, I1I or are Lead
Production Workers. The requirements for Production Worker II’s are they must be:

Cross-trained to perform all jobs within their department

Able to train new hires in all department job functions

Able to read and interpret shop drawings

Able to inspect for quality performance in all department functions
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Production Worker ITT’s must:

¢ Be able to perform all the work that Production Worker II’s can perform

Have excellent skills

Speed productivity and quality of work within their department

Be a capable trainer and pacesetter in the department

Lead by example

Perform the jobs requiring the greatest skills and knowledge within the department
Have earned training or certifications available for job functions

Be able to read and interpret shop drawings

Be able to inspect for quality and performance on all department functions

Be cross-trained and able to work productively in at least two other departments within
the plant

Lead Production Workers are experienced workers who not only perform all the work covered
by the agreement but in addition can train less experienced workers and help run work crews
effectively.

The Scope of Work clause in the agreement includes the following:

The employer and the union understand and agree that the work (as
hereinafter defined) performed under this agreement involves the work of
multiple crafts for manufacturing and assembly of factory-built housing,
including but not limited to, floor construction, crane operation, tool crib,
roof construction, steel framing, wood framing, wall panels, drywall,
plumbing, electrical, casework, doors, hardware, trim and finishing (the
“Work™). The Work will be performed by production crews comprised of
carpenters’ union members.

The contract applies only to work performed within the factory. It does not apply to any
work performed on site. Both SB 35 and AB 73 provide that the term “skilled and trained
workforce” has the same meaning as provided in Section 2600 of the Public Contract Code,
Cal.Gov. Code § 65913 .4(a)(8)(B)(ii), Cal. Gov. Code § 66201(f)(4)(B)(ii). The Public Contract
Code provides that “skilled and trained workforce” applies to workers performing work in “an
apprenticeable occupation.” An apprenticeable occupation means an occupation for which the
Chief of the Division of Apprenticeship Standards of the Department of Industrial Relations has
approved an apprenticeship program prior to January 1, 2014. There are no apprenticeship
programs that cover all of the work that the workers in the factory perform.

The MEP crafts may argue that the work does fall within apprenticeable occupations
variously of the Carpenter, the Electrician, the Plumber or the Sheet Metal Worker. There are no
approved factory apprenticeship programs for these trades in factories. The programs that have
been approved are for field construction workers which require a much broader knowledge of the
craft. These programs do not teach how to do the above described work in a factory and do teach
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things that the workers in the factory will never nced to know. The Law does not place this
absurd burden on factory-built housing products.

Fourth, there are no pre-hire provisions in the collective bargaining agreements that cover
the factories. This is an indication that the factory work is not construction but rather
manufacturing. One of the fundamental principles of American Labor Law is providing workers
a choice of whether they want a union to represent them and if so, a choice as to which union to
do so. In a factory, this determination is regulated by Section 9(a) of the National Labor
Relations Act. Section 9(a) provides that a factory employer can recognize a union only if a
majority of the employees in an appropriate unit indicate that they wish to be represented by a
particular union. This determination can be made through an election with the National Labor
Relations Board (“NLRB”), or through a voluntary card check, or petition procedure, or any
other method in which the employer has a good faith belief that a majority of the workers wish to
be presented by a particular union.

There is one exception to this rule. That exception applies only to the construction
industry pursuant to Section 8(f) of the Act. The Landrum Griffin Amendments in 1959 added
8(f) to the Act to permit unions and employers engaged in the construction industry to sign
agreements regardless of whether the union has majority status or even if the employer has no
employees performing construction work at the time of signing. This accounts for the seasonal
and cyclical nature of the construction industry. Unlike factories, developers and contractors
work from project to project. A construction employer only needs craft employees when the
employer has work. In times of economic downturn, or after a project is finished, the
construction employer lays off its craft workers. When the employer has another job and needs
more workers, the employer simply triggers the pre-hire portion of the collective bargaining
agreement and requests the union to dispatch the appropriate number of workers. Section 8(f)
allows:

... employer|s] engage[ed] primarily in the building and construction
industry [to] make an agreement covering employees engaged (or who,
upon their employment will be engaged) in the building and construction
industry with a labor organization of which building and construction
employees are members . . .

29 U.S.C. 158(f)

The factories do not fall within the definition in 8(f). The factories are engaged in the
manufacture of factory-built housing as defined by the California Factory-Buiit Housing Law.
The Union was recognized in a 9(a) card check with a neutral arbitrator overseeing the card
count process and certifying that the Union had majority status. The factories sell a product to
the construction industry but they are not engaged primarily in the construction industry.

Fifth, barring factory-built housing will cost San Francisco construction jobs because the
projects in question will not be built without factory-built housing. The general contractors
installing factory-built housing on site employ contractors in the basic crafts as well as the sub-
crafts. The Minna Street and Bryant Street projects are financially designed to use factory-built
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housing units. If the MEPs are successful in barring factory-built housing, the projects will
simply not be built. This impacts the MEP’s members in three ways.

First, the San Francisco Building Trades Council Public Policy Committee gets credit for
exacerbating our homeless crisis; second, the MEP membership will not have an opportunity to
work on the factory-built projects because they will not be built; and third, the total-volume of
housing built will increase with the use of factory-built housing. That will offset the percentage
decrease in MEP hours on the factory-built projects.

Sixth, prohibiting factory-built housing on these projects has a prohibited disparate
impact on Latinos, African Americans, Asians and other non-white minorities in violation of
Federal and States civil rights law. By so doing, the MEP opposition to factory-built housing
exposes the City to unnecessary class action litigation and liability. The MEP opposition to
factory-built housing has a direct disparate impact on at risk communities. If the MEPs get their
way and the projects are built by traditional methods, rent will be much more expensive and
fewer projects will get built, thereby further increasing the price pressure on housing, This will
inure to the benefit of more wealthy San Franciscans who tend to be more white and more male.
This is not the forum to present the statistical analysis necessary to establish that NIMB Yism and
other tight housing tactics actually constitute a provable violation of Federal or State anti-
discrimination law. However, there is a substantial body of academic research showing that tight
housing policies have a disparate impact. Chapman University Center for Demographics and
Policy, David Freeman, Jennifer Hernandez and Joel Kotkin, California Greenhouse Gas
Regulation and Climate Change, Chapman University Press ( 2018 } 12-14, 77-85.

Seventh, excluding factory-built housing in the manner the MEP Crafts suggest is a
misdemeanor under Health and Safety Code § 19997. Section 19997 provides:

“Any person who violates any of the provisions of this part or any
rules or regulations adopted pursuant to this part is guilty of a
misdemeanor, punishable by a fine not exceeding $500 or by
imprisonment not exceeding thirty days, or both such fine and
imprisonment.”

As I have previously explained, the MEP Crafts are attempting to interfere and obstruct
our recently unionized factories from providing much needed housing to San Franciscans at all
income levels. The arguments of the MEP Crafts will not withstand legal attack, are based in
misrepresentation of facts, defamatory statements about the quality of the products and the skill
of our members working in the factories, and invites the individual City officials who would
block the projects on this basis to commit crimes.

The Carpenters Union will continue to invest our resources in worker development and

recruitment, increase construction capacity, embrace new technology and help solve this epic
housing crisis.
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We will do everything in our power to defend our members in the factories and these
employers that are creating local middle class jobs. We call on the leaders of San Francisco to
do the same.

Sincerely,

Sz

Jay Bradshaw
Director of Organizing
Northern California Carpenters Regional Council

Enclosures
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NORTHERN CALIFORNIA

CARPENTERS

REGIONAL COUNCIL
May 10, 2018

London Breed, President

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Dear President Breed:

On behalf of the Carpenters Union, I am writing to oppose the San Francisco Building and
Construction Trades Council’s (SFBTC) proposed ordinance applying the 2016 San Francisco
Building Standards Code in its entirety to factory-built housing. The ordinance would require that
all factory-built multi-story housing containing four or more dwelling units comply with the City’s
building code, residential code, electrical code, mechanical code, and plumbing code. The proposed
ordinance violates the Factory-Built Housing Law, Health and,ﬁafety Code 19960, ef seq. The
ordinance attempts to completely occupy an area of law thatds. Qgcupled by state law, and would
cause the carve outs set forth in Cal. Health and Safety Cgﬁg,sectlon 19993 to completely swallow
legislation set forth in Health and Safety code section 19990, whereby the State Department of
Housing and Community Development is tasked with' adoptmg rules and regulations in the exact
same legislative area in which the proposed SF ordfnance would apply.

The California Legislature unanimously adopted the Factory-Built Housing Law in 1969.
It was the intention of the Legislature to specifically prohibit local jurisdictions from maintaining
ordinances regulating factory-built housing. In an August 7, 1969 memorandum Charles
LeMenager, Director of the California Department of Housing and Community Development,
explained the bill and urged the Governor to sign it. LeMenager argued:

“AB 1971 is the single most important piece of housing legislation
adopted this year. Private enterprise’s attempts to factory build
housing in the past have been stifled due to lack of uniformity and
local building codes. AB 1971 tears down that barrier through
state preemption.... This bill provides for state preemption in the
manufacture of “factory-built” housing by regulation, inspection
and certification by the Department of Housing and Community
Development.”

The legislative finding in the statute reflects this intent. Health and Safety Code section 19961
provides in part:

“... the mass production of housing, consisting primarily of factory
manufacturer of dwelling units or habitable wounds thereof,
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presents unique problems with respect to the establishment of
uniform health and safety standards and inspections procedures.
The Legislature further finds and declares that by minimizing the
problems of standards and inspection procedures, it is
demonstrating its intention to encourage [the use of factory-built
housing]”.

As is shown below, the intent and function of the statute is absolutely clear. The building
code standards for the manufacture of factory-built housing are occupied entirely by the State. Local
jurisdictions maintain the responsibility to inspect the site to be sure that the installation follows the
manufacturer’s instructions, but plan review, application of local building codes and inspection of the
manufactured product itself is strictly forbidden by the statute. The reasons laid out in the proposed
ordinance are dishonest subterfuge which, if enacted, will place the City in protracted litigation which
the City will surely lose.

The ordinance sets forth four justifications for placing new requirements on multi-story
housing containing four or more dwelling units. First, the proposed ordinance indicates that the
amendments set are “reasonably necessary because of local conditions caused by climate,
geology and topography.” (Sec. 2(j)) Next, the ordinance argues that the amendments are
“architectural requirements within the meaning of Health and Safety Code section 19993, and are
therefore not precluded by the Factory-Built Housing Law.” (Sec. 4(g)) Third, the proposed
ordinance argues that the original statute did not contemplate multi-story factory-built housing.
Lastly, the proposed ordinance asserts that because the City is a Charter City, the amendments
are permitted under the Home Rule doctrine. (Sec. 4(h-K)) This is magical thinking, and as
shown at the end of this letter, invites the City and its individual Building Inspectors to commit a
crime. This letter refutes the arguments in turn.

Regarding the ordinance’s first argument, there is no provisigrfirfathe factory-built
housing section of the Health and Safety Code that specifically allo§y§ a municipality to adopt
regulations, “because of local conditions caused by climate, geolpgy, and topography.” Instead,
Section 4(d) of the ordinance relies on provisions of the general Building Code and grafts them
into the factory-built housing portions of the code. (See Cal. Health and Safety Code 17958.5)
Specifically, the proposed ordinance asserts that since the Factory Built Housing law uses the
Building Code’s definition of “building standard” in Cal. Health and Safety Code 18909,
“Section 18909 expressly allows amendments to the California Building Code Standards Code
based on local conditions.” Section 18909 does no such thing. Instead this section merely
defines building standard. There is no language in this section that authorizes amendments based
on local conditions. In fact, Section 19990 specifically identifies the various uniform building
codes that the State must use to create building standards for factory-built housing. It does not
include Thus, contrary to the proposed ordinance’s assertion, there is no language in the Factory-
built housing portion of the code that allows municipalities to amend their code based on local
conditions caused by climate, geology and topography.

In the most recent amendments in 1993 and 2003 to the Factory-Built Housing Law, the
Legislature remained consistent with its original intent. In the 1993 legislation, the Business,
Transportation and Housing Agency explained to the legislature in relevant part:
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“This bill would encourage innovative uses of manufactured
housing to provide affordable multi-family housing; clarify
existing law to remove local government barriers to housing; and
require uniform standards for agencies which test and list building
products in Roll Build Report, AB 765, September 13, 1993.

Existing law contained in the State Housing Law, as well as
uniform building codes adopted pursuant thereto, require materials,
appliances, and equipment used in housing to be tested and listed
by independent testing and listing agencies to insure compliance
with product standards.
This bill would establish a statutory definition of “testing and
listing agency” and related terms to provide certainty to builders
and local governments concerning whether a building product has
been tested by an approved testing and listing agency.”

Bill Analysis, AB 765, Transportation and Housing Agency, September 13, 1993

The 2003 legislation made no changes to the pre-emptive provisions of the statute. There
is no possible way that the Legislature would have intended an architectural exception that
completely eliminates the entire regime of state-created rules, regulations and testing procedures.

Second, the proposed ordinance claims it involves only “architectural requirements
within the meaning of Health and Safety code 19993.” (Sec. 4(g)) Here, tl;e ordinance makes
this conclusion without any reasoning, analysis, or evidence that any of the-amendments involve
architectural requirements. Moreover, the amendments are so broad, thqt authorizing the
amendments under the “architectural requirements” provision of section. 19993, would render
Section 19990, along with all of the other substantive sections of the Factory Built Housing Law
meaningless. ar

In Section 19961, the legislature found that, “by minimizing the problems of standards
and inspection procedures, it is demonstrating its intention to encourage the reduction of housing
construction costs and to make housing and home ownership more feasible for all residents of
the state.” To that end, the Factory built Housing Law includes section 19990 which requires the
Department of Housing and Community Development to:

[A]dopt rules and regulations to interpret and make specific this part. The department
shall adopt and submit building standards for approval...for purposes described in this
section. Standards adopted, amended or repealed from time to time by the department
pursuant to this chapter shall include provisions imposing requirements reasonably
consistent with recognized and accepted standards contained in the most recent editions
of the following international or uniform industry codes as adopted or amended from
time to time by the organizations specified:

(25)  The Uniform Housing Code of the International Conference of Building Officials.
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(26)  The International Building Code of the International Code Council.

(27)  The International Residential Code of the International Code Council.

(28)  (4) The Uniform Plumbing Code of the International Association of Plumbing and
Mechanical Officials.

(29)  The Uniform Mechanical Code of the International Association of Plumbing and
Mechanical Officials.

(30)  The National Electrical Code of the Notional Fire Protection Association.

In short, in Section 19990, the legislature tasked the Department of Housing and
Community Development with developing rules, regulations, and building standards related to
factory built housing in the areas of the housing, building, residential, plumbing, mechanical, and
electrical codes.

Section 19990 also states that “in the event of any conflict with respect to factory-built
housing between Part 1.5 (commencing with Section 17910) and this part, the requirements of
this part shall control.” Part 1.5 of the Health and Safety Code is the “State Housing Law.” It is
clear that the legislature considered that there might be conflicts between the Factory Built
Housing law and the State Housing Law, thus the need to explicitly mandate that the Factory
Built Housing Law shall control. T

Ps

this is to comply with local zoning requirements and to use lccal buxldmg inspectors to require
that contractors install the factory-built housing products in accordance with manufacturer’s
instructions. Section 19993 provides: f\ -5

Local use zone requirements, local snow load requirements, local
wind pressure requirements, local fire zones, building setback,
front and rear yard size requirements, site development and
property line requirements, as well as the review and regulation of
architectural and aesthetic requirements are hereby specifically and
entirely reserved to local jurisdictions notwithstanding any
requirement of this part.

San Francisco’s proposed ordinance relies on the above-noted section, particularly the
“architectural” requirement clause to amend the City’s Building Code. The proposed
amendments cover the entire spectrum of rules, regulations and building standards that the
Legislature delegated to the Department of Housing and Community Development. Specifically,
Section 5 of the proposed ordinance provides:





Application of the 2016 San Francisco Building Code to Multi-

Story Factory-Built Housing Containing Four or More Dwelling
Units.

(u) Factory-Built Housing containing four or more dwelling units
and two or more stories shall comply with the 2016 San
Francisco Building Code, consisting of the 2016 California
Building Code with San Francisco’s local amendments.

(v) Factory-Built Housing containing four or more dwelling units
and two or more stories shall comply with the 2016 San
Francisco Residential Code, consisting of the 2016 California
Residential Code with San Francisco’s local amendments.

(w)Factory-Built Housing containing four or more dwelling units
and two or more stories shall comply with the 2016 San
Francisco Electrical Code, consisting of the 2016 California
Electrical Code with San Francisco’s local amendments.

(x) Factory-Built Housing containing four or more dwelling units
and two or more stories shall comply with the 2016 San
Francisco Mechanical Code, consisting of the 2016 California
Mechanical Code with San Francisco’s local amiendments.

(y) Factory-Built Housing containing four or méye dwelling units
and two or more stories shall comply with the 2016 San
Francisco Plumbing Code, consisting of the 2016 California
Plumbing Code with San Francisc:o’ggloégil"‘amendments.

The ordinance reads Health and Safety Code section 19993 entirely out of context. The
purpose of this section is to allow the inspection of the installation, the site and other uniformly
applied zoning requirements. One of the Attorney General opinions the ordinance relies on for
the proposition that a local entity can impose uniformly applied architectural requirements
actually says that a local government cannot do exactly what the proposed San Francisco
ordinance would do. In that case, the local ordinance was invalid because its “architectural and
aesthetic consideration” rules were combined with an application for a use permit and the
possible requirement of a public hearing. Since this functioned only to apply to factory-built
housing, the Attorney General argued that the local ordinance violated the statute. (Ciry of South
Lake Tahoe, 55 Ops.Cal.Atty. Gen 234, 235.) 1973 Cal. A.G. LEXIS 63. Here, the San
Francisco ordinance would apply only to multi-story factory-built housing, thus, excluding single
story housing, mobile homes and “tiny houses.” This is exactly the kind of uneven application

the Attorney General objected to in City of South Lake Tahoe.

Third, the proposed ordinance also asserts that proposed amendments are permissible
under the “Home Rule” doctrine. The reasoning in the ordinance is frivolous. Factory-built
housing is a matter of state-wide concern. Health and Safety Code section 19961. The
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California Supreme Court case the ordinance cites indicating regulation of multi-unit housing has
been recognized to be a municipal affair subject to home rule does not stand for that proposition
and even if it did, it has been superseded by statute. (Bishop v. San Jose (1969) 1 Cal.3d 56, 63.)
The question in Bishop was whether the prevailing wage requirements of the Labor Code apply
when a City uses its own employees to perform construction work. The Court correctly rejected
the plaintiff’s argument. In determining whether the prevailing wage statute is a matter of state-
wide concern and therefore, not subject to the Home Rule Doctrine, the Court made the
following observation:

“In exercising the judicial function of deciding whether a matter is
a municipal affair or of state-wide concern, the courts will of
course give great weight to the purpose of the Legislature in
enacting general laws which disclose an intent to preempt the field
to the exclusion of local regulation.”

