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MAR Z g 2018
CITY &COUNTY OF S

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
CPC/HPC

BEFORE ~'~€E SAN FRA1o1CIS~0 BOARD Off' APPEALS

■1~■~~

ISSUANCE OF CERTIFICATE OF
APPROPRIATENESS (HISTORIC
PRESERVATION COMMISSION;
MOTION NO. 0331)

Appeal #18-035

D~~e: April 18, 2018
Time: 5:00 P.M.
Place: City Hall, Room 416

This appeal, given the subject matter, is not meant to be confrontational or disrespectful to

anyone's belief, feelings or convictions, but rather is motivated out of the belief, backed by law

and custom, that we as a society 1) should adhere to rule of law, 2) should have intellectual

integrity and 3) should be cognizant that dislike or distaste for something does not permit its

destruction or denial. For example, we do not burn books (think Nazi Germany) because they are

disfavored, nor do we destroy statues (think Taliban destruction of Buddha Statues in

Afghanistan). I would also add acliche -not to know history, is to repeat history.

I believe that it is for these reasons that there has long been a recognition in this country of

historic preservation. There would be very little to preserve if preservation was premised on

subjective standards -one can always find a relatively significant segment of society that would

find almost anything not to be worthy of preservation. It is for this reason that objective

standards have been established for determination of what is to be preserved.
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To that end, preservation and of applying objective criteria, the San Francisco Planning
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Department has a Historic Preservation Commission (HPC). The word "preservation" must be

emphasized here: preservation is the antithesis of destruction. Here, the HPC acted not to

preserve the historic 1894 Pioneer Monument (which withstood the 1906 earthquake), but to

destroy or alter in such a meaningful and substantive manner so as to constitute its "constructive"

destruction. "Constructive" as just used is in the legal sense where the law deems the destruction

~ to have occurred by the surrounding facts, conduct, circumstances and/or instrumentality. Here,

banishing the "Early Day" portion of the Monument to "storage" has the very same effect as to

destroy it, indeed that is the desired effect of its proposed removal.

THE COMMISSION COULD NOT ACT ON THE REQUEST FOR A CERTIFICATE
OF APPROPRIATENESS BECAUSE THE REQUESTER OF THE CERTIFICATE HAD

NO STANDING/AUTHORITY TO MAKE THE REQUEST

The application for the Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) does not identify the

applicants name.l It is signed by "Tom DeCaigny, Director of Cultural Affairs, indicating

(incorrectly) he is the "owner." Despite such ambiguities, taken in whole, it is clear the applicant

Iwas the San Francisco Arts Commission.

To determine the San Francisco Arts Commission standing to make such a request, one

must look at its authority to act. First, it is indisputable that the Pioneer Monument was donated

the City and County of San Francisco and it was officially accepted by the City and County in

1894. Thus, the City and County is the owner of the Monument. Accordingly, the only way the

1 In order to save trees, the Board is requested to take administrative notice of the HPC's
voluminous file underlying the subject matter which is available on the Internet at HPC's website.
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Arts Commission could submit an application is if it was lawfully acting as an agent on behalf of

City and County.

The Arts Commission is established by section 5.103 of the City's Charter. That section

authorizes the Art Commission to promote and encourage the arts; absolutely nothing in the

Charter remotely empowers the Arts Commission to destroy or otherwise remove, alter or

destroy pieces of art. Indeed, it is expressly against California law to destroy or alter art. Civil

Code §987(c)(1) provides:

"No person, except an artist who owns and possesses a
work of fine art which the artist has created, shall intentionally
commit, or authorize the intentional commission of, any physical
defacement, mutilation, alteration, or destruction of a work of fine art."

In short, the Arts Commission has no authority, and thus no standing, to seek the COA

from the Historical Preservation Commission (HPC). Indeed the attempt to obtain the COA was

~an ultra vires act in violation of California law. Civil Code §987(c)(1).

(EVEN IF THE STANDING ISSUE IS OVERCOME, THE HISTORIC PRESERVATIONCOMMISSION CATEGORICALLY ERRED IN ISSUING THE CERTIFICATE

As noted above, Civil Code §987(c)(1) forbids destruction or alteration of art.

Unquestionably, the HPC authorization of the COA serves "to authorize the intentional

commission of ......... alteration, or destruction of a work of fine art." (Civil Code §987(c)(1)).

The fine art was the creation of a historically recognized artist, Frank H. Happersberger. It has

always been conceded that the Pioneer Monument is a work of fine art. Removal of the Early

Days component of the Pioneer Monument is beyond doubt an alteration of the piece of art. In

3
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addition, it will result in the destruction of the work of art by removal (and hiding in storage) of a

key component of the art piece. Further, the proposed removal of the Early Days also serves to

y "deface" and "mutilate" the works of art (the Pioneer Movement and the Early Day

component).