1 Cal.3d at 63. (emphasis added.)

To the extent that Bishop stands for the proposition that regulation of multi-unit housing
is a matter of Home Rule, it has been legislatively superseded. Th‘é‘ Supreme Court decided
Bishop on October 30, 1969. Although the Factory-Built Hou%ﬁ‘é Act had been adopted by the
Legislature and signed by the Governor earlier that summer, it did not take effect until the
Commission created in former Section 19994 had met andéfm'eiﬁé» recommendations for the
promulgation of rules and regulations to be adopted by ghgifzs,gate. Worse yet for the proposed
ordinance, one of the Attorney General opinions that thié ordinance relies on provides that
factory-built housing is a matter of general and state-wide'concern. (City of Torrance, 53 Ops.
Cal.Atty. Gen 354, 355.) Cal. A.G. LEXIS 92

Section 4c. of the ordinance argues that the Factory-Built Housing law does not
contemplate anything beyond small, single story residential developments and the Legislature
did not contemplate multi-story large developments. The statement in the proposed ordinance is
false because it does not report that the context of the discussion was comparing mobile home
manufacture with modular unit manufacture.

The Assembly Committee on Urban Affairs and Housing met to further investigate
factory built housing on April 12, 1969. The meeting occurred in the premises of Boise Cascade
Building Company on Airport Boulevard in Los Angeles. A Boise Cascade official, Robert
Swafield compared mobile homes with modular factory built housing. The full context of the
discussion follows:

“We can convert from the mobile home category into some form
of factory relocatable product. When we talk of sectionalized
house, we are speaking of a single story unit of two or more pieces
that are joined --- two models of ten or twelve put together.
Modular units are both on the production line, but they go up. We
can do L’s or H’s or that type of thing.





We have built field perimeter-type units for apartment houses. We
are currently involved in Chicago in townhouse construction which
will be wood perimeter frame — two story. In the South, we are
building single story sectionalized housing. We are currently
building in Woodland, California vacation homes for the rapidly
expanding vacation homes market. Urban Affairs and Housing
Committee meeting, April 12, 1969, p. 3.

This shows that the Committee that sponsored the legislation knew that modular factory built
housing products could go “up” while mobile homes cannot. The Legislature knew that factory-
built housing was capable of multi-story construction at the time of enactment in 1969.

Further, the State has been regulating multi-story modular construction since the
Legislature passed the Factory-Built Housing statute in 1969. Since 1969, factory-built multi-
story projects have been constructed throughout California. For example, in 1972, the GreenFair
Apartments project in Sacramento was completed. GreenFair is a nine-story apartment building
at 701-702 Fairground Drive, currently managed by Sacramento Self Help Housing. The
building was constructed using factory built modules that were built in Ohio, shipped by rail and
truck, and installed on site. GreenFair was part of a Department of Housing and Urban
Development project, “Operation Breakthrough,” which was “launched... in 1969 to stimulate
volume production of quality housing for all income levels,};ﬁFz{ctory built housing offered a
logical means — then as it does now—for the housing ind}l‘étrfy to grow and prosper.””

iy

Since the construction of the GreenFair Apartniept',,'fthe Legislature has taken four
additional opportunities to modify the factory-built housiﬁg statute. Neither in the changed
statutory language nor in the legislative history, is thﬁer,e”‘any mention of restricting factory-built
housing to a single story.

Finally, the enactment of this ordinance would be a crime. Section 19997 provides:

“Any person who violates any of the provisions of this part or any
rules or regulations adopted pursuant to this part is guilty of a
misdemeanor, punishable by a fine not exceeding $500 or by
imprisonment not exceeding thirty days, or both such fine and
imprisonment.”

At the behest of the San Francisco Building Trades Council this proposed ordinance is an
attempt to interfere and obstruct our recently unionized factories from providing much needed
housing to San Franciscans at all income levels. The arguments of the SFBCTC included in the
proposed ordinance will not withstand legal attack, are based in misrepresentation of facts, are
defamatory statements about the quality of the products and invites the individual building

° "Operation Breakthrough. Phase II. Prototype Construction and Demonstration. Volume 4. U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development. Office of Policy Development and Research.
https://www huduser.gov/portal/publications/destech/pro_cons_brkthr.html. Accessed May 3, 2018
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inspectors and their bosses to commit crimes. We will continue to do everything in our power to
defend our members in the factories and these employers that are creating local middle class
jobs.

For over one hundred years the Carpenters Union has been delivering the highest quality
construction of all types to the citizens of San Francisco and we will continue to do so with our
factory built housing,.

The Carpenters Union urges the City not to entertain this false, misleading and illegal
proposed ordinance.

Sincerely,

Jay Bradshaw
Di/mctor of Organizing
Northern Carpenters Regional Council







NORTHERN CALIFORNIA

CARPENTERS

REGIONAL COUNCIL
February 6, 2018
President London Breed
Supervisor, District 5
City & County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

RE: City and County of San Francisco
Housing Code Proposal Disclosure of Factory Built Housing

Dear President Breed:

The Carpenters Union has organized and is the legally certified bargaining representative for the
workers at Factory OS and RAD URBAN. Both of these emp oye{:s are committed to building
their products right here in Northern California to help bolvelpﬁr'kq,usmg crisis including finding
solutions for our most vulnerable population, our homeless bgroﬁhcra and sisters.

Ty

1biy the Mayor’s Office have been

[t has come to our attention that some Supervisors and (

working with the San Francisco Building Trades Cou gxl on a proposal to amend the Housing
Code in relation to Factory Built Housing. We have Desit s given a copy of this draft proposal.

[ am writing to identify two of several fundamental flaws in the draft of the above-noted proposed
ordinance. The proposed changes in Section 351(c)(12)(a) are defamatory toward the
manufacturers of such factory built housing and would be an attempt by the City and County to
discourage sale or occupancy of factory-built housing in contravention of the intent of the State
Health and Safety Code. The proposed ordinance as drafted would read as follows in relevant part
(typeface changes are reproduced to reflect the draft ordinance as currently proposed):

“Beware. This report describes the current legal use of this property as compiled from
records of City Departments. There has been no physical examination of the property
itself. This record contains no history of any plumbing or electrical permits. The report
makes no representation that the property is in compliance with the law. Any
occupancy or use of the property other than that listed as authorized in this report may
be illegal and subject to removal or abatement, and should be reviewed with the
Planning Department and the Department of Building Inspection. Errors or omissions in
this report shall not bind or stop the City from enforcing any and all building and zoning
codes against the seller, buyer and any subsequent owner. The preparation or delivery
of this report shall not impose any liability on the City for any errors or omissions
contained in said report, nor shall the City bear any liability not otherwise imposed by
law.”

“Factory-built housing has not been inspected by the Department of Building
Inspection and may not meet local construction requirements. Pursuant to Sections
19992 and 19993 of the California Health and Safety Code, the Department has
inspected only the installation of the housing to confirm that the location on the
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property, any attachments constructed on site, and connections to utilities meet local
requirements.”

The statement “This record contains no history of any plumbing or electrical permits” is
defamatory. The State Department of Housing and Community Development governs inspections
of factory-built housing in the factory and the City is informed of such inspection upon delivery at
the site by either the Insignia of Approval attached to the product, by direct communication from
the factory to the City or both. In addition, all on site construction and the installation of factory-
built housing is subject to inspection by the local building department. The City’s failure to put
the certificate or a record of the Insignia of Approval in the building inspection file is not a
defense to defamation.

This is also an attempt to communicate to potential owners or occupants that the housing is
substandard. This is simply untrue as the housing will be built in accordance with Section 19960
et seq. of the State Health and Safety Code. The City’s clear intent is to dissuade people from
purchasing or occupying such housing. By doing so, the City risks defaming the manufacturer and

violating Section 19960 et seq. of the Health and Safety Code.

On behalf of the proud Carpenters working at Factory OS and RAD Urban we see any ordinance
along these lines as an attack on the unionized sector of this industry.

We will take all legal actions at our disposal to defend these workers who have freely chosen our
Union to represent them and the employers who are creating middle class union jobs right here in
Northern California. It is our hope that the City of San Francisco does not partner with the San
Francisco Building Trades Council in their attack on our Union%x an industry where they have

not organized one worker. AL
&

1T . . .
atid creating good union jobs!

o

Jay Bradshaw
Director of Organizing
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);

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

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** STATEMENT *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ON SFPUC INITIAL REPORT ON ACQUIRING PG&E ASSETS
IN SAN FRANCISCO

Date: Monday, May 13, 2019 2:11:43 PM

Attachments: 5.13.19 SFPUC Feasibility Study.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, May 13, 2019 12:02 PM

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

Subject: *** STATEMENT *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ON SFPUC INITIAL REPORT ON ACQUIRING
PG&E ASSETS IN SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Monday, May 13, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

wx% STATEMENT ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ON SFPUC INITIAL REPORT ON
ACQUIRING PG&E ASSETS IN SAN FRANCISCO

San Francisco — Today, Mayor London N. Breed issued the following statement after the San
Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) issued its initial report on the feasibility of
acquiring PG&E assets in San Francisco. The SFPUC conducted the study in response to a

letter sent by Mayor Breed on January 141,

“This report shows that acquiring PG&E assets is feasible and could be a significant step in
meeting our aggressive climate goals while also prioritizing safety, transparency, and
affordability for our residents. There is still a lot of work to be done, but it is in the long-term
interest of our city to continue down this path to take advantage of this unique opportunity.
San Francisco has a proven track record of providing clean and reliable power through our
Hetch Hetchy Power and CleanPowerSF programs, and we can and should build on that
success. The SFPUC should continue working closely with the City Attorney’s Office to
conduct the more in-depth assessments necessary for an acquisition. I want to thank the
SFPUC and the City Attorney for crafting this initial report and I look forward to the next
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LoONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Monday, May 13, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*** STATEMENT ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ON SFPUC INITIAL STUDY ON
ACQUIRING PG&E ASSETS

San Francisco — Today, Mayor London N. Breed issued the following statement after the San
Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) issued its initial study on the feasibility of
acquiring PG&E assets. The SFPUC conducted the study in response to a letter Mayor Breed
sent a letter on January 14",

“This report shows that not only is it feasible for the San Francisco to acquire PG&E assets, but
it could be a significant step forward in our efforts to provide clean and reliable power for our
residents. | want to thank the SFPUC and the City Attorney for doing the work to craft this initial
report, and for continuing to dig in and explore this issue further. There is a lot of work to be
done, but it’s clear that we need to continue down this path to see if we can take advantage of a
unique opportunity that does not come around every day. The SFPUC should continue to
conduct further assessments of PG&E’s infrastructure and I look forward to the next steps in this
process.”

The SFPUC report can be found here (LINK)

it

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






steps in this process.”

The SFPUC report can be found here.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);

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

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: BOA Resolution Regarding Notice to Tenants when ADUs are added to Residential Buildings
Date: Monday, May 13, 2019 2:11:32 PM

Attachments: BOA May 8, 2019 Resolution Re Notice to Tenants of ADUs.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: Rosenberg, Julie (BOA)

Sent: Monday, May 13, 2019 11:38 AM

To: Harris, Sonya (DBI) <sonya.harris@sfgov.org>; Calvillo, Angela (BOS) <angela.calvillo@sfgov.org>;
lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Cc: Teague, Corey (CPC) <corey.teague@sfgov.org>; Sanchez, Scott (CPC)
<scott.sanchez@sfgov.org>; Cantara, Gary (BOA) <gary.cantara@sfgov.org>; Leng, Monika (BOA)
<monika.leng@sfgov.org>; Mejia, Xiomara (BOA) <xiomara.mejia@sfgov.org>; Longaway, Alec (BOA)
<alec.longaway@sfgov.org>

Subject: BOA Resolution Regarding Notice to Tenants when ADUs are added to Residential Buildings

Dear Ms. Calvillo, Ms. Harris and Mr. lonin:

| respectfully request that your Commissioners and Board Members review and consider the
attached Resolution, adopted by the Board of Appeals on May 8, 2019, which pertains to
notice given to tenants in residential buildings that will be adding accessory dwelling units.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Julie Rosenberg

Executive Director

San Francisco Board of Appeals
1650 Mission Street, Suite 304
Phone: 415-575-6881
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City and County of San Francisco Board of Appeals

London Breed Julie C. Rosenberg
Mayor Executive Director

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF APPEALS

RESOLUTION ENCOURAGING THE ESTABLISHMENT OF NOTICE REQUIREMENTS TO
ALL TENANTS OF A RESIDENTIAL BUILDING WHEN PERMITS ARE ISSUED TO ADD
ACCESSORY DWELLING UNITS

WHEREAS, the Board of Appeals was established in 1932 and is authorized by the San
Francisco Charter to hear and decide appeals of a wide range of determinations made by other
City departments, commissions and agencies, including appeals of building permits; and

WHEREAS, San Francisco has streamlined the process for obtaining permits to build Accessory
Dwelling Units (“ADUs"), the Board of Appeals has experienced an increase in appeals of permits
obtained by property owners seeking to add Accessory Dwelling Units (“ADUs") to residential
buildings, mainly by converting existing garage, storage and parking space; and

WHEREAS, there are no Building or Planning Code provisions which require the property owner
to provide notice to all tenants of the issuance of the permits to convert building space to ADUs;
and

WHEREAS, the only notice requirements directed to tenants are set forth in the Department of
Building Inspection’s “Information Sheet No. G-23" as part of the initial screening process before a
permit is issued; and

WHEREAS, Information Sheet G-23 only requires the property owner to notify tenants that may
lose housing services of their rights under the Rent Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the Board has heard public testimony from a number of tenants who are either
directly or indirectly affected by the addition of ADUs who stated that they did not receive notice of
the proposed conversion of space either before or after the issuance of the pemits; and

WHEREAS, said permits to build ADUs affect all tenants either directly (through the removal or
reduction of housing services such as garage, laundry or storage space) or indirectly by the nature
of construction work including, noise, construction workers and a possible reduction in on-street
parking spaces when garages are removed; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Appeals believes that residential buildings and their public spaces form
a community for the tenants who have made their homes within the building; and

1650 Mission Street, Suite 304 « San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone: 415-575-6880 - Fax: 415-575-6885 » Email: boardofappeals@sfgov.org
www.sfgov.org/boa





WHEREAS, the Board of Appeals believes that property owners should provide notice to ALL
tenants of: (1) the intent to convert space in the building to ADUs prior to permit issuance, and (2)
the issuance of permits for ADUs; further, property owners should provide tenants with a set of
plans and have a process in place to receive and respond to inquiries from tenants; and

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the members of the Board of Appeals encourage
members of the San Francisco Board of Supervisors, the San Francisco Building Inspection
Commission, and the San Francisco Planning Commission to consider Code revisions that would
require property owners to provide plan sets and notice, both prior to and at the time of permit
issuance, to alf tenants of a residential building, of the intent to convert space in the building to
ADUs, regardless of whether housing services will be severed or reduced: and further to require
property owners to provide a process to receive and respond to inquiries from tenants.

Adopted by the San Francisco Board of Appeals at its meeting on May 8, 2019,

24)% (ulet. OBescliongs

Richard Swig, President Jujie Rosenberg, ExecutivefDirector

AYES: Commissioner Lazarus, Commissioner Honda, Commissioner Tanner and President Swig
NOES: 0
ABSENT: 0

ADOPTED: May 8, 2019






Email: julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Fung, Frank (CPC); Christensen, Michael (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 828 Innes Ave, 2019-000186CUA opposition letter
Date: Monday, May 13, 2019 11:35:10 AM

Attachments: 828-INNES-2019-000186CUA-5-23-2019-HEARING-LTR.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: Steve Sangik Lee <gooret@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, May 11, 2019 10:26 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
richhillissf@gmail.com; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC)
<milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>

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

Subject: 828 Innes Ave, 2019-000186CUA opposition letter

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

Dear planning commissioners,

My name is Steve Lee, and | represent the 828 Innes Avenue Owners’ Association. | am writing on
behalf of the association and the neighbors of the 828 Innes Ave to oppose for the permit 2019-
000186CUA for opening a cannabis retail store at our condo and sending you a final letter of
opposition. The hearing is scheduled to be on 5/23.

The business simply violates many part of the law and regulations set by the city and also the laws of
our building. We feel the permit application was insufficient and was not meeting the mandatory
requirements set up by the office of cannabis, and should have been revoked in the first place.

Although it was mentioned in the hearing on 5/2 that made it seem like the master insurance issue
was the only issue to the project, we do not agree to this. The project will be in violation of the laws

of the city and the laws of our building regardless of the insurance issue.

More details can be found in the attached letter of opposition.
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828 Innes Avenue Owners’ Association

610 16th St., Ste. 400
Oakland, CA 94612-1285
415 221-6151

415 221-6023 fax
gooret@gmail.com

5/13/2019

San Francisco Planning Commission,
Michael Christensen, Senior Planner
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Michael Christensen and planning commissioners,

| am sending you an updated letter of opposition on behalf of 828 Innes Avenue Owners’
Association to oppose for permit# 2079-000186CUA Conditional Use Authorization (CUA) for

opening a Cannabis retail store at our mixed use building located at 828 Innes Ave, San

Francisco. The proposed business violates the laws and requlations of San Francisco Office of

Cannabis and also the CC&R of our building and we are requesting that you deny the permit

application based on the following facts.






1. A dispensary is not allowed in our building and violates a legally bound CC&R of the building

Article 8.4 of [Declaration of restrictions for 828 Innes Avenue Owners’ Association] states that

“No person may sell or distribute tobacco, alcohol, marijuana in any form or any controlled

substance from any Unit or any part of the Property”

The same article states that,

“No activity may be carried on which causes any insurance policy to be cancelled or not

renewed, or which will impair the structural integrity of any Unit”.

Article 8.3 of our Declaration of restrictions states that

“Any lease shall provide that it is subject, in all respects, to the provisions of this

Declaration, the Articles, the Bylaws and any rules made by the Board. A copy of the lease
shall be given to the Board.”

Article 8.5 of our Declaration of restrictions states that

“The Owners of the Commercial Units shall be_ responsible for compliance by their

customers, guests and lessees with the provisions of this Declaration, the Bylaws, and any

rules made by the Board.".

Marijuana business is not allowed in the property under section 8.4 of our CC&R

b. We have been informed that our master insurance will be cancelled if a retail cannabis
store is opened in the development.

c. Finding a new insurance does not change the fact that the business is in violation of
section 8.4. The CC&R does not state that such activities are allowed if an alternate
insurance is found.

d. No major, admitted insurances offer dispensary coverages

e. Property owner has not provided that the lease is in compliance of the declaration





f. Property owner has not provided the board with a copy of lease showing that the lease is
in compliance in all respect to the CC&R. The board requested multiple times for a copy

but have not received it yet

2. The business violates the laws and regulations set by the Office of Cannabis and the
business should not have applied for the permit in the first place, or the permit application

should have been revoked for not meeting the mandatory requirements.

Police code Article 16 “Section 1615 ISSUANCE AND DENIAL OF CANNABIS BUSINESS
PERMITS” state that

(d) Mandatory Grounds for Denial. No Cannabis Business Permit shall be issued if the
Director finds that:

(8) The operation of the Cannabis Business as proposed by the Applicant, if permitted,
would not comply with all applicable laws, including but not limited to, the Building,

Planning, Housing, Police, Fire, and Health Codes of the City, the provisions of this Article
and any regulations promulgated thereto, and the Medicinal and Adult Use Cannabis
Regulation and Safety Act, 2017 Cal. Legis. Serv. Ch. 27 (S.B. 94), and its implementing

regulations, as may be amended from time to time.

San Francisco Office of Cannabis Laws and regulations section 1609(b)(24) Community

outreach states that

Mandatory Cannabis Business Permit Application Submissions

b. The Applicant must attest that the Applicant has engaged in a Community Outreach

Strategy to advise residential and commercial neighbors of its intent to apply for a

Cannabis Business Permit, and to solicit input on the Applicant Entity’s Good Neighbor

Policy.

a. The business will not comply to a legally binding CC&R of the building, and thus no
cannabis business permit shall be issued as stated in the police code article 16





b. Posh Green has never engaged with neighbors prior to the application of the permit of its

intent to apply for a cannabis business permit

c. If they had followed the rules, we would have advised that the business is not allowed in
our building, and they would not have applied for the permit in our building in the first

place

d. We were never given our rights to provide input, express concerns, and to provide
information that the business is not allowed in our building prior to the application of the
permit as stated in San Francisco Office of Cannabis Laws and regulations section
1609(b)(24).

e. The business owner has shown lack of communication and respect toward the
neighbors and did not follow the community outreach guidelines set up by the office of

cannabis

We will take legal actions against the property owner & Posh Green

If the permit is approved regardless of the CC&R violation and violation of the laws of the City,
the HOA has no other option than to take legal actions against the owner for violating a legally
bound declaration of restriction, and legal actions against Posh Green Collective for violating
San Francisco Office of Cannabis Laws and regulations section 1609(b)(24) and Police code
Article 16 Section 1615(d)(b). We are already working with the Law Offices of Kevin D. Frederick
and are ready to take legal actions against all parties that are in violation of the law. As much as
we respect the laws of California and the laws of San Francisco, we hope your team respect the
laws of our building and help avoid wasting everyone’s time and effort on unneeded lawsuits by

denying the permit.

Denial of the permit will be beneficial for Posh Green in the long term.

We feel very confident of our legal actions, and for this reason we believe it will actually be
beneficial to Posh Green if you deny the permit. It will help them stop wasting money on lease
and interior constructions, and help them wasting their time and effort for a project that will

eventually get seized by court due to the violations of laws as mentioned above.





We also hope that there are more strict requirements to follow when trying to open a dispensary
in a mixed use building like ours. Following can be good examples.

e Signature from HOA board that confirms the business will be in compliance to the
building CC&R. If not, a statement of why it's not in compliance.
e Endorsement/support letter from majority of owners

e Enforcement of San Francisco Office of Cannabis Laws and regulations section
1609(b)(24)

Also, you will find the following documents as attachments.

1. Letter of support from neighbors
2. Section 8.4 CC&R of 828 Innes Ave / Master insurance policy
3. Advertisement of PGC left on unit doors and cars

4. “No-show” meeting flyer by PGC

Please feel free to reach out to us if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
Steve Lee

President, 828 Innes Avenue Owners’ association





Attachment 1
Letter of support





Letter of support

To Whom This May Concern,

1, A:&) |=[ ) l_;— ]k [Your Name], am writing this letter to express my support for

the 828 Innes Ave Owners’ Association’s view on opposing the cannabis retail store that
is planning to open at 828 Innes Ave #110, San Francisco, CA. | hope you will consider my
sincere concern regarding the negative impact the retail will have in our neighborhood and

deny the Conditional Use Authorization permit 20719-000186CUA

Signature (\%\) Date l{/} O - Iq

address 25 [AmeS AYC,’, "’:HOL{
ST, CH Uy






Letter of support

To Whom This May Concern,

1, Ka-m&j'h’“ v-d'l"f [Your Name], am writing this letter to express my support for
the 828 Innes Ave Owners’ Association’s view on opposing the cannabis retail store that
is planning to open at 828 Innes Ave #110, San Francisco, CA. | hope you will consider my
sincere concern regarding the negative impact the retail will have in our neighborhood and

deny the Conditional Use Authorization permit 20719-000186CUA

Signature W%Z Date /{/ ( 0{/ 24/ 7

aaress _§28 nnes pue #9103 (owner)






Letter of support

To Whom This May Concern,

I, &f\\\(’;xﬂ\m \Cj\f\\fvﬁ;ﬂl [Your Name], am writing this letter to express my support for

the 828 Innes Ave Owners’ Association’s view on opposing the cannabis retail store that
is planning to open at 828 Innes Ave #110, San Francisco, CA. | hope you will consider my
sincere concern regarding the negative impact the retail will have in our neighborhood and

deny the Conditional Use Authorization permit 2079-000186CUA

Date \}]O/&D\“i

+
1

Signature

Address B8 Tinwig A\}( #1109 gc‘w\ @@U\/\ CAR O } % ﬁl\icﬁﬁ





Letter of support

To Whom This May Concern,

€Aw'tow} MP‘WM\P{OW Name], am writing this letter to express my support for

the 828 Innes Ave Owners’ Association’s view on opposing the cannabis retail store that
is planning to open at 828 Innes Ave #110, San Francisco, CA. | hope you will consider my

sincere concern regarding the negative impact the retail will have in our neighborhood and

deny the Conditional Use Authorization permit 2019-000186CUA

_— %
Signature Date &/ /}“N/ % /?

fZﬁ 7/\/2\/é§ A\/é./ ff)i /J’[ h q4124
} [

Address






Letter of support

To Whom This May Concern,

|, BOHOON JEONG [Your Name], am writing this letter to express my support for

the 828 Innes Ave Owners’ Association’s view on opposing the cannabis retail store that
is planning to open at 828 Innes Ave #110, San Francisco, CA. | hope you will consider my
sincere concern regarding the negative impact the retail will have in our neighborhood and

deny the Conditional Use Authorization permit 2079-000186CUA

Signature éﬁ/@&%ﬂ%&% Date _ 2/1/2019

Address 828 INNES AVE #108 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94124






Objection To The Leasing of Unit #110, 828 Innes Ave, San
Francisco To A Cannabis Dispensary or any Business Related Thereto

To: City and County of San Francisco

To: Supervisor Shamann Walton

To: Mayor London Breed

To: Senator Dianne Feinstein and Senator Kamala Harris

To: Congresswoman Nancy Pelosi

I,?ﬁM lf/ he Hﬂ\fb@g l [printed full name], am submitting my strongest OBJECTION to the

granting of a Conditional Use Autherization to permit use for cannabis retail (permit numbers 2019-
000186CUA and 2019-000186PRJ, both dated January 04, 2019).

In addition, I strongly object to any business that would lease 828 Innes Avenue, Unit #110, San
Francisco, CA 94124 (the “Building”) to any business, or related business:

L.

Which would be licensed for cultivating, manufacturing, testing, retailing, distributoring,
microbusiness, or cannabis event organizer licensed by, or applying to get a license from the
California Bureau of Cannabis Control

Which would be subject to or regulated by the Medicinal and Adult-Use Cannabis Regulation and
Safety Act (MAUCRSA)

Any business that would permit smoking in any form (including e-cigarettes or vaping)

My objection is because I have a significant concern that such a business:

1.

Will endanger the health and wellbeing of children, residents, tenants and visitors to the
neighbourhood and the Building, including the health and wellbeing of the children of the owners
and the tenants currently in the Building (and directly above Unit 110).

Violates the Planning Code which prevents a dispensary from opening within 1.000 feet of a
school or a community facility that primarily serves children under 18 as it is within 1,000 feet of
Our Lady Of Lourdes Parish located 410 Hawes St, San Francisco, CA 94124

Endangers the health and wellbeing of residents and visitors to the neighbourhood and the

Building as the Building’s neighborhood is notorious for gang related activities and drug use

Endanger residents and tenants and their children because the building has open access once

inside it and the second egress for Unit 110 opens directly into the building

[ also join the with the objection of the 828 Innes Avenue Owners’ Association’s against these permits.





Signature:
Dated: 1/16/2019

Address: 828 Innes Avenue Loft 107 San Francisco, CA 94124

INFO:

SF Permitting Reqs (Overview) [LINK]
SF Environmental Health [LINK]
Permits [LINK] and [LINK]

Sunset dispensary overturned article [LINK]





Objection To The Leasing of Unit #110, 828 Innes Ave, San
Francisco To A Cannabis Dispensary or any Business Related Thereto

To: City and County of San Francisco

To: Supervisor Shamann Walton

To: Mayor London Breed

To: Senator Dianne Feinstein and Senator Kamala Harris

To: Congresswoman Nancy Pelosi

L g ig ﬁlq anle Hg!@ej [printed full name], am submitting my strongest OBJECTION to the
granting of a Conditional Use Authorization to permit use for cannabis retail (permit numbers 2019-
000186CUA and 2019-000186PRJ, both dated January 04, 2019).

In addition, I strongly object to any business that would lease 828 Innes Avenue, Unit #110, San
Francisco, CA 94124 (the “Building”™) to any business, or related business:

1. Which would be licensed for cultivating, manufacturing, testing, retailing, distributoring,
microbusiness, or cannabis event organizer licensed by, or applying to get a license from the
California Bureau of Cannabis Control

2. Which would be subject to or regulated by the Medicinal and Adult-Use Cannabis Regulation and
Safety Act (MAUCRSA)

3. Any business that would permit smoking in any form (including e-cigarettes or vaping)

My objection is because I have a significant concern that such a business:

1. Will endanger the health and wellbeing of children. residents. tenants and visitors to the
neighbourhood and the Building, including the health and wellbeing of the children of the owners
and the tenants currently in the Building (and directly above Unit 110).

2. Violates the Planning Code which prevents a dispensary from opening within 1.000 feet of a

school or a community facility that primarily serves children under 18 as it is within 1,000 feet of
Our Lady Of Lourdes Parish located 410 Hawes St, San Francisco, CA 94124

1. Endangers the health and wellbeing of residents and visitors to the neighbourhood and the
Building as the Building’s neighborhood is notorious for gang related activities and drug use

2. Endanger residents and tenants and their children because the building has open access once
inside it and the second egress for Unit 110 opens directly into the building

I also join the with the objection of the 828 Innes Avenue Owners’ Association’s against these permits.





Signature;
Dated: 1/16/2019
Address: 828 Innes Avenue Loft 107 San Francisco, CA 94124

INFO:

SF Permitting Reqgs (Overview) [LINK]
SF Environmental Health [LINK]
Permits [LINK] and [LINK]

Sunset dispensary overturned article [LINK]





Attachment 2
CC&R section 8.4
Master insurance policy





CC&R (Declaration of Restrictions for 828 Innes avenue a Mixed-Use Codominium Project)
Section 8.4

8.4 NUISANCE. No person may interfere with the quiet enjoyment of any other
Owner or lessee of the Project, or carry on any activity in any part of the Property which is noxious,
illegal, seriously annoying or offensive to a person of reasonable sensibility. 'No activity may be
carried on which causes any insurance policy to be canceled or not renewed, or which will impair
the structural integrity of any Unit. No person may sell or distribute tobacco, alcohol, marijuana in

any form or any controlled substance from any Unit or any part of the Property.

Page 4 from Travelers Underwriting guidelines for Building Pac (Current insurance policy)

Ineligible operation, product or services for Building

Risks with the following exposures, products or operations should not be written as Building Pac or Building Pac Plus accounts:

Ineligible operations:
= Tenants who process, handle or distribute marijuana

» Paper, wood, plastic or textile manufacturing or wholesale
occupants in Non-Sprinklered, Joisted Masonry or Light
Non-Combustible locations

+ Manufacturing or wholesale in frame buildings

» Manufacturing or wholesale in protection class 8, ¢ or 10





Attachment 3
Advertisement by Posh green





- OR MORE INFO PLEASE EMAIL US AE
B N O@POSHGREENCOLLEC TIVECOM:

Advertisement of Posh Green and their products
were continuosly spammed throughout our notice
board, residential units, and our cars without any
info regarding the plan of operations. This was
how the tenants reached out to the residents of
828 Innes Ave.





FUN FACTS ABOUT CANNABIS

CBD

WE HAVE LOYALTY REWARDS,
DAILY
HAPPY HOUR
SENIORS, VETERAN
CANCER PATIENTS RECEIVE
10% OFF

ACT:415-499-2328

Posh Green

Collective

Posh Green Collective delivery was founded by a
woman who is a San Francisco native. PGC
provides patients of the Collective with the best
medical cannabis, extractions, edibles and other
medicinal medicine possible. You can find that
some of our edibles are diabetic friendly, gluten
free and vegan. All of our cannabis products

e from the best out here! | myself use medical
s for my condition so, I'm always in *.'-:{-:arr:'r‘.
st and innovative items for the Collectiv
Green take pride in w ve offer and make
our flowers, conce es and all items are
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ing. Our name is "
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ction is always changing but
what you love the most in

415-499-2328

Advertisement of Posh Green and their products
were continuosly spammed throughout our notice
board, residential units, and our cars without any
info regarding the plan of operations. This was

how the tenants reached out to the residents of
828 Innes Ave.






Attachment 4
No-show meeting flyer





A community meeting was scheduled for
3/21/2019 6pm at 828 Innes Ave #110.

Turned out to be a “No-show” meeting for
neigbors waiting outside for 30 mins. Posh Green
never showed up without any notice.
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Thank you,
Steve Lee
President, 828 Innes Ave HOA



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

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

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED AND COMMUNITY MEMBERS CELEBRATE THE
GROUNDBREAKING OF NEW AFFORDABLE HOUSING IN THE MISSION

Date: Monday, May 13, 2019 11:33:37 AM

Attachments: 5.10.19 1990 Folsom Groundbreaking.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: Friday, May 10, 2019 5:40 PM

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

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED AND COMMUNITY MEMBERS CELEBRATE
THE GROUNDBREAKING OF NEW AFFORDABLE HOUSING IN THE MISSION

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, May 10, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*#% PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED AND COMMUNITY MEMBERS
CELEBRATE THE GROUNDBREAKING OF NEW

AFFORDABLE HOUSING IN THE MISSION

New 100% affordable housing project will create 143 affordable apartments
for low-income families

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, Supervisor Hillary Ronen and community
leaders today celebrated the groundbreaking of Casa Adelante — 1990 Folsom, a nine-story
building in the Mission District that will provide 143 permanently affordable apartments for
low-income families, including 25 percent for which families choosing to relocate from HOPE
SF sites will have top waitlist preference.

Located on the site of a former bakery, Casa Adelante — 1990 Folsom respects the history of
the site and brings new life to an industrial area of the neighborhood. This vacant and
underutilized property will be transformed into a beautifully designed, mixed-use development
with space for the arts, nonprofits and early child care and education.
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, May 10, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*#% PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED AND COMMUNITY MEMBERS
CELEBRATE THE GROUNDBREAKING OF NEW

AFFORDABLE HOUSING IN THE MISSION
New 100% affordable housing project will create 143 affordable apartments
for low-income families

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, Supervisor Hillary Ronen and community
leaders today celebrated the groundbreaking of Casa Adelante — 1990 Folsom, a nine-story
building in the Mission District that will provide 143 permanently affordable apartments for low-
income families, including 25 percent for which families choosing to relocate from HOPE SF
sites will have top waitlist preference.

Located on the site of a former bakery, Casa Adelante — 1990 Folsom respects the history of the
site and brings new life to an industrial area of the neighborhood. This vacant and underutilized
property will be transformed into a beautifully designed, mixed-use development with space for
the arts, nonprofits and early child care and education.

“When voters passed the Affordable Housing Bond in 2015, this was the exact type of project we
were looking to create for our low-income families,” said Mayor Breed. “We desperately need
more affordable housing, and the $500 million Affordable Housing Bond I introduced this week
will allow us to begin construction on new projects for low-income residents that are ready to be
built today, continue rebuilding our public housing throughout the City, and keep current tenants
housed.”

Based on feedback from the community, over half of the units will be two- and three-bedroom
apartments for families. The ground floor will feature Mission-based arts and cultural
organizations Galeria de la Raza and HOMEY, plus a licensed child care center operated by the
Felton Institute.

“This exciting project marks our 5th affordable housing groundbreaking in my district this year,”
said Supervisor Ronen. “1990 Folsom is not only providing affordable housing, it also includes a
space for essential needs of this community -- affordable childcare, grassroots youth leadership
through HOMEY, and a permanent space for Galeria de la Raza, a cultural anchor of the
Mission. I am committed to keeping the pressure on so we can celebrate many more
groundbreakings like this one.”

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, Room 200
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681
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The Mission Economic Development Agency (MEDA) and Tenderloin Neighborhood
Development Corporation (TNDC) are partners in this development. MEDA and TNDC enlisted
Leddy Maytum Stacy Architects (LMS Architects) to bring this project to life.

“As cultural bearers it is our duty to protect our traditions, rituals, sites, and to honor the social
fabric and people that have contributed to the art and social movements of the Mission District.
The Casa Adelante - 1990 Folsom project is located within a blueprint of growth. It is a unique
opportunity, where joint investment between City, community developers and ground-floor users
can successfully realize this one-of-a-kind historic placekeeping venture. For Galeria it is a
‘renacimiento’ that offers us a permanent home where we will have the ability to build and
sustain our assets for generations to come,” said Galeria de la Raza Executive Director Ani
Rivera.

“1990 Folsom will not only provide affordable housing to 143 families in our community, but it
will also house Mission-rooted organizations like HOMEY, which have struggled to find
permanent space for almost 20 years. Without a doubt, we will be the new hub on the 16th Street
corridor and we are proud to collaborate with Galeria, MEDA, TNDC, LMS Architects, and so
many others to make this possible,” said HOMEY’s Executive Director Roberto Eligio Alfaro.

“Felton is pleased to partner with TNDC, MEDA, and LMS Architects to bring the highest-
quality Early Care and Education (ECE) services to the Mission via this dynamic development.
The ECE program at the ground floor of 1990 Folsom will ensure that excellent education is
available to many future generations. The site is designed to provide the best physical
environment for our children to learn and prosper; it continues Felton’s 130-year tradition of
innovation and comprehensive social service,” said Felton Institute President and CEO Al
Gilbert.

“Casa Adelante — 1990 Folsom is the third to close of the five affordable-housing developments
in our organization’s pipeline. We are upending the narrative in the Mission, as there are
solutions and options for affordable housing. MEDA is honored that in conjunction with our co-
developer TNDC and our valued City partners, our families have affordable and stable housing,”
said MEDA Director of Community Real Estate Karoleen Feng.

“TNDC was founded in 1981 with the goal of protecting the Tenderloin from the seemingly
inevitable gentrification and displacement that threaten the neighborhood. Today, we are proud
to work with partners in other San Francisco communities, like MEDA in the Mission, to reduce
the rate of displacement of people with low incomes and people of color,” said TNDC Chief
Executive Officer Don Falk.

The affordable-housing development has been made possible by financing from the San
Francisco Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development, San Francisco Housing
Authority, Bank of America, Barings, California Debt Limit Allocation Committee, California
Tax Credit Allocation Committee, Nibbi Brothers General Contractors, Leddy Maytum Stacy
Architects and U.S. Bank.
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Casa Adelante — 1990 Folsom has an expected move-in date of Q1 2021.

HiH
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“When voters passed the Affordable Housing Bond in 2015, this was the exact type of project
we were looking to create for our low-income families,” said Mayor Breed. “We desperately
need more affordable housing, and the $500 million Affordable Housing Bond I introduced
this week will allow us to begin construction on new projects for low-income residents that are
ready to be built today, continue rebuilding our public housing throughout the City, and keep
current tenants housed.”

Based on feedback from the community, over half of the units will be two- and three-bedroom
apartments for families. The ground floor will feature Mission-based arts and cultural
organizations Galeria de la Raza and HOMEY, plus a licensed child care center operated by
the Felton Institute.

“This exciting project marks our 5th affordable housing groundbreaking in my district this
year,” said Supervisor Ronen. “1990 Folsom is not only providing affordable housing, it also
includes a space for essential needs of this community -- affordable childcare, grassroots youth
leadership through HOMEY, and a permanent space for Galeria de la Raza, a cultural anchor
of the Mission. I am committed to keeping the pressure on so we can celebrate many more
groundbreakings like this one.”

The Mission Economic Development Agency (MEDA) and Tenderloin Neighborhood
Development Corporation (TNDC) are partners in this development. MEDA and TNDC
enlisted Leddy Maytum Stacy Architects (LMS Architects) to bring this project to life.

“As cultural bearers it is our duty to protect our traditions, rituals, sites, and to honor the social
fabric and people that have contributed to the art and social movements of the Mission
District. The Casa Adelante - 1990 Folsom project is located within a blueprint of growth. It is
a unique opportunity, where joint investment between City, community developers and
ground-floor users can successfully realize this one-of-a-kind historic placekeeping venture.
For Galeria it is a ‘renacimiento’ that offers us a permanent home where we will have the
ability to build and sustain our assets for generations to come,” said Galeria de la Raza
Executive Director Ani Rivera.

“1990 Folsom will not only provide affordable housing to 143 families in our community, but
it will also house Mission-rooted organizations like HOMEY, which have struggled to find
permanent space for almost 20 years. Without a doubt, we will be the new hub on the 16th
Street corridor and we are proud to collaborate with Galeria, MEDA, TNDC, LMS Architects,
and so many others to make this possible,” said HOMEY’s Executive Director Roberto Eligio
Alfaro.

“Felton is pleased to partner with TNDC, MEDA, and LMS Architects to bring the highest-
quality Early Care and Education (ECE) services to the Mission via this dynamic
development. The ECE program at the ground floor of 1990 Folsom will ensure that excellent
education is available to many future generations. The site is designed to provide the best
physical environment for our children to learn and prosper; it continues Felton’s 130-year

tradition of innovation and comprehensive social service,” said Felton Institute President and
CEO Al Gilbert.

“Casa Adelante — 1990 Folsom is the third to close of the five affordable-housing
developments in our organization’s pipeline. We are upending the narrative in the Mission, as



there are solutions and options for affordable housing. MEDA is honored that in conjunction
with our co-developer TNDC and our valued City partners, our families have affordable and
stable housing,” said MEDA Director of Community Real Estate Karoleen Feng.

“TNDC was founded in 1981 with the goal of protecting the Tenderloin from the seemingly
inevitable gentrification and displacement that threaten the neighborhood. Today, we are
proud to work with partners in other San Francisco communities, like MEDA in the Mission,
to reduce the rate of displacement of people with low incomes and people of color,” said
TNDC Chief Executive Officer Don Falk.

The affordable-housing development has been made possible by financing from the San
Francisco Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development, San Francisco Housing
Authority, Bank of America, Barings, California Debt Limit Allocation Committee, California
Tax Credit Allocation Committee, Nibbi Brothers General Contractors, Leddy Maytum Stacy
Architects and U.S. Bank.

Casa Adelante — 1990 Folsom has an expected move-in date of Q1 2021.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);

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

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES 2019 WOMEN'S SUMMIT
Date: Monday, May 13, 2019 11:30:05 AM

Attachments: 5.13.19 Women"s Summit.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, May 13, 2019 8:32 AM

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

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES 2019 WOMEN’S SUMMIT

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Monday, May 13, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

#%% PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES 2019 WOMEN’S

SUMMIT

The be INVINCIBLE Women’s Summit will include keynotes by Speaker Nancy Pelosi, former
Obama White House Senior Advisor Valerie Jarrett and other women leaders

San Francisco, CA — — Mayor London N. Breed and San Francisco City Administrator
Naomi M. Kelly today announced be INVINCIBLE, a Women’s Summit to celebrate the
power, strength and resilience of San Francisco’s extraordinary women on Friday, June 14,
2019 at Moscone Center West in San Francisco. The Summit will serve to inspire women to
improve their health, advance their careers, grow their networks and identify ways to engage
their communities and build diverse coalitions.

“This is an incredible opportunity for women to gather and show strength together, and to be
inspired by some of the most amazing women leading our country today,” said Mayor Breed.
“While women have made incredible advances, we have to continue to learn from and support
each other, whether that is in advancing our careers, improving our everyday lives, or
continuing to grow the next generation of leaders. By coming together at the be INVINCIBLE
Women’s Summit, we can share our experiences, our resilience, and our wisdom about what it
means to lead and live as women in the Bay Area today.”
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Monday, May 13, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES 2019 WOMEN’S

SUMMIT

The be INVINCIBLE Women'’s Summit will include keynotes by Speaker Nancy Pelosi, former
Obama White House Senior Advisor Valerie Jarrett and other women leaders

San Francisco, CA — — Mayor London N. Breed and San Francisco City Administrator Naomi
M. Kelly today announced be INVINCIBLE, a Women’s Summit to celebrate the power,
strength and resilience of San Francisco’s extraordinary women on Friday, June 14, 2019 at
Moscone Center West in San Francisco. The Summit will serve to inspire women to improve
their health, advance their careers, grow their networks and identify ways to engage their
communities and build diverse coalitions.

“This is an incredible opportunity for women to gather and show strength together, and to be
inspired by some of the most amazing women leading our country today,” said Mayor Breed.
“While women have made incredible advances, we have to continue to learn from and support
each other, whether that is in advancing our careers, improving our everyday lives, or continuing
to grow the next generation of leaders. By coming together at the be INVINCIBLE Women’s
Summit, we can share our experiences, our resilience, and our wisdom about what it means to
lead and live as women in the Bay Area today.”

The Summit will draw leaders from all sectors and diverse constituencies to an inviting, inspiring
and energizing experience. Attendees will take part in a highly interactive and thoughtfully
curated resource fair exploring women's health and wellness, economic empowerment,
leadership and civic engagement, and lifestyle. The summit will include keynote speakers
including Speaker Nancy Pelosi, former Obama White House Senior Advisor Valerie B. Jarrett,
TaskRabbit CEO Stacy Brown-Philpot, Planned Parenthood of Northern California CEO Gilda
Gonzales, and many more.

“In San Francisco and across the country, we are blessed by the countless women whose vision,
values and voices are helping advance a future of equality and opportunity for themselves, their
families and all Americans,” said Speaker Nancy Pelosi. “As we prepare to mark 100 years
since women fought for and won the right to vote, we continue our work to unleash the full
power of women in our community, our economy and throughout our society. It is an honor to
join a champion for women’s rights, Mayor London Breed, and so many outstanding women
change-makers for the be INVINCIBLE Women’s Summit. This critical conversation will be
essential as we move forward with strength and purpose to lift up hard-working women and
reaffirm the fundamental truth that when women succeed, America succeeds.”

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, Room 200
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Mayor Breed, along with the Summit partners, are committed to the advancement of women’s
health, economic equity, and empowerment. The Summit’s extensive and interactive program
will allow attendees to explore solutions to challenges facing women today and actions to
mitigate those challenges in the future in order to develop successful change for women in San
Francisco and beyond.

The be INVINCIBLE Women’s Summit is made possible thanks to partnerships with local
industry leadership, individual donors, and the Women’s Foundation of California, who is
serving as the fiscal sponsor and a key programmatic partner. Tickets will be $25.

“Women in San Francisco, throughout the Bay Area and across the country are transforming the
public discourse,” said City Administrator Naomi M. Kelly. “The Women’s Summit harnesses
this energy into concrete action that will improve women’s health and economic opportunities.”

For more information, go to: sfmayor.org/Be-Invincible.

HiH
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The Summit will draw leaders from all sectors and diverse constituencies to an inviting,
inspiring and energizing experience. Attendees will take part in a highly interactive and
thoughtfully curated resource fair exploring women's health and wellness, economic
empowerment, leadership and civic engagement, and lifestyle. The summit will include
keynote speakers including Speaker Nancy Pelosi, former Obama White House Senior
Advisor Valerie B. Jarrett, TaskRabbit CEO Stacy Brown-Philpot, Planned Parenthood of
Northern California CEO Gilda Gonzales, and many more.

“In San Francisco and across the country, we are blessed by the countless women whose
vision, values and voices are helping advance a future of equality and opportunity for
themselves, their families and all Americans,” said Speaker Nancy Pelosi. “As we prepare to
mark 100 years since women fought for and won the right to vote, we continue our work to
unleash the full power of women in our community, our economy and throughout our society.
It is an honor to join a champion for women’s rights, Mayor London Breed, and so many
outstanding women change-makers for the be INVINCIBLE Women’s Summit. This critical
conversation will be essential as we move forward with strength and purpose to lift up hard-
working women and reaffirm the fundamental truth that when women succeed, America
succeeds.”

Mayor Breed, along with the Summit partners, are committed to the advancement of women’s
health, economic equity, and empowerment. The Summit’s extensive and interactive program
will allow attendees to explore solutions to challenges facing women today and actions to
mitigate those challenges in the future in order to develop successful change for women in San
Francisco and beyond.

The be INVINCIBLE Women’s Summit is made possible thanks to partnerships with local
industry leadership, individual donors, and the Women’s Foundation of California, who is
serving as the fiscal sponsor and a key programmatic partner. Tickets will be $25.

“Women in San Francisco, throughout the Bay Area and across the country are transforming
the public discourse,” said City Administrator Naomi M. Kelly. “The Women’s Summit
harnesses this energy into concrete action that will improve women’s health and economic
opportunities.”

For more information, go to: sfmayor.org/Be-Invincible.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Rich Hillis

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

Subject: CPC Calendars for May 16, 2019

Date: Friday, May 10, 2019 12:19:18 PM

Attachments: 20190516 closed.docx

20190516 closed.pdf

20190516 cal.docx

20190516 cal.pdf

CPC Hearing Results 2019.docx
Advance Calendar - 20190516.xIsx

Commissioners,
Attached are your Calendars for May 16, 2019.

Please note the Closed Session starting at 11:00 am.
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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San Francisco, CA 94102-4689





Thursday, May 16, 2019

11:00 a.m.

Closed Session



Commissioners:

Myrna Melgar, President

Joel Koppel, Vice President

Frank Fung, Rich Hillis, Milicent Johnson, 

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.
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[bookmark: _Hlk879281]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. 



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 409; phone (415) 554-7724; fax (415) 554-7854; 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.

 

Privacy Policy

SF Planning is committed to protecting the privacy rights of individuals and security measures are in place to protect personally identifiable information (PII), i.e. social security numbers, driver’s license numbers, bank accounts. Members of the public are not required to provide PII to the Commission or Department, as all written submittals and oral communications become part of the public record, which can be made available to the public for review and/or viewable on Department websites. Members of the public submitting materials containing PII are responsible for redacting said sensitive information prior to submittal of documents to Planning.



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 72 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:	Myrna Melgar 

		Vice-President:	Joel Koppel

		Commissioners:                	Frank Fung, Rich Hillis, Milicent Johnson, 

			Kathrin Moore, Dennis Richards



A. CLOSED SESSION: 



1.  Public Comments on Matters to be discussed in Closed Session.

 

2.  Consider Adoption of Motion on Whether to Assert the Attorney-Client Privilege Regarding the Matters Listed Below as Conference with Legal Counsel. (San Francisco Administrative Code Section 67.10(d).)  

 

THE PLANNING COMMISSION WILL GO INTO CLOSED SESSION TO DISCUSS THE FOLLOWING:

 

[bookmark: _GoBack]3.  Conference with Legal Counsel - Pursuant to California Government Code Section 54956.9(a) and San Francisco Administrative Code Section 67.10(d) to discuss pending litigation and consideration of settlement proposals in 49Hopkins, LLC v. City and County of San Francisco, et al., Northern Dist. Of CA No. 19-cv-00811-SI, filed on 2/14/19, and 49Hopkins, LLC v. City and County of San Francisco, et al., San Francisco Superior Court No. CPF-19-516548, filed on 2/14/19; both lawsuits challenge, among other things, the Planning Commission’s decision on December 13, 2018 to approve the conditional use permit application 2017-016050CUA subject to modifications and conditions.  (Kate Stacy, Kristen Jensen, and Christopher Tom)

 

FOLLOWING THE CLOSED SESSION, THE PLANNING COMMISSION WILL RECONVENE IN OPEN SESSION:

 

4.  Following the Closed Session, the Planning Commission will report on any action taken during the Closed Session and will consider a motion regarding whether to disclose any part of the discussions during Closed Session.



ADJOURNMENT
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Commission Chambers, Room 400
City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
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Thursday, May 16, 2019
11:00 a.m.
Closed Session

Commissioners:
Myrna Melgar, President
Joel Koppel, Vice President
Frank Fung, Rich Hillis, Milicent Johnson,
Kathrin Moore, Dennis Richards

Commission Secretary:
Jonas P. lonin

Hearing Materials are available at:
Website: http://www.sfplanning.org
Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, 4t 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.
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http://www.sfgovtv.org/
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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.

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 409; phone (415) 554-7724; fax (415)
554-7854; 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.

Privacy Policy
SF Planning is committed to protecting the privacy rights of individuals and security measures are in place to protect personally identifiable

information (Pll), i.e. social security numbers, driver's license numbers, bank accounts. Members of the public are not required to provide Pl to the
Commission or Department, as all written submittals and oral communications become part of the public record, which can be made available to the
public for review and/or viewable on Department websites. Members of the public submitting materials containing Pll are responsible for redacting
said sensitive information prior to submittal of documents to Planning.

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 72 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 informacién en Espafiol 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:
MBI B waie . e LI 25E S ) BRI, RHEUE415-558-6309. i fE HERE B BT 1) 22 /b 48 /MR

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: NMoBecTka gHa KoMmmccum no nnaHMpoBaHuio. 3a NOMOLLIbHO NEPEBOAYNKA UK 3@ BCMIOMOTraTeNbHbIM CITyXOBbIM
YCTPOWCTBOM Ha BpeMs CryLLaHui obpallanTeck No Homepy 415-558-6309. 3anpockl 4OMKHBI AenaTbCa MUHUMYM 3a 48 YacoB
[0 Havana cnywaHus.
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San Francisco Planning Commission Thursday, May 16, 2019

ROLL CALL:
President: Myrna Melgar
Vice-President: Joel Koppel
Commissioners: Frank Fung, Rich Hillis, Milicent Johnson,

Kathrin Moore, Dennis Richards

A. CLOSED SESSION:
1. Public Comments on Matters to be discussed in Closed Session.

2. Consider Adoption of Motion on Whether to Assert the Attorney-Client Privilege Regarding the
Matters Listed Below as Conference with Legal Counsel. (San Francisco Administrative Code
Section 67.10(d).)

THE PLANNING COMMISSION WILL GO INTO CLOSED SESSION TO DISCUSS THE FOLLOWING:

3. Conference with Legal Counsel - Pursuant to California Government Code Section 54956.9(a)
and San Francisco Administrative Code Section 67.10(d) to discuss pending litigation and
consideration of settlement proposals in 49Hopkins, LLC v. City and County of San Francisco, et
al., Northern Dist. Of CA No. 19-cv-00811-Sl, filed on 2/14/19, and 49Hopkins, LLC v. City and
County of San Francisco, et al., San Francisco Superior Court No. CPF-19-516548, filed on
2/14/19; both lawsuits challenge, among other things, the Planning Commission’s decision on
December 13, 2018 to approve the conditional use permit application 2017-016050CUA subject
to modifications and conditions. (Kate Stacy, Kristen Jensen, and Christopher Tom)

FOLLOWING THE CLOSED SESSION, THE PLANNING COMMISSION WILL RECONVENE IN OPEN
SESSION:

4. Following the Closed Session, the Planning Commission will report on any action taken during
the Closed Session and will consider a motion regarding whether to disclose any part of the

discussions during Closed Session.

ADJOURNMENT
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Commission Chambers, Room 400

City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102-4689



Thursday, May 16, 2019

[bookmark: _GoBack]1:00 p.m.

Regular Meeting



Commissioners:

Myrna Melgar, President

Joel Koppel, Vice President

Frank Fung, Rich Hillis, Milicent Johnson, 

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

[bookmark: _Hlk879281]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. 



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 409; phone (415) 554-7724; fax (415) 554-7854; 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.

 

Privacy Policy

SF Planning is committed to protecting the privacy rights of individuals and security measures are in place to protect personally identifiable information (PII), i.e. social security numbers, driver’s license numbers, bank accounts. Members of the public are not required to provide PII to the Commission or Department, as all written submittals and oral communications become part of the public record, which can be made available to the public for review and/or viewable on Department websites. Members of the public submitting materials containing PII are responsible for redacting said sensitive information prior to submittal of documents to Planning.



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 72 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:		

[bookmark: _Hlk429617]		President:	Myrna Melgar		Vice-President:	Joel Koppel

		Commissioners:                	Frank Fung, Rich Hillis, Milicent Johnson, 

			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.	2015-007816CUA	(M. WOODS: (415) 558-6315)

400-444 DIVISADERO STREET AND 1048-1064 OAK STREET – northeast corner at Divisadero and Oak Streets, Lots 004, 005, 017, 018, and 019 in Assessor’s Block 1216 (District 5) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 304 to allow a Planned Unit Development (PUD) to demolish an automotive service station, a car wash, and 3 dwelling units and construct a 3- to 6-story building with 184 dwelling units, approximately 8,100 square feet of commercial/retail use, 57 parking spaces, and 184 bicycle spaces, totaling approximately 150,000 square feet. The existing two-unit building at 1060-62 Oak Street would be retained and relocated 49 feet to the east. The proposal includes PUD modifications for rear yard (Section 134), bay window projections over streets (Section 136), and dwelling unit density increase in the RH-3 Zoning District (Section 209.1); and CU for development lot size (Section 121.1), conversion of a service station (Section 202.5), demolition of residential units (Section 317), and bulk exception (Section 271). The project site is located in a Divisadero Street NCT (Neighborhood Commercial Transit) District, a RH-3 (Residential, House, Three-Family) District, and 65-A and 40-X Height and Bulk Districts. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

(Proposed Continuance to May 23, 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



2.	2018-016996CUA	(M. CHANDLER: (415) 575-9048)

517 CLEMENT STREET – south side between 6th and 7th Avenues; Lot 038 of Assessor’s Block 1438 (District 1) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 716 to establish a Restaurant Use (d.b.a Mamahuhu) within a currently vacant approximately 1,980 square foot commercial tenant space within the Inner Clement Street NCD (Neighborhood Commercial) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The establishment will operate as a bona fide eating establishment with on-sale beer and wine, pending approval of ABC license application. 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:  Approve with Conditions



C.	COMMISSION MATTERS 



3.	Consideration of Adoption:

· Draft Minutes for May 2, 2019



4.	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



5.	Director’s Announcements



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

	

E.	GENERAL PUBLIC COMMENT 



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 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.



7.	2015-000937CWP	(N. PERRY: (415) 575-9066)

CIVIC CENTER PUBLIC REALM PLAN – Informational Presentation - The Civic Center Public Realm Plan is an interagency project led by the Planning Department that will guide future improvements to Civic Center’s public spaces and streets. The Plan area is roughly bounded by Gough Street, Golden Gate Avenue, Market Street, and Fell Street and encompasses the Civic Center Landmark District. This informational presentation will provide an update on the Plan’s development and the concept designs created for Civic Center’s major public spaces including Civic Center Plaza, United Nations Plaza, and the connecting block of Fulton Street.

Preliminary Recommendation:  None – Informational 



8.	2017-003559PRJ	(C. MAY: (415) 575-9087)

3700 CALIFORNIA STREET – the area generally bounded by Sacramento Street to the north, California Street to the south, the properties fronting the west side of Cherry Street to the west, and the area west of the residential lots fronting the west side of Spruce Street on the east; Lots 001, 052 & 053 of Assessor’s Block 1015, Lots 001-009 of Assessor’s Block 1016, and Lots 027 & 028 of Assessor’s Block 1017 (District 1) – Informational Presentation on the proposed redevelopment of the former CPMC California campus, to be decommissioned in 2020.  The project proposes to preserve and reuse the historic portion of the existing Marshall Hale hospital building at 3698 California Street as residential use; retain and renovate the existing nine-unit residential building at 401 Cherry Street; demolish the remaining institutional buildings and construct 31 new residential buildings with a total of 273 dwelling units, including accessory resident amenity facilities and parking. 

Preliminary Recommendation: None – Informational



9.	2018-014905CUA	(K. WILBORN: (415) 575-9114)

1711 HAIGHT STREET – south side between Cole and Shrader; Lot 001 of Assessor’s Block 1248 (District 5) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 719 to establish a Massage Establishment use (d.b.a Iyara Traditional Thai Massage) within a currently vacant approximately 1,025 square foot commercial tenant space located on the ground floor of a three-story mixed-use building within the Haight Street NCD (Neighborhood Commercial) 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

ADJOURNMENT


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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Disability and language accommodations available upon request to:
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org or (415) 558-6309 at least 48 hours in advance.
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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.

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 409; phone (415) 554-7724; fax (415)
554-7854; 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.

Privacy Policy
SF Planning is committed to protecting the privacy rights of individuals and security measures are in place to protect personally identifiable

information (Pll), i.e. social security numbers, driver's license numbers, bank accounts. Members of the public are not required to provide Pl to the
Commission or Department, as all written submittals and oral communications become part of the public record, which can be made available to the
public for review and/or viewable on Department websites. Members of the public submitting materials containing Pll are responsible for redacting
said sensitive information prior to submittal of documents to Planning.

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 72 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 informacién en Espafiol 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:
RsE R adis. g L EaE 5 B R B R H, SEUE415-558-6309. & (L HE 5 & HAT B 1) 22 /04811 /NRp 1R

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: NoBecTka aHst Komuccum no nnaHNpoBaHUIO. 3a nomoubio nepesoavunka nnun 3a scrnomMoratesibHbIM CITyXOBbIM
yCTpOVICTBOM Ha BpeMA CJ'IyLLIaHI/II7I o6pau.|,a|7|Ter no Homepy 415-558-6309. 3anp00b| JOJKHbI AenaTtbcsa MUHUMYM 3a 48 YacoB
00 Havyana cnywaHus.
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San Francisco Planning Commission Thursday, May 16, 2019

ROLL CALL:

President: Myrna Melgar
Vice-President: Joel Koppel
Commissioners: Frank Fung, Rich Hillis, Milicent Johnson,

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.

2015-007816CUA (M. WOODS: (415) 558-6315)
400-444 DIVISADERO STREET AND 1048-1064 OAK STREET — northeast corner at Divisadero
and Oak Streets, Lots 004, 005, 017, 018, and 019 in Assessor’s Block 1216 (District 5) -
Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and
304 to allow a Planned Unit Development (PUD) to demolish an automotive service
station, a car wash, and 3 dwelling units and construct a 3- to 6-story building with 184
dwelling units, approximately 8,100 square feet of commercial/retail use, 57 parking
spaces, and 184 bicycle spaces, totaling approximately 150,000 square feet. The existing
two-unit building at 1060-62 Oak Street would be retained and relocated 49 feet to the
east. The proposal includes PUD modifications for rear yard (Section 134), bay window
projections over streets (Section 136), and dwelling unit density increase in the RH-3
Zoning District (Section 209.1); and CU for development lot size (Section 121.1), conversion
of a service station (Section 202.5), demolition of residential units (Section 317), and bulk
exception (Section 271). The project site is located in a Divisadero Street NCT
(Neighborhood Commercial Transit) District, a RH-3 (Residential, House, Three-Family)
District, and 65-A and 40-X Height and Bulk Districts. This action constitutes the Approval
Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative
Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

(Proposed Continuance to May 23, 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

2.

2018-016996CUA (M. CHANDLER: (415) 575-9048)
517 CLEMENT STREET - south side between 6th and 7th Avenues; Lot 038 of Assessor’s Block
1438 (District 1) — Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code
Sections 303 and 716 to establish a Restaurant Use (d.b.a Mamahuhu) within a currently
vacant approximately 1,980 square foot commercial tenant space within the Inner Clement
Street NCD (Neighborhood Commercial) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District.
The establishment will operate as a bona fide eating establishment with on-sale beer and
wine, pending approval of ABC license application. This project was reviewed under the
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San Francisco Planning Commission Thursday, May 16, 2019

C

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

COMMISSION MATTERS

3. Consideration of Adoption:
e Draft Minutes for May 2, 2019

4, 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.

DEPARTMENT MATTERS
5. Director's Announcements
6. Review of Past Events at the Board of Supervisors, Board of Appeals and Historic

Preservation Commission
GENERAL PUBLIC COMMENT

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 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.

7. 2015-000937CWP (N. PERRY: (415) 575-9066)
CIVIC CENTER PUBLIC REALM PLAN - Informational Presentation - The Civic Center Public
Realm Plan is an interagency project led by the Planning Department that will guide future
improvements to Civic Center's public spaces and streets. The Plan area is roughly
bounded by Gough Street, Golden Gate Avenue, Market Street, and Fell Street and
encompasses the Civic Center Landmark District. This informational presentation will
provide an update on the Plan’s development and the concept designs created for Civic

Notice of Hearing & Agenda Page 40f 8




http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll/California/administrative/chapter31californiaenvironmentalqualitya?f=templates$fn=default.htm$3.0$vid=amlegal:sanfrancisco_ca$anc=JD_31.04

http://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/20190502_cal_min.pdf

http://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2015-000937CWP.pdf



San Francisco Planning Commission Thursday, May 16, 2019

ADJOURNMENT

Center’s major public spaces including Civic Center Plaza, United Nations Plaza, and the
connecting block of Fulton Street.
Preliminary Recommendation: None — Informational

2017-003559PRJ (C. MAY: (415) 575-9087)
3700 CALIFORNIA STREET — the area generally bounded by Sacramento Street to the north,
California Street to the south, the properties fronting the west side of Cherry Street to the
west, and the area west of the residential lots fronting the west side of Spruce Street on
the east; Lots 001, 052 & 053 of Assessor’s Block 1015, Lots 001-009 of Assessor’s Block
1016, and Lots 027 & 028 of Assessor’s Block 1017 (District 1) — Informational Presentation
on the proposed redevelopment of the former CPMC California campus, to be
decommissioned in 2020. The project proposes to preserve and reuse the historic portion
of the existing Marshall Hale hospital building at 3698 California Street as residential use;
retain and renovate the existing nine-unit residential building at 401 Cherry Street;
demolish the remaining institutional buildings and construct 31 new residential buildings
with a total of 273 dwelling units, including accessory resident amenity facilities and
parking.

Preliminary Recommendation: None — Informational

2018-014905CUA (K. WILBORN: (415) 575-9114)
1711 HAIGHT STREET - south side between Cole and Shrader; Lot 001 of Assessor’s Block
1248 (District 5) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code
Sections 303 and 719 to establish a Massage Establishment use (d.b.a lyara Traditional Thai
Massage) within a currently vacant approximately 1,025 square foot commercial tenant
space located on the ground floor of a three-story mixed-use building within the Haight
Street NCD (Neighborhood Commercial) 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
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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. 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.

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.

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.

w
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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 T

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
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.
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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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[bookmark: _GoBack]To:             Staff

From:       Jonas P. Ionin, Director of Commission Affairs

Re:            Hearing Results

          

NEXT MOTION/RESOLUTION No: 20451

 

NEXT DISCRETIONARY REVIEW ACTION No: 0653

                  

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



May 9, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2019-002217PCA

		Legitimization Program for Certain Non-Residential Uses at 3150 18th Street (Board File No. 190165)

		Butkus

		Continued to May 23, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2017-007582CUA

		225 Vasquez Avenue

		Horn

		Continued to May 23, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2018-013230CUA

		2215 Quesada Avenue

		Christensen

		Withdrawn

		



		

		2017-013537CUA

		233 San Carlos Street

		Durandet

		Continued to June 27, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2018-013861PCAMAP

		Large Residence Special Use District

		Sanchez

		Continued Indefinitely

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2016-010589ENX

		2300 Harrison Street

		Hoagland

		Continued to June 6, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2016-010589OFA

		2300 Harrison Street

		Hoagland

		Continued to June 6, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for April 25, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2019-006143CWP

		Youth Engagement in Planning

		Exline

		None - Informational

		



		R-20449

		2017-016416PCA

		Code Reorg. Phase 3: Chinatown [Board File TBD]

		Starr

		Approved with Modifications

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		R-20450

		2019-003581PCA

		Upper Market NCT and NCT-3 Zoning Districts (Board File No. 190248)

		Sanchez

		Approved with Modifications including a recommendation that the Board consider:

1. Including Health Services within the definition of Formula Retail; and 

2. Eliminating the Philanthropic Administrative Services use category.

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2011.1356

		Central SoMa Open Space

		Small

		None - Informational

		



		

		2012.0640

		598 Brannan Street

		Sucre

		None - Informational

		



		

		2018-009551DRP

		3847-3849 18th Street

		Winslow

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to July 18, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2018-009551VAR

		3847-3849 18th Street

		Winslow

		After hearing and closing public comment; ZA Continued to July 18, 2019

		



		DRA-0652

		2017-013328DRP-02

		2758 Filbert Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with Staff modifications

		+4 -1 (Moore against, Johnson, Richards absent)







May 2, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-008362DRP

		237 Cortland Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued to May 23, 2019

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2016-004403CUA

		2222 Broadway

		Young

		Continued to May 23, 2019

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2015-015199CUA

		562 28th Avenue

		Dito

		Continued to July 18, 2019

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2017-001270CUA

		3140-3150 16th Street

		Sucre

		Continued Indefinitely

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2017-001270VAR

		3140-3150 16th Street

		Sucre

		Acting ZA Continued Indefinitely

		



		

		2018-007366CUA

		838 Grant Avenue

		Foster

		Withdrawn

		



		

		2019-000189CUA

		1860 9th Avenue

		Horn

		Continued to May 23, 2019

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2019-000186CUA

		828 Innes Avenue

		Christensen

		Continued to May 23, 2019

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		M-20441

		2019-001017CUA

		1700 Irving Street

		Hicks

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		M-20442

		2019-003637CUA

		2200 Market Street

		Hicks

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for April 18, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		

		CASA

		Pappas

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		R-20443

		2016-011011GPR

		Seawall Lots 323 & 324

		Alexander

		Adopted Findings

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		M-20444

		2015-016326CUA

		Seawall Lots 323 & 324

		Alexander

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		M-20445

		2018-012709CUA

		990 Pacific Avenue

		Lindsay

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Richards recused, Melgar absent)



		M-20446

		2018-013395CUA

		10 29th Street

		Lindsay

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Richards recused; Moore, Melgar absent)



		M-20447

		2017-000280CUA

		915 North Point Street

		Perry

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2017-000280VAR

		915 North Point Street

		Perry

		ZA closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-20448

		2018-015127CUA

		4526 Third Street

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)







April 25, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-013861PCAMAP

		Large Residence Special Use District

		Sanchez

		Continued to May 9, 2019

		+6 -0



		

		2017-013537CUA

		233 San Carlos Street

		Durandet

		Continued to May 9, 2019

		+6 -0



		

		2016-010589ENX

		2300 Harrison Street

		Hoagland

		Continued to May 9, 2019

		+6 -0



		

		2016-010589OFA

		2300 Harrison Street

		Hoagland

		Continued to May 9, 2019

		+6 -0



		

		2018-007366CUA

		838 Grant Avenue

		Foster

		Continued to May 2, 2019

		+6 -0



		M-20433

		2018-017254CUA

		2750 Jackson Street

		Ganetsos

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		

		2016-000240DRP

		1322 Wawona Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		

		

		Draft Minutes for April 11, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		R-20434

		2018-011653PCA

		Temporary Uses on Development Sites

		Butkus

		Approved with Modifications

		+5 -1 (Moore against)



		

		2015-010192CWP

		Potrero Power Station

		Francis

		None - Informational

		



		R-20435

		2016-007303PCA

		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)

		Adina

		Approved

		+5 -1 (Koppel against)



		M-20436

		2016-007303DNX

		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)

		Adina

		Approved with Conditions as Amended

		+5 -1 (Koppel against)



		M-20437

		2016-007303CUA

		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)

		Adina

		Approved with Conditions as Amended

		+5 -1 (Koppel against)



		M-20438

		2015-015789ENX

		828 Brannan Street

		Durandet

		Approved with Conditions as Amended

		+6 -0



		

		2018-000547CUA

		42 Ord Court

		Horn

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to July 11, 2019

		+6 -0



		

		2018-000547VAR

		42 Ord Court

		Horn

		After hearing and closing public comment; ZA Continued to July 11, 2019

		



		M-20439

		2018-010426CUA

		2675 Geary Boulevard

		May

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20440

		2017-012697CUA

		3944a Geary Boulevard

		Young

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		DRA-0651

		2018-003223DRP

		15 El Sereno Court

		Winslow

		No DR

		+6 -0







April 18, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2019-002217PCA

		Legitimization Program for Certain Non-Residential Uses At 3150 18th Street (Board File No. 190165)

		Butkus

		Continued to May 9, 2019

		+6 -0



		

		2017-009224CUA

		601 Van Ness Avenue

		Woods

		Continued Indefinitely

		+6 -0



		

		2017-013841DRP

		295 Coso Avenue

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		

		



		M-20428

		2019-000475CND

		863 Haight Street

		Wilborn

		Approved 

		+6 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for April 4, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		

		1996.0013CWP

		2018 Housing Inventory Report

		Ambati

		None – Informational 

		



		M-20429

		2018-006127CUA

		201 19th Avenue

		Weissglass

		Disapproved

		+6 -0



		M-20430

		2018-016549CUA

		40 West Portal Avenue

		Weissglass

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20431

		2018-012416CUA

		1345 Underwood Avenue

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20432

		2018-013332CUA

		1555 Yosemite Avenue

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0







April 11, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-013861PCAMAP

		Large Residence Special Use District

		Sanchez

		Continued to April 25, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-003223DRP

		15 El Sereno Court

		Winslow

		Continued to April 25, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2015-016326GPR

		Seawall Lots 323 & 324

		Alexander

		Continued to May 2, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2015-016326CUA

		Seawall Lots 323 & 324

		Alexander

		Continued to May 2, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-016667CUA

		3307 Sacramento Street

		Ganetsos

		Continued Indefinitely

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20417

		2018-017057CUA

		1226 9th Avenue

		Lindsay

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for March 7, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		R-20418

		2019-003571MAP

		915 Cayuga Avenue Project Zoning Map Amendments [BF 190251]

		Flores

		Approved with Staff Modifications

		+6 -0



		R-20419

		2016-013850PCAMAP

		915 Cayuga Avenue Project Special Use District [BF 190250]

		Flores

		Approved with Staff Modifications

		+6 -0



		M-20420

		2016-013850DVA

		915 Cayuga Avenue Development Agreement [BF 190249]

		Flores

		Approved with Staff Modifications

		+6 -0



		M-20421

		2016-013850CUA

		915 Cayuga Avenue

		Flores

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		R-20422

		2019-001604PCA

		Building Standards

		Sanchez

		Approved with Staff Modifications and direction to Staff to pursue similar controls for RM districts.

		+4 -1 (Moore against; Richards absent)



		R-20423

		2013.4117CWP

		San Francisco Biodiversity Resolution

		Fisher

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		R-20424

		2017-016416PCA

		Code Reorganization Phase 3: Chinatown

		Starr

		Initiated and Scheduled a Hearing on or after May 9, 2019

		+5 -0 (Moore absent)



		

		2016-013156SRV

		Citywide Cultural Resources Survey

		LaValley

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2018-015554CUA

		95 Nordhoff Street

		Pantoja

		After hearing and Closing public comment; Continued to May 23, 2019 with direction from the Commission

		+6 -0



		M-20425

		2018-004711DNX

		555 - 575 Market Street

		Adina

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20426

		2018-004711CUA

		555 - 575 Market Street

		Adina

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20427

		2018-012330CUA

		447 Broadway

		Chandler

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include an update memo in one year.

		+5 -1 (Moore against)



		DRA-0649

		2018-007006DRP

		2000 Grove Street

		Winslow

		No DR

		+6 -0



		DRA-0650

		2017-010147DRP

		1633 Cabrillo Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and approved per private agreement

		+6 -0







April 4, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2016-004403CUA

		2222 Broadway

		Young

		Continued to May 2, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2017-001270CUA

		3140-3150 16th Street

		Sucre

		Continued to May 2, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2017-001270VAR

		3140-3150 16th Street

		Sucre

		Acting ZA Continued to May 2, 2019

		



		

		2017-015590DRP

		4547 20th Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		M-20409

		2019-000325CUA

		3600 Taraval Street

		Pantoja

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for March 14, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20410

		2018-000532CUA

		468 Valley Street

		Ajello-Hoagland

		After being pulled off of Consent Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2014.0012E

		Better Market Street

		Thomas

		Received Public Comment

		



		

		2019-004406CRV

		Office Development Annual Limit Program Update

		Teague; Sucre

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2017-013801CUA

		250 Randolph Street

		Campbell

		After hearing and Closing public comment; Continued to May 23, 2019

		+6 -0



		

		2017-013801VAR

		250 Randolph Street

		Campbell

		After hearing and Closing public comment; ZA Continued to May 23, 2019

		



		

		2014.0948ENX

		344 14th Street/1463 Stevenson Street

		Jardines

		After hearing and Closing public comment; Continued to June 6, 2019

		+6 -0



		M-20411

		2018-013413CUA

		1001 Van Ness Avenue

		Woods

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		

		2018-013230CUA

		2215 Quesada

		Christensen

		Continued to May 9, 2019

		+6 -0



		M-20412

		2018-015071CUA

		2166 Market Street

		Hicks

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include:

1. No Amplified music outdoors;

2. Outdoor activities limited to 10 pm daily;

3. Outdoor activities with amplified music limited to 12 am on NYE, Castro Street Fair, Folsom Street Fair, Pride Week, and Halloween, only; and 

4. Provide a Community Liaison.

		+6 -0



		M-20413

		2018-017008CUA

		3512 16th Street

		Hicks

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Richards recused)



		M-20414

		2017-010011CUA

		840 Folsom Street

		Liang

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Moore absent)



		M-20415

		2018-003066CUA

		1233 Connecticut

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions as amended by Staff

		+5 -1 (Moore against)



		M-20416

		2018-003916CUA

		1326 11th Avenue

		Dito

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Richards, Koppel absent)



		[bookmark: _Hlk5010645]DRA-0647

		2017-013473DRP

		115 Belgrave Avenue

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved as revised per the private agreement

		+4 -0 (Richards, Koppel absent)



		DRA-0648

		2018-001541DRP

		2963 22nd Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Disapproved the BPA

		+4 -0 (Richards, Melgar absent)







March 14, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2016-007303PCA

		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)

		Adina

		Continued to May 2, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2016-007303DNXCUA

		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)

		Adina

		Continued to May 2, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-006127CUA

		201 19th Avenue

		Weissglass

		Continued to March 21, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-004711DNXCUA

		555 - 575 Market Street

		Adina

		Continued to April 11, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2016-009503DRP

		149 Mangels Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued to May 23, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2013.0655CUA

		1513A-F York Street

		Sucre

		Continued Indefinitely

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2013.0655VAR

		1513A-F York Street

		Sucre

		Acting ZA Continued Indefinitely

		



		M-20402

		2018-003264CUA

		2498 Lombard Street

		Young

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for February 28, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		

		

		Senate Bill 50: Planning and Zoning: Housing Development: Equitable Communities Incentive (2019)

		Ikezoe

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20405

		2018-003593CUA

		906 Broadway

		Tran

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20406

		2018-007204CUA

		754 35th Avenue

		Ajello

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include fire access to the roof be replaced by a shipladder.

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-007204VAR

		754 35th Avenue

		Ajello

		ZA closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-20407

		2018-007460CUA

		1226 10th Avenue

		Young

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20408

		2018-012687CUA

		657 - 667 Mission Street

		Adina

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		DRA-0645

		2017-014420DRP

		2552 Baker Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with a three-foot setback of the third-floor terrace railing.

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		DRA-0646

		2016-006123DRP-02

		279 Bella Vista Way

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with a condition to continue working with Staff on façade modifications.

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)







March 7, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-012330CUA

		447 Broadway

		Chandler

		Continued to April 11, 2019

		+6 -0



		

		2018-000547CUA

		42 Ord Court

		Horn

		Continued to April 25, 2019

		+6 -0



		

		2018-007366CUA

		838 Grant Avenue

		Foster

		Continued to April 25, 2019

		+6 -0



		

		2015-015129DRP

		1523 Franklin Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		M-20397

		2018-012727CUA

		3327-3380 19th Street

		Flores

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20398

		2018-000813CUA

		939 Ellis Street

		Jimenez

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		

		2018-000813VAR

		939 Ellis Street

		Jimenez

		Assistant ZA closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-20399

		2016-005805CUA

		430 Broadway

		Pantoja

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20400

		2017-008875CUA

		920 North Point Street

		Salgado

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for February 21, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		R-20401

		2019-000048PCA

		Small Business Permit Streamlining

		Butkus

		Approved with modification, requiring CU for outdoor bar uses.

		+5 -1 (Moore against)



		

		2018-013861PCAMAP

		Large Residence Special Use District

		Sanchez

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to April 11, 2019.

		+6 -0



		

		2018-010552PCA

		Employee Cafeterias Within Office Space

		Sanchez

		Disapproved

		+3 -3 (Hillis, Johnson, Koppel against)



		R-20403

		2018-016401PCA

		Accessory Dwelling Units in New Construction

		Flores

		Approved with Staff modifications, except No. 2

		+5 -1 (Richards against)



		M-20404

		2018-007253CUA

		3356-3360 Market Street

		Hoagland

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		

		2017-007582CUA

		225 Vasquez Avenue

		Horn

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to May 9, 2019.

		+6 -0



		DRA-0643

		2016-005189DRP

		216 Head Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with the condition that the lightwell be extended to accommodate the bedroom and bathroom windows.

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		DRA-0644

		2018-001681DRP

		120 Varennes Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Disapproved the BPA

		+6 -0







February 28, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-007204CUA

		754 35th Avenue

		Ajello

		Continued to March 14, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2018-007204VAR

		754 35th Avenue

		Ajello

		Acting ZA Continued to March 14, 2019

		



		

		2019-000048PCA

		Small Business Permit Streamlining

		Butkus

		Continued to March 7, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for February 14, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Johnson absent)



		R-20394

		2019-000931PCA

		Homeless Shelters in PDR and SALI Districts

		Conner

		Approved

		+5 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20395

		2018-003324CUA

		2779 Folsom Street

		Jardines

		Approved with Conditions as amended: 

1. Setback roof decks five feet from east and west property lines; and

2. Comply with the Planning Code.

		+4 -1 (Moore against; Johnson absent)



		

		2018-003324VAR

		2779 Folsom Street

		Jardines

		ZA Closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		

		2009.3461CPW

		Area Plan Implementation Update and Inter-Department Plan Implementation Committee (IPIC) Report

		Snyder

		None - Informational

		



		M-20396

		2017-016520CUA

		828 Arkansas Street

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions as amended: 

1. Provide a matching lightwell in length; and

2. Provide a roof deck compliant with the Roof Deck Policy.

		+5 -0 (Johnson absent)







February 21, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-003593CUA

		906 Broadway

		Tran

		Continued to March 14, 2019

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-003916CUA

		1326 11th Avenue

		Dito

		Continued to April 4, 2019

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2017-009224CUA

		601 Van Ness Avenue

		Woods

		Continued to April 18, 2019

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for February 7, 2019

		Silva

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		R-20389

		2018-016400PCA

		Arts Activities and Nighttime Entertainment Uses in Historic Buildings

		Sanchez

		Approved with Modifications

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		R-20390

		2019-000592PCA

		C-3 Retail to Office Conversion [Board File No. 190030, Previously Board File No. 180916]

		Butkus

		Approved

		+7 -0



		

		2014.0012E

		Better Market Street

		Perry

		None - Informational

		



		M-20391

		2016-011101CTZ

		Great Highway

		Hicks

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20392

		2016-015997CUA

		820 Post Street

		Perry

		Approved with Conditions as amended, to work with staff on wall coloring/treatment.

		+6 -1 (Moore against)



		M-20393

		2017-009635CUA

		432 Cortland Avenue

		Flores

		Approved with Conditions as amended: 

3. Work with staff on façade design;

4. Add Construction Impact Mitigation Plan; and

5. Remove roof deck & stair penthouse.

		+6 -1 (Melgar against)



		

		2017-013537CUA

		233 San Carlos Street

		Sucre

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to March 21, 2019.

		+7 -0



		

		2017-012929DRP

		830 Olmstead Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		

		2016-004967DRP

		929 Diamond Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		DRA-0642

		2014-002435DRP

		95 Saint Germain Avenue

		Winslow

		No DR, Approved as Proposed

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)







February 14, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-016401PCA

		Accessory Dwelling Units in New Construction

		Flores

		Continued to March 7, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2018-006127CUA

		201 19th Avenue

		Weissglass

		Continued to March 14, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2017-001270CUA

		3140-3150 16th Street

		Sucre

		Continued to April 4, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2017-001270VAR

		3140-3150 16th Street

		Sucre

		Acting ZA Continued to April 4, 2019

		



		

		2014.0948ENX

		344 14th Street/1463 Stevenson Street

		Jardines

		Continued to April 4, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2017-005279VAR

		448 Valley Street

		Horn

		Withdrawn

		



		M-20380

		2018-013462CUA

		3995 Alemany Boulevard

		Hoagland

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for January 24, 2019 – Joint with HPC

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for January 24, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for January 31, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		M-20381

		2018-015439CUA

		205 Hugo Street

		Weissglass

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions as amended to include:

1. Limiting hours of operation to 9 pm; and 

2. Restricting amplified music outdoors.

		+7 -0



		

R-20382

		2018-015471CRV

		FY 2019-2021 Proposed Department Budget and Work Program

		Landis

		Approved

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Johnson absent)



		

		

		Executive Directive on Housing (17-02) Report

		Bintliff

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

R-20383

		2019-001351CRV

		Nonprofit Organizations’ First-Right-To-Purchase Multi-Family Residential Buildings [BF 181212]

		Ikezoe

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval as amended, encouraging the pursuit of incentives.

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		

R-20384

		2018-016562PCA

		Inclusionary Housing Fee for State Density Bonus Projects [Bf 181154]

		Bintliff

		Disapproved

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		M-20385

		2016-007303ENV

		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)

		Pollak

		Upheld the PMND

		+7 -0



		M-20386

		2018-007049CUA

		3378 Sacramento Street

		Ajello

		Approved with Conditions

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



		M-20387

		2017-005279CUA

		448 Valley Street

		Horn

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		M-20388

		2018-014721CUA

		1685 Haight Street

		Ajello

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		DRA-639

		2016-005555DRP-02

		1794-1798 Filbert Street/2902 Octavia Street

		Woods

		Took DR and Disapproved the BPA

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



		

		2016-005555VAR

		1794-1798 Filbert Street/2902 Octavia Street

		Woods

		ZA Closed the PH and took the matter under advisement.

		



		DRA-640

		2016-009554DRP

		27 Fountain Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and approved with conditions:

1. Provide an open to the sky  privacy screen for acoustic mitigation; and

2. Continue working with staff on a more defined entry to the garden unit.

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		DRA-641

		2017-014666DRP

		743 Vermont Street

		Winslow

		No DR

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)







February 7, 2019 Special Off-Site Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2013.1543

		1979 Mission Street

		Sucre

		Reviewed and Commented

		







January 31, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-009635CUA

		432 Cortland Avenue

		Flores

		Continued to February 21, 2019

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



		

		2018-007366CUA

		838 Grant Avenue

		Foster

		Continued to March 7, 2019

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



		

		2018-013861PCAMAP

		Large Residence Special Use District

		Sanchez

		Continued to March 7, 2019

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



		

		2018-016494PCA

		Central SoMa “Community Good Jobs Employment Plan”

		Chen

		Continued Indefinitely

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



		

		2017-010630DRP

		1621 Diamond Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		

		2018-012330CUA

		447 Broadway

		Chandler

		Continued to March 7, 2019

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



		

		2018-002409DRP

		1973 Broadway

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		M-20376

		2018-012850CND

		3132-3140 Scott Street

		Wilborn

		Approved

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



		M-20377

		2018-009587CUA

		3535 California Street

		Ajello

		Approved with Conditions

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



		

		

		Draft Minutes for January 17, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

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



		

		2018-016562PCA

		Inclusionary Housing Fee for State Density Bonus Projects [BF 181154]

		Bintliff

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to February 14, 2019

		+5 -0 (Koppel, Melgar absent)



		

		

		Housing Strategies and Plans

		Chion

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20378

		2018-007259CUA

		88 Museum Way

		Horn

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Koppel, Melgar absent)



		

		2018-007259VAR

		88 Museum Way

		Horn

		ZA closed the public hearing and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-20379

		2016-010079CUA

		3620 Buchanan Street

		Ajello

		Approved with Conditions

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



		

		2016-010079VAR

		3620 Buchanan Street

		Ajello

		ZA closed the public hearing and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		DRA-638

		2015-008813DRP

		2337 Taraval Street

		Horn

		Took DR and approved with modifications:

1. Eliminating the roof deck; and

2. Providing a clear breezeway for the rear unit.

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







January 24, 2019 Joint Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Communication Between Commissions

		

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		

		Retained Elements Policy

		

		Reviewed and Commented

		







January 24, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-000813CUA

		939 Ellis Street

		Jimenez

		Continued to March 7, 2019

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)



		

		2013.0655CUA

		1513A-F York Street

		Sucre

		Continued to March 14, 2019

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)



		

		2013.0655VAR

		1513A-F York Street

		Sucre

		Acting ZA Continued to March 14, 2019

		



		

		2016-004403CUA

		2222 Broadway

		Young

		Continued to April 4, 2019

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)



		M-20373

		2018-011935CUA

		2505 Third Street

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)



		M-20374

		2018-010700CUA

		4018 24th Street

		Ganetsos

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for January 10, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)



		

		2018-015471CRV

		FY 2019-2021 Proposed Department Budget and Work Program

		Landis

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2016-003351CWP

		Racial & Social Equity Initiative

		Flores

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20375

		2018-008877CUA

		1519 Polk Street

		Ganetsos

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)



		DRA-637

		2015-011216DRP

		277 Judson Avenue

		Kwiatkowska

		Took DR and reduced the depth of the top floor seven feet (allowing a deck to replace the proposed addition) and staff recommended modifications.

		+5 -0 (Koppel, Richards absent)



		

		2016-005189DRP

		216 Head Street

		Winslow

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to March 7, 2018 with direction for additional information.

		+5 -0 (Fong, Koppel absent)



		

		2017-013175DRP

		1979 Funston Avenue

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		







January 17, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2016-005555DRP-02

		1794-1798 Filbert Street/2902 Octavia Street

		Woods

		Continued to February 14, 2019

		+7 -0



		

		2016-005555VAR

		1794-1798 Filbert Street/2902 Octavia Street

		Woods

		Acting ZA  Continued to February 14, 2019

		



		

		2016-015997CUA

		820 Post Street

		Perry

		Continued to February 21, 2019

		+7 -0



		

		2018-012092DRP

		299 Edgewood Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued Indefinitely

		+7 -0



		

		2018-012330CUA

		447 Broadway

		Chandler

		Continued to January 31, 2019

		+7 -0



		

		2017-002545DRP

		2417 Green Street

		May

		Continued Indefinitely

		+7 -0



		

		

		Election of Officers

		Ionin

		Melgar – President;

Koppel - Vice

		+7 -0



		R-20369

		2018-015443MAP

		170 Valencia Street [Board File No. 181045]

		Butkus

		Approved

		+7 -0



		R-20370

R-20371

		2018-007888CWP

		Polk / Pacific Special Area Design Guidelines

		Winslow

		Adopted Guidelines and Approved Amendment

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		

		Economic Trends and Housing Pipeline

		Ojeda

		None - Informational

		



		

		2015-004568PRJ

		10 South Van Ness Avenue

		Perry

		None - Informational

		



		M-20372

		2018-006212CUA

		145 Laurel Street

		Lindsay

		Approved Staff’s recommended alternative with Conditions as Amended

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)







January 10, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-007259CUA

		88 Museum Way

		Horn

		Continued to January 31, 2019

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2018-007259VAR

		88 Museum Way

		Horn

		Acting ZA Continued to January 31, 2019

		



		

		2017-001270CUA

		3140-3150 16th Street

		Sucre

		Continued to February 14, 2019

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2017-001270VAR

		3140-3150 16th Street

		Sucre

		Acting ZA Continued to February 14, 2019

		



		

		2014.0948ENX

		344 14th Street/1463 Stevenson Street

		Jardines

		Continued to February 14, 2019

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2015-009163CUA

		77 Geary Street

		Perry

		Continued Indefinitely

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2015-008351DRP-06

		380 Holladay Avenue

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2018-007888CWP

		Polk / Pacific Special Area Design Guidelines

		Winslow

		Continued to January 17, 2019

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2017-012929DRP

		830 Olmstead Street

		Winslow

		Continued to February 21, 2019

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20364

		2018-012050CUA

		927 Irving Street

		Chandler

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for December 13, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for December 20, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20365

		2016-007467CUA

		360 West Portal Avenue Suite A

		Hicks

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2018-017238CWP

		Tall Buildings Safety Strategy

		Small

		None - Informational

		



		M-20366

		2017-007943CUA

		3848 24th Street

		Pantoja

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Richards recused; Johnson absent)



		M-20367

		2018-009178CUA

		2909 Webster Street

		Dito

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20368

		2018-001936CUA

		799 Van Ness Avenue

		Dito

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		DRA-636

		2018-001609DRP

		144 Peralta Avenue

		Winslow

		No DR, Approved as Proposed

		+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.



				May 16, 2019 - CLOSED SESSION

		Case No.		Koppel - OUT				Continuance(s)		Planner

				Potential Litigation						CAO

						Informational

				May 16, 2019

		Case No.		Koppel - OUT				Continuance(s)		Planner

		2015-007816CUA		400-444 Divisadero & 1048-1064 Oak Streets				to: 5/23		Woods

						demo & new mixed-use building for 186 residential units and retail

		2018-016996CUA		517 Clement Street				CONSENT		Chandler

						C.U.A to establish a restaurant use

		2015-000937CWP		Civic Center Public Realm Plan						Perry

						Informational

		2017-003559CUA		3700 California St						May

						Informational

		2018-014905CUA		1711 Haight Street						Wilborn

						Massage Establishment 

				May 23, 2019 - CLOSED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2018-015554CUA		95 Nordhoff St. 				fr: 4/11		Pantoja

						subdivision of an existing parcel into four new parcels		to: 6/27

		2017-008431DRP		2220 TURK BLVD				to: 7/18		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-008412DRP		2230 TURK BLVD				to: 7/18		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2019-002217PCA		3150-18th Street				fr: 3/21; 4/18; 5/9		Butkus

						Legitimization Program for Non-Residential Uses 

		2015-005255CWP		Sea Level Rise Vulnerability and Consequences Assessment						Varat

						Informational

		2015-012490ENXOFA 		88 Bluxome St 						Hoagland

						Informational

		2014-000203ENX 		655 4th Street 						Hoagland

						Informational

		2016-004403CUA		2222 BROADWAY				fr: 1/24; 4/4; 5/2		Young

						increase the enrollment cap for Schools of the Sacred Heart (Broadway campus only) 

		2017-013801CUAVAR		250 Randolph St				fr: 4/4		Campbell

						DEMO/NEW CONSTRUCTION Commercial & 2 Dwelling Unit

		2019-000697CUA		1370 Wallace Avenue						Christensen

						Industrial Agriculture (Cannabis Cultivation) facility

		2019-000189CUA		1860 9TH AVENUE				fr: 3/21; 5/2		Horn

						Demo and new construction of 3 unit dwelling

		2017-007582CUA 		225 Vasquez Avenue				fr: 3/7; 5/9		Horn

						Residential Demo and New Construction

		2019-000186CUA		828 Innes Ave				fr: 5/2		Christensen

						Retail to Cannabis Retail

		2015-007816CUA		400-444 Divisadero & 1048-1064 Oak Streets				fr: 5/16		Woods

						demo & new mixed-use building for 186 residential units and retail

		2016-009503DRP		149 MANGELS AVE				fr: 3/14		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-008362DRP		237 CORTLAND AVE				fr: 5/2		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				May 30, 2019 - CANCELED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner





				June 6, 2019 - CLOSED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2019-003627PCA		South of Market Community Advisory Committee 						Chen

						Planning Code Amendment

		2015-010192CWP		Potrero Power Station 						Francis

						Informational

		2015-010013IKA 		30 Otis						Caldwell

						In-Kind Agreement 

		 2014.0948ENX		344 14th Street/1463 Stevenson Street 				fr: 10/25; 11/15; 11/29; 12/6; 1/10; 2/14; 4/4		Jardines

						mixed-use building with 56 units with ground floor retail 

		2017-009224CUA		601 Van Ness Avenue				fr: 6/28; 9/13; 10/18; 12/20; 2/21; 418		Woods

						CUA to remove movie theatre (Opera Plaza Cinema)

		2016-010589ENXOFA		2300 Harrison Street 				fr: 4/25; 5/9		Hoagland

						6-story vertical addition, office/24 unit mixed use building, including State Density Bonus

		2012.0640ENXOFA		598 Brannan Street 						Hoagland

						Central SoMa Key Sites Projects

		2018-009534CUAVAR		45 Culebra Terrace						Adina

						Demolition of SFD, 2 dwelling new construction

		2015-015203DNX-02		135 Hyde Street 						Perry

						Amendment of a Condition of Approval

		2018-016625DNX		50 Post Street 						Perry

						Crocker Galleria

		2019-000183CUA		435-441 Jackson Street						Adina

						Modification Request for Active Commercial Use on ground floor

		2017-013309DRP-04		1 WINTER						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-006245DRP		50 SEWARD ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				June 13, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2018-013861PCAMAP		OCEANVIEW LARGE RESIDENCE SPECIAL USE DISTRICT						Sanchez

						Planning Code Amendment

		2019-006418PCA		North of Market Affordable Housing Fees and Citywide Affordable Housing Fund						Flores

						Planning Code Amendment

		TBD		ConnectSF						Johnson

						Informational

		2017-016313CWP 		Balboa Reservoir 						Hong

						Informational

		2013.1753		1066 Market Street						Adina

						Public Art – Informational

		2017-000663ENXOFADVA 		610-698 Brannan St 						Samonsky

						Flower Mart

		2018-009861CUA		1633 FILLMORE ST						Young

						Formula Retail Use (d.b.a. OrangeTheory Fitness) 

		2019-004216CUA		3989 17th Street 						Hicks

						Cannabis retail

		2016-003994CUA		55 Belcher Street 						Townes

						CUA

		2019-000297DRP		1608 VALLEJO						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				May 16, 2019 - Joint w/BIC

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2018-017028PCA 		Controls on Residential Demolition, Merger, Conversion, and Alterations 						Butkus

						Informational

				June 20, 2019 - Joint w/Rec&Park

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner





				June 20, 2019 - CLOSED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2018-017028PCA 		Controls on Residential Demolition, Merger, Conversion, and Alterations 						Butkus

						Planning Code Amendment

		2019-006421PCA		Temporary Uses: Intermittent Activities						Flores

						Planning Code Amendment

		2015-010192CWP		Potrero Power Station 						Francis

						Informational

		2000.0875CWP		2018 Downtown Plan Monitoring Report 						Harris

						Informational

		2017-000465OTH		LGBTQ+ Cultural Heritage Strategy 						Caltagirone

						Endorsement

		2014-000203ENXCUA		655 4th Street 						Hoagland

						Entitlements

		2016-015814CUA		5400 Geary Blvd						Woods

						Renovations to the Alexandria Theatre building

		2018-014190DRP		1856 PACIFIC AVE						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-016871DRP		3600 SCOTT ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				June 27, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2019-000362CUA 		1501B Sloat Blvd 				CONSENT		Cisneros

						Sprint

		2019-004597CUA 		1509 Sloat Blvd 				CONSENT		Cisneros

						Peet's

		2016-001794DNX		95 Hawthorne Street						Foster

						Downtown Project Authorization for SDB Project

		2018-015554CUA		95 Nordhoff St. 				fr: 4/11; 5/23		Pantoja

						subdivision of an existing parcel into four new parcels

		2015-005763CUA		247 17th Ave						Ajello

						Defacto demo of 2-family dwelling, no change in unit count

		2018-013230CUA		2215 Quesada				fr: 4/4; 5/9		Christensen

						Industrial Agriculture (Cannabis Cultivation) in existing warehouse

		2016-006164CUA 		2478 Geary Boulevard						Ajello

						Demo SFD / New construction 3-Family

		2018-011962DRP		869 ALVARADO ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				July 4, 2019 - CANCELED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner





				July 11, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2017-003559ENV		3700 California St 						Poling

						DEIR

		2015-000940CWP		Market Octavia Plan Amendment 						Langlois

						Informational

		2015-012490ENXOFA 		88 Bluxome St 						Hoagland

						Entitlements

		2018-000547CUAVAR		42 Ord Court				fr: 3/7; 4/25		Horn

						Corona Heights SUD

		2015-011274CUA		150 Eureka St						Pantoja

						construction of four new dwelling units within the RH-2 Zoning District

		2019-001048CUA		1398 California Street						Foster

						CUA for Cannabis Retail

		2018-002179CUA		350 Masonic Ave 						May

						San Francisco Day School 

		2017-002545DRP		2417 Green St 						May

						Public Initiated DR

		2018-011960DRP		3235 BAKER ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-013582DRP		215 MONTANA ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				July 18, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2017-013308DRM		1 LA AVANZADA STREET 						Lindsay

						removing and replacing 7 existing antennas

		2018-003800CWP		Calle 24 Special Area Design Guidelines						Francis

						Informational

		2017-000663ENXOFADVA 		610-698 Brannan St 						Samonsky

						Flower Mart

		2015-015199CUA 		562 28th Avenue 				fr: 5/2		Dito

						demo SFD, construct six family dwelling with residential care facility

		2018-009551DRPVAR		3847-3849 18TH ST				fr: 5/9		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-008431DRP		2220 TURK BLVD				fr: 5/23		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-008412DRP		2230 TURK BLVD				fr: 5/23		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-000987DRP		25 17TH AVENUE						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-007676DRP		3902 CLAY						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				July 25, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2015-010192CWP		Potrero Power Station 						Francis

						GPR - Initiation

		2018-010465CUA 		349 3rd Avenue 						Dito

						SFD demo and new construction of a 4 family dwelling

		2018-009355DRP		63 LAUSSAT STREET						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				August 1, 2019 - CANCELED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner





				August 8, 2019 - CANCELED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner





				August 15, 2019 - CANCELED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner





				August 22, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2015-010192CWP		Potrero Power Station 						Francis

						Certification of Final EIR

		2015-000940ENV, 2017-008051ENV, 2016-014802ENV		The Hub Plan, 30 Van Ness Avenue Project, 98 Franklin Street Project, and Hub Housing Sustainability District 						White

						DEIR

		2018-016955DRP		220 SAN JOSE						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-015411DRP		70 TERRA VISTA						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				August 29, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		TBD		Balboa Reservoir 						Poling

						DEIR

		2017-000565CWP		Community Stabilization Strategy 						Nelson

						Informational

		2017-012939DRP		2758 23RD ST.						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				September 5, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2015-014028ENV		3333 CALIFORNIA STREET 						Zushi

						Certification of Final EIR

		2015-014028CUA		3333 CALIFORNIA STREET 						Foster

						Entitlement

				September 12, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner





				September 19, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				September 26, 2019 - Joint w/DPH

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				Health Care Services Master Plan						Nickolopoulos

						Adoption

				September 26, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); 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 ANNOUNCES APPOINTMENT OF JOHN CALDON AS
MANAGING DIRECTOR OF WAR MEMORIAL AND PERFORMING ARTS CENTER

Date: Friday, May 10, 2019 9:24:51 AM

Attachments: 5.9.19 War Memorial Managing Director.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: Thursday, May 09, 2019 3:49 PM

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

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES APPOINTMENT OF JOHN
CALDON AS MANAGING DIRECTOR OF WAR MEMORIAL AND PERFORMING ARTS CENTER

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, May 9, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

##% PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES APPOINTMENT OF
JOHN CALDON AS MANAGING DIRECTOR OF WAR
MEMORIAL AND PERFORMING ARTS CENTER

Caldon, who currently serves as Director of City Hall Events, has worked extensively with the
War Memorial Performing Arts Center

San Francisco, CA — Today Mayor London N. Breed announced the appointment by the
War Memorial Board of Trustees of John Caldon to serve as Managing Director of the San
Francisco War Memorial and Performing Arts Center (WMPAC). Caldon replaces Elizabeth
Murray, who will retire in July 2019 after serving 22 years as Managing Director and 38 years
with the War Memorial department.

Working under the Mayoral-appointed War Memorial Board of Trustees, the Managing
Director is responsible for the operation and maintenance of the City’s performing arts center
complex, which includes the War Memorial Opera House, Veterans Building, and Davies
Symphony Hall.
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, May 9, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*x* PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES APPOINTMENT OF
JOHN CALDON AS MANAGING DIRECTOR OF
WAR MEMORIAL AND PERFORMING ARTS CENTER

Caldon, who currently serves as Director of City Hall Events, has worked extensively with the
War Memorial Performing Arts Center

San Francisco, CA — Today Mayor London N. Breed announced the appointment by the War
Memorial Board of Trustees of John Caldon to serve as Managing Director of the San Francisco
War Memorial and Performing Arts Center (WMPAC). Caldon replaces Elizabeth Murray, who
will retire in July 2019 after serving 22 years as Managing Director and 38 years with the War
Memorial department.

Working under the Mayoral-appointed War Memorial Board of Trustees, the Managing Director
is responsible for the operation and maintenance of the City’s performing arts center complex,
which includes the War Memorial Opera House, Veterans Building, and Davies Symphony Hall.

“I am pleased to announce the appointment of John Caldon to serve as War Memorial Managing
Director, where he will continue his service to the City of managing historic landmark buildings
and promoting San Francisco’s arts and culture,” said Mayor Breed. “In his current role as
Director of City Hall Events, John has modernized and expanded the events department, while
working hand-in-hand with my office to plan and execute important cultural heritage and
community events on behalf of the City.”

“I am humbled and thrilled to accept this appointment by the War Memorial Board of Trustees
with the support of Mayor Breed,” Caldon said. “San Francisco is a world-class arts destination,
which is a huge driver of our tourism industry and definer of our City’s identity. | look forward
to working with the War Memorial Trustees and staff, our incredible tenants and arts
organizations, and our vibrant Veterans groups to further the mission of this department. As a
proud member of the LGBT+ community, I’m also excited to work with Mayor Breed on her
goal of increasing equity and opportunity for artists in San Francisco.”

Since 2016 Caldon has served as Director of City Hall Events for San Francisco City Hall, and
prior to that as WMPAC Communications and Events Manager for seven years, during which
time he worked extensively in all WMPAC venues and on the San Francisco Symphony’s Black
and White Balls in 2010 and 2012. He was instrumental in the filming of Danny Boyle’s major
motion picture Steve Jobs, which showcased the War Memorial Opera House and Davies
Symphony Hall while generating a positive local economic impact of $8 million.

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, Room 200
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681
TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141
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“We are delighted that John Caldon will be returning to the War Memorial in the role of
Managing Director to guide the strategic and operational leadership of the City’s premier
performing arts venues,” said Nancy H. Bechtle, President of the War Memorial Board of
Trustees.

Caldon holds a B.A. in Creative Writing with a Theatre Minor from San Francisco State
University. His career in theater production and facilities management spans more than 20 years,
including work in various production capacities for several of California’s regional theaters and
as a shipboard production manager for Royal Caribbean Cruise Lines.

Comprised of the War Memorial Opera House, Louise M. Davies Symphony Hall, Herbst
Theatre, The Green Room, The Wilsey Center (Atrium Theater, Education Studio), and Harold
L. Zellerbach Rehearsal Hall, the San Francisco War Memorial and Performing Arts Center is a
landmark cultural institution owned and operated by the City and County of San Francisco.
Home to the San Francisco Ballet, San Francisco Opera, San Francisco Symphony, San
Francisco Posts of the American Legion, and many other arts and veterans organizations, these
uniquely beautiful venues have a combined capacity of almost 7,000 seats and host over one
million visitors annually.
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“I am pleased to announce the appointment of John Caldon to serve as War Memorial
Managing Director, where he will continue his service to the City of managing historic
landmark buildings and promoting San Francisco’s arts and culture,” said Mayor Breed. “In
his current role as Director of City Hall Events, John has modernized and expanded the events
department, while working hand-in-hand with my office to plan and execute important cultural
heritage and community events on behalf of the City.”

“I am humbled and thrilled to accept this appointment by the War Memorial Board of Trustees
with the support of Mayor Breed,” Caldon said. “San Francisco is a world-class arts
destination, which is a huge driver of our tourism industry and definer of our City’s identity. I
look forward to working with the War Memorial Trustees and staff, our incredible tenants and
arts organizations, and our vibrant Veterans groups to further the mission of this department.
As a proud member of the LGBT+ community, I’m also excited to work with Mayor Breed on
her goal of increasing equity and opportunity for artists in San Francisco.”

Since 2016 Caldon has served as Director of City Hall Events for San Francisco City Hall, and
prior to that as WMPAC Communications and Events Manager for seven years, during which
time he worked extensively in all WMPAC venues and on the San Francisco Symphony’s
Black and White Balls in 2010 and 2012. He was instrumental in the filming of Danny
Boyle’s major motion picture Steve Jobs, which showcased the War Memorial Opera House
and Davies Symphony Hall while generating a positive local economic impact of $8 million.

“We are delighted that John Caldon will be returning to the War Memorial in the role of
Managing Director to guide the strategic and operational leadership of the City’s premier
performing arts venues,” said Nancy H. Bechtle, President of the War Memorial Board of
Trustees.

Caldon holds a B.A. in Creative Writing with a Theatre Minor from San Francisco State
University. His career in theater production and facilities management spans more than 20
years, including work in various production capacities for several of California’s regional
theaters and as a shipboard production manager for Royal Caribbean Cruise Lines.

Comprised of the War Memorial Opera House, Louise M. Davies Symphony Hall, Herbst
Theatre, The Green Room, The Wilsey Center (Atrium Theater, Education Studio), and
Harold L. Zellerbach Rehearsal Hall, the San Francisco War Memorial and Performing Arts
Center is a landmark cultural institution owned and operated by the City and County of San
Francisco. Home to the San Francisco Ballet, San Francisco Opera, San Francisco Symphony,
San Francisco Posts of the American Legion, and many other arts and veterans organizations,
these uniquely beautiful venues have a combined capacity of almost 7,000 seats and host over
one million visitors annually.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPQ); 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, SUPERVISOR SHAMANN WALTON, AND COMMUNITY
MEMBERS CELEBRATE THE OPENING OF FIRST POTRERO HILL RESIDENTIAL BUILDING UNDER HOPE SF

Date: Friday, May 10, 2019 9:21:54 AM

Attachments: 5.9.19 1101 Connecticut.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: Thursday, May 09, 2019 12:37 PM

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

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED, SUPERVISOR SHAMANN WALTON, AND
COMMUNITY MEMBERS CELEBRATE THE OPENING OF FIRST POTRERO HILL RESIDENTIAL BUILDING
UNDER HOPE SF

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, May 9, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

#%+ PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED, SUPERVISOR SHAMANN
WALTON, AND COMMUNITY MEMBERS CELEBRATE THE
OPENING OF FIRST POTRERO HILL RESIDENTIAL
BUILDING UNDER HOPE SF

As part of the Mayor’s commitment to preserving and rebuilding public housing in San
Francisco, 619 units of distressed public housing to be replaced and an additional 1,000
affordable homes to be created under HOPE SF initiative

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, Supervisor Shamann Walton, and

community members today celebrated the grand opening of 1101 Connecticut Avenue, a 71-
unit affordable housing development that is the first project to be completed as part of the
HOPE SF Potrero Hill Master Plan.

The Potrero Hill Master Plan is a comprehensive effort to rebuild 619 units of distressed
public housing and create another 1,000 new homes with a range of affordability, plus
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LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, May 9, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*#% PRESS RELEASE ***

MAYOR LONDON BREED, SUPERVISOR SHAMANN
WALTON, AND COMMUNITY MEMBERS CELEBRATE THE
OPENING OF FIRST POTRERO HILL RESIDENTIAL
BUILDING UNDER HOPE SF

As part of the Mayor’s commitment to preserving and rebuilding public housing in San
Francisco, 619 units of distressed public housing to be replaced and an additional 1,000
affordable homes to be created under HOPE SF initiative

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, Supervisor Shamann Walton, and community
members today celebrated the grand opening of 1101 Connecticut Avenue, a 71-unit affordable
housing development that is the first project to be completed as part of the HOPE SF Potrero Hill
Master Plan.

The Potrero Hill Master Plan is a comprehensive effort to rebuild 619 units of distressed public
housing and create another 1,000 new homes with a range of affordability, plus community
facilities, retail, open space, and neighborhood services. Once the final of five construction and
development phases is completed in 2029, the Potrero Hill Master Plan will result in between
1,400 and 1,700 units, 65% of which will be affordable.

“As someone who grew up in public housing, I can remember how bad the conditions were back
then and I am extremely proud of San Francisco’s commitment to rebuilding and preserving our
public housing units,” said Mayor Breed. “Over the coming years, we are going to fulfill our
promise to the residents here at Potrero Hill, and transform this community so that all of them
have the homes and the community they deserve.”

1101 Connecticut features studio, one-, two- and three-bedroom apartments. Fifty-three of the
apartments serve residents who are moving directly from Potrero public housing into the new
building, 18 serve low-income households who do not currently reside at Potrero Annex/Terrace,
and there is one unit for the on-site manager. Amenities include a large community room and
courtyard, a homework room, laundry facilities, services and management offices, and bike
parking. The development is pursuing a LEED Gold certification.

“I am extremely thrilled to see the first units of brand new housing here in Potrero Hill under
HOPE SF. I remember back in 2003 (when I was working at the Potrero Hill Family Resource
Center) having conversations about new housing right here in community and here we are 16
years later, fulfilling a promise. As we enter into the next phase of construction here in Potrero
Hill, these first units are the example of what we can do,” said Supervisor Walton.
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San Francisco’s HOPE SF initiative is the nation’s first large-scale community development
effort aimed at disrupting intergenerational poverty, reducing social isolation, and creating
vibrant mixed-income communities without mass displacement. Two of the four sites — Alice
Griffith and Hunters View — have largely completed their public housing transformation. The
other two sites — Potrero Hill and Sunnydale — are at the beginning of the multi-year, multi-phase
transformation process. Once completed, the re-envisioned Potrero Hill and Sunnydale
communities will be mixed-income, service-enriched communities, affordable to more than
3,000 low-income and middle-class families, and developed according to the

non-displacement principles of the Mayor’s HOPE SF initiative.

“The vision has been to transform the physical environment as well as to improve opportunities
for current and future residents of South Potrero,” said Cynthia A. Parker, President and CEO of
BRIDGE Housing. “We’re so proud to have worked with the community and our partners to
reach this major milestone, and we look forward to many more celebrations to come.”

The master developer is BRIDGE Housing, which, in partnership with the Mayor’s Office of
Housing and Community Development (MOHCD) and the San Francisco Housing Authority
(SFHA), was selected to transform Potrero into a vibrant, unified mixed-income community.
Financial partners for the development include the City and County of San Francisco,

San Francisco Housing Authority, Citi Community Capital, Wells Fargo, Federal Home Loan
Bank of San Francisco, California Tax Credit Allocation Committee and California Debt Limit
Allocation Committee. The architects are Van Meter Williams Pollack LLP, Y.A. Studio, and the
general contractor is Cahill Contractors.

“It was exciting to be one of the first residents to move into 1101 Connecticut,” said Johnnie
Ledbetter, who has lived in Potrero public housing for nearly a decade. “I thank everybody for
their support in making the transition. I'm looking forward to building a future here and doing
everything I can do to help grow our community.”

“As a leading affordable housing investor and lender, we are thrilled to be making a long-term
investment in this neighborhood and others throughout the City. We applaud BRIDGE Housing,
the Mayor’s Office of Housing, the Housing Authority, and the longtime residents of Potrero Hill
on their collaborative effort to strengthen this community. We are proud to be a partner,” said
Senior Vice President for Wells Fargo’s Community Lending and Investment, Daniel Perl.
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community facilities, retail, open space, and neighborhood services. Once the final of five
construction and development phases is completed in 2029, the Potrero Hill Master Plan will
result in between 1,400 and 1,700 units, 65% of which will be affordable.

“As someone who grew up in public housing, I can remember how bad the conditions were
back then and I am extremely proud of San Francisco’s commitment to rebuilding and
preserving our public housing units,” said Mayor Breed. “Over the coming years, we are going
to fulfill our promise to the residents here at Potrero Hill, and transform this community so
that all of them have the homes and the community they deserve.”

1101 Connecticut features studio, one-, two- and three-bedroom apartments. Fifty-three of the
apartments serve residents who are moving directly from Potrero public housing into the new
building, 18 serve low-income households who do not currently reside at Potrero
Annex/Terrace, and there is one unit for the on-site manager. Amenities include a large
community room and courtyard, a homework room, laundry facilities, services and
management offices, and bike parking. The development is pursuing a LEED Gold
certification.

“I am extremely thrilled to see the first units of brand new housing here in Potrero Hill under
HOPE SF. I remember back in 2003 (when I was working at the Potrero Hill Family Resource
Center) having conversations about new housing right here in community and here we are 16
years later, fulfilling a promise. As we enter into the next phase of construction here in Potrero
Hill, these first units are the example of what we can do,” said Supervisor Walton.

San Francisco’s HOPE SF initiative is the nation’s first large-scale community development
effort aimed at disrupting intergenerational poverty, reducing social isolation, and creating
vibrant mixed-income communities without mass displacement. Two of the four sites — Alice
Griffith and Hunters View — have largely completed their public housing transformation. The
other two sites — Potrero Hill and Sunnydale — are at the beginning of the multi-year, multi-
phase transformation process. Once completed, the re-envisioned Potrero Hill and Sunnydale
communities will be mixed-income, service-enriched communities, affordable to more than
3,000 low-income and middle-class families, and developed according to the
non-displacement principles of the Mayor’s HOPE SF initiative.

“The vision has been to transform the physical environment as well as to improve
opportunities for current and future residents of South Potrero,” said Cynthia A. Parker,
President and CEO of BRIDGE Housing. “We’re so proud to have worked with the
community and our partners to reach this major milestone, and we look forward to many more
celebrations to come.”

The master developer is BRIDGE Housing, which, in partnership with the Mayor’s Office of
Housing and Community Development (MOHCD) and the San Francisco Housing Authority
(SFHA), was selected to transform Potrero into a vibrant, unified mixed-income community.
Financial partners for the development include the City and County of San Francisco, San
Francisco Housing Authority, Citi Community Capital, Wells Fargo, Federal Home Loan
Bank of San Francisco, California Tax Credit Allocation Committee and California Debt
Limit Allocation Committee. The architects are Van Meter Williams Pollack LLP, Y.A.
Studio, and the general contractor is Cahill Contractors.

“It was exciting to be one of the first residents to move into 1101 Connecticut,” said Johnnie



Ledbetter, who has lived in Potrero public housing for nearly a decade. “I thank everybody for
their support in making the transition. I'm looking forward to building a future here and doing
everything I can do to help grow our community.”

“As a leading affordable housing investor and lender, we are thrilled to be making a long-term
investment in this neighborhood and others throughout the City. We applaud BRIDGE
Housing, the Mayor’s Office of Housing, the Housing Authority, and the longtime residents of
Potrero Hill on their collaborative effort to strengthen this community. We are proud to be a
partner,” said Senior Vice President for Wells Fargo’s Community Lending and Investment,
Daniel Perl.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Frank Fung; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar,
Myrna (CPC); 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 ANNOUNCES EXPANSION OF BIKE LANES IN SAN
FRANCISCO AND INCREASED ENFORCEMENT TO PROTECT BICYLIST SAFETY

Date: Friday, May 10, 2019 9:20:31 AM

Attachments: 5.9.19 Bike to Work Day.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: Thursday, May 09, 2019 8:48 AM

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

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES EXPANSION OF BIKE LANES
IN SAN FRANCISCO AND INCREASED ENFORCEMENT TO PROTECT BICYLIST SAFETY

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, May 9, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

#%% PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES EXPANSION OF
BIKE LANES IN SAN FRANCISCO AND INCREASED
ENFORCEMENT TO PROTECT BICYLIST SAFETY

To celebrate Bike To Work Day, Mayor Breed announces that San Francisco will double its
pace to create 20 miles of new protected bike lanes over the next two years and increase
citations against traffic violations to prevent collisions and increase safety

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced that San Francisco will
double its pace on the creation of new bike lanes to create 20 miles of new, protected bike
lanes over the next two years to help create a connected bike lane network in the City.
Additionally, she has asked the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA) to
increase citations related to blocked bike lanes by 10% over the next six months, beginning
immediately.

The announcement comes on Bike to Work Day, which Mayor Breed celebrated along with
bicyclist advocacy groups and community members by riding an electric bike to City Hall
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LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, May 9, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES EXPANSION OF
BIKE LANES IN SAN FRANCISCO AND INCREASED
ENFORCEMENT TO PROTECT BICYLIST SAFETY

To celebrate Bike To Work Day, Mayor Breed announces that San Francisco will double its pace
to create 20 miles of new protected bike lanes over the next two years and increase citations
against traffic violations to prevent collisions and increase safety

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced that San Francisco will double
its pace on the creation of new bike lanes to create 20 miles of new, protected bike lanes over the
next two years to help create a connected bike lane network in the City. Additionally, she has
asked the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA) to increase citations related
to blocked bike lanes by 10% over the next six months, beginning immediately.

The announcement comes on Bike to Work Day, which Mayor Breed celebrated along with
bicyclist advocacy groups and community members by riding an electric bike to City Hall from
the Mission on the newly-finished protected bike lane on Valencia Street. Mayor Breed directed
the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA) to expedite the construction of
that project in September of last year.

“Since 2006, bicycling in San Francisco has almost tripled. As our city continues to grow, we
know we need more protected bike lanes, not only to keep people safe, but also to encourage
more people to bike in the City and reduce congestion. That is why | am directing the SFMTA to
double our pace of creating new bike lanes in San Francisco,” said Mayor Breed. “While we
work to create the bike infrastructure we need, we also need to make sure that we’re keeping cars
and trucks out of the bike lane so that bicyclists are not forced into traffic.”

The SFMTA goal of 20 miles of on-street protected bike lanes within the next two years would
increase dedicated bike infrastructure throughout the City and help create a more complete
protected bicycle network. In 2017-2018, SFMTA built protected bike lanes at a pace of just
over 5 miles per year. The increased production will be possible in part due to Mayor Breed’s
efforts to streamline the process to deliver safety projects, which she announced in March, and
will be heard by the SFMTA Board later this month.

In the last six months of 2018, the SFMTA reported roughly 27,000 citations for infractions
related to blocking bike lanes. Mayor Breed’s ask to the SFMTA will increase these citations by
10% in the next six months based on 311 data, in order to better keep these lanes clear.
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“On San Francisco's biggest biking day of the year, Mayor Breed has issued a bold challenge to
the SFMTA to quickly close the gaps in our citywide protected bike lane network,” said Brian
Wiedenmeier, Executive Director of the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition. “Building out our
infrastructure is the best way to improve safety and make it easier for people to bike to work,
school or wherever they may need to go. We will need more of this kind of leadership moving
forward if we want to grow the number of people biking, achieve Vision Zero by 2024 and meet
our ambitious climate goals.”

Earlier this week, the SFMTA released an evaluation of street safety improvements, showing the
beneficial effects of improved infrastructure programs in San Francisco. Of bicyclists who were

surveyed, 83% reported increased comfort after the completion of the projects. Turk Street saw a
187% increase in bike counts following a bike lane being installed. Additionally, projects helped
slow traffic, such as an observed 18% decrease in vehicle speeds on Vicente Street following the
introduction of new bike lanes and speed humps.

it
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from the Mission on the newly-finished protected bike lane on Valencia Street. Mayor Breed
directed the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA) to expedite the
construction of that project in September of last year.

“Since 2006, bicycling in San Francisco has almost tripled. As our city continues to grow, we
know we need more protected bike lanes, not only to keep people safe, but also to encourage
more people to bike in the City and reduce congestion. That is why I am directing the SFMTA
to double our pace of creating new bike lanes in San Francisco,” said Mayor Breed. “While we
work to create the bike infrastructure we need, we also need to make sure that we’re keeping
cars and trucks out of the bike lane so that bicyclists are not forced into traffic.”

The SFMTA goal of 20 miles of on-street protected bike lanes within the next two years
would increase dedicated bike infrastructure throughout the City and help create a more
complete protected bicycle network. In 2017-2018, SFMTA built protected bike lanes at a
pace of just over 5 miles per year. The increased production will be possible in part due to
Mayor Breed’s efforts to streamline the process to deliver safety projects, which she
announced in March, and will be heard by the SFMTA Board later this month.

In the last six months of 2018, the SFMTA reported roughly 27,000 citations for infractions
related to blocking bike lanes. Mayor Breed’s ask to the SFMTA will increase these citations
by 10% in the next six months based on 311 data, in order to better keep these lanes clear.

“On San Francisco's biggest biking day of the year, Mayor Breed has issued a bold challenge
to the SFMTA to quickly close the gaps in our citywide protected bike lane network,” said
Brian Wiedenmeier, Executive Director of the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition. “Building out
our infrastructure is the best way to improve safety and make it easier for people to bike to
work, school or wherever they may need to go. We will need more of this kind of leadership
moving forward if we want to grow the number of people biking, achieve Vision Zero by 2024
and meet our ambitious climate goals.”

Earlier this week, the SFMTA released an evaluation of street safety improvements, showing
the beneficial effects of improved infrastructure programs in San Francisco. Of bicyclists who
were surveyed, 83% reported increased comfort after the completion of the projects. Turk
Street saw a 187% increase in bike counts following a bike lane being installed. Additionally,
projects helped slow traffic, such as an observed 18% decrease in vehicle speeds on Vicente
Street following the introduction of new bike lanes and speed humps.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support for Uses in the Upper Market NCT & NCT-3 Zoning Districts (File # 2019-003581PCA)
Date: Friday, May 10, 2019 9:19:32 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: Tom Radulovich <tom@livablecity.org>

Sent: Wednesday, May 08, 2019 5:39 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Rodney Fong <planning@rodneyfong.com>; Rich Hillis <richhillissf@yahoo.com>; Johnson, Milicent
(CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards,
Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>

Cc: Sanchez, Diego (CPC) <diego.sanchez@sfgov.org>; Starr, Aaron (CPC) <aaron.starr@sfgov.org>;
Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC) <anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>;
Rahaim, John (CPC) <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>; Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
<rafael.mandelman@sfgov.org>; Temprano, Tom (BOS) <tom.temprano@sfgov.org>

Subject: Support for Uses in the Upper Market NCT & NCT-3 Zoning Districts (File # 2019-
003581PCA)

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

Dear Commissioners,

On behalf of Livable City, | want to express our strong support for Supervisor Mandelman’s
ordinance modifying the uses permitted in the Upper Market and NCT zoning districts.

We believe the ordinance will advance several important goals. It will make it simpler for locally-
owned, community-serving businesses and institutions to locate in Upper Market. It will permit arts
and nonprofit uses, which are increasingly displaced from zoning districts where they have to
compete with general office uses, to make use of vacant spaces in Upper Market. Arts and
nonprofits are important contributors to community livability and identity.It will create a consistent
set of ‘good neighbor’ conditions for liquor store uses, similar to those for eating and drinking uses,
while easing the restrictions on liquor store uses, especially those that don’t sell distilled spirits, in
the Upper Market zoning districts.
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Relaxing use controls will help fill vacant storefronts along Upper Market and elsewhere, especially
if coupled with increased penalties for building owners who keep storefronts empty for long
periods.

We ask you to consider two modifications to the staff recommendations:

1. Merge “Philanthropic Administrative Service” use into “Social Service and Philanthropic
Facility". Philanthropic Administrative Service, which includes charitable foundations and similar
uses, was created as a separate use decades ago to permit a charitable foundation to occupy the
upper floors of a building in the Upper Fillmore Neighborhood Commercial District. Unfortunately
the author of that ordinance did not take care to permit Philanthropic Administrative Service uses in
other districts, so it was erroneously banned in many zoning districts, including most NC districts,
making it one of the most restricted uses in the entire Planning Code. We support Supervisor
Mandelman’s approach, which is to treat it as the code does other, similar institutional uses.
However the use shouldn’t really exist; there’s no reason to regulate charitable foundations
separately from other, similar nonprofit institutions. The commission can take this opportunity to
correct a historic mistake and simplify the code by merging Philanthropic Administrative Service into
the broader use category (Social Service and Philanthropic Facility) into which it belongs.

2. Classify most retail sales and service, arts and entertainment, and institutional uses as “active
uses” in Section 145.4. Section 145.4 mandates active ground-floor uses along certain commercial
streets, and applies across many zoning districts of the City. The current definition includes most
retail sales and services uses, most institutional uses, and arts and entertainment uses, but excludes
other similar uses.. This exclusion effectively bans these uses along streets where they are otherwise
permitted by the Code. We support the staff recommendation to include Liquor Store and Arts
Activities uses among the active uses permitted by Section 145.4, but ask that you consider adding
Nighttime Entertainment and certain other uses. Section 145.4 should include:

* all retail sales and services uses except hotel and motel (although a reasonably-sized lobby
entrance, and eating, drinking, and retail uses accessory to hotels and motels, should be permitted)
* all institutional uses, except residential care;

*all arts, entertainment, and recreation uses.

If neighborhoods wish to restrict specific uses on the ground floor, they can do so with the use
controls for the specific zoning district rather than those of Section 145.4, which apply across many
zoning districts.

Thank you for your consideration.
Best,

Tom Radulovich

Executive Director

Livable City & Sunday Streets
301 8th Street, Suite 235
San Francisco CA 94103

415 344-0489
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From: Starr, Aaron (CPC)
To: FrankSFung@gmail.com; richhillissf@gmail.com; mooreurban@aol.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel
(CPQC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC)
Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY
Subject: Board Report
Date: Thursday, May 09, 2019 11:50:31 AM
Attachments: 2019 05 09.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
May 6-10, 2019

Planning Commission Report: May 9, 2019

Land Use Committee

e No Planning Department items

Full Board

e 190249 Development Agreement - SYTS Investments, LLC - 915 Cayuga Avenue. Sponsor:
Safai. Staff: Flores. PASSED Second Read

e 190250 Planning Code, Zoning Map - Cayuga/Alemany Special Use District. Sponsor: Safai.
Staff: Flores. PASSED Second Read

e 190251 Planning Code - Zoning Map Amendment. Sponsor: Safai. Staff: Flores. PASSED
Second Read

Introductions

e 181216 REINTORDCUTION Planning, Building Codes - Controls on Residential Demolition,
Merger, Conversion, and Alteration. Sponsor: Peskin. Staff: Butkus
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