THE ISSUANCE OF THE COA Wr~S PR~MISE~ ON INCONTROVERTIBLE
MISREPRESENTATIONS OF FACTS AND WAS ARBITRARY AND

CAPRICIOUS

The COA wrongly concluded removal of "Early Days" to an unknown storage location

adequately preserves it. This misses the point: The issue here is the preservation of the whole

Pioneer Monument, not its disassembly and the "preservation" of it in a piecemeal fashion. As

noted above, secreting part of the Monument to unknown storage location is tantamount to the

destruction of Early Days -its presence for human perception is destroyed by hiding it.

Under its "Findings," the HPC wrongly concluded the removal of Early Days would not

materially alter tl~e character defining features ar spatial relationship of the landmark district.

How a monument that has stood for 120 plus years as a center piece in the Civic Center

Historical District is not a defining feature is simply incredible and not supported by any

evidence. It is the oldest, and most historic (literally and also in the sense of telling history) part

of the Civic Center. It pre-dates City Hall by years. It survived the 1906 earthquake, one of the

worst calamity to hit San Francisco. It spatial relationship to the district is also incontrovertible.

Removal of the Early Day element from the Pioneer Monument is to remove the complete sense

2 See attached hereto the subject Motion No. 0331 of February 21, 2018 with its Preamble,
Conditions of Approval, Findings and Decision.
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of balance and symmetry of the Monument and the imagery one has looking from United
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The HPC wrongly concluded "historic features" would be retained. This is Orwellian.

How does one maintain a historic feature by taking and hiding it from the public? Historically,

the Monument has at all times had the Early Days element, and its removal and secretion is not

retention, but destruction of a historic future.

The HPC wrongly found the project would not add "any conjectural historical features or
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features that lend a false sense of historical development." This is belied by the fact that the very

(political/cultural3) reason for the removal of Early Days is meant to present a false sense of the

Monument and the historic mentality at the time of its dedication and acceptance by the City. In

addition, the HPC wants to add a "conjectural historic feature" by requiring under "Conditions of

Approval" an undefined plaque. The "plaque shall be installed at the site of the Early Days

sculpture to explain its removal." Conjecture is necessary to speculate as to the wording and the

form of the plaque. Is it going to include dissenting opinions? One can only imagine the chaos of

negotiating the language of this conjectural plaque.

The HPC wrongly found the project would "retain" the character-defining monumental

scale and axial plan of the Civic Center Landmark District. The facts are to the contrary. As

noted above the symmetry and balance of the Monument would be grossly destroyed, as would

its axial alignment with City Hall. The HPC's conclusion is simply in defiance of visual reality.

3I don't dispute there are numerous legitimate cultural and political issues sincerely held regarding
Early Days. My premise is that their existence does not serve as a proper legal basis to alter the
Monument and remove and hide Early Days. It should be noted that there is already a very
prominent plaque in front of Early Days which articulates objections to its presence.



Finally, the HPC wrongly found compliance with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards.
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Standard 1: the property's historic purpose is being saliently changed by a

politically/culturally motivated alteration of the property's use.

Standard 2: The historic character of the property is being materially altered and the

artist's artistic expression and depiction4 of the times is being destroyed by the removal and

hiding from public view of an essential element of the property and the Pioneer ,,,onument.

Standard 3: As noted above, the removal and secretion of Early Days will serve and is

meant to create a false sense of historical development and add a false sense of what the

Monument expressed and depicted.

Standard 5: Obviously, removal of Early Days materially alters distinctive features or

examples of craftsmanship and construction techniques of the property.

Standard 8: The whole Pioneer Monument is in and of itself an archeological resource

which the removal of Early Days alters/defaces -and its removal is certainly not an act of

protection or preservation of the archeological significance of the monument.

Standard 9: As discussed above, removal of Early Days is an "exterior alteration" that

destroys historic features that characterize the property.

THE HPC PURPOSE IS TO PROTECT HISTORIC ELEMENTS OF SAN FRANCISCO
NOT DESTROY OR MATERIALLY ALTER THEM

The HPC went off of this chartered mission: preservation. There are no concoctions of

words or facts that can cover the reality of the subject COA: material alteration and destruction

4 All art is necessarily a product of its time, and may seem out of place with contemporary morals
and thoughts, but it is for this very reason art is deemed worthy of preservation since it is truly a
human expression form meant to span time no less that written books or films.
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of the oldest element of the Civic Center Historic District. Intellectual honesty cannot allow the

~HPC to abuse and ignore its purpose by allowing the COA to issue, contrary to all facts and

objective standards. Moreover, the HPC did not even consider or review the James Lick trust,

~ which bequeathed the Monument to the City to determine its terms and conditions or any

reversionary interest that might result from the COA.

THE COA WILL SE12VF '~O VIOLA'TE T IE FI~S'T r~l0~dE1VD1VIENT Al~D
CORRESPONDING CALIFORNIA CONSTITUTIONAL PROTECTIONS

The COA runs afoul of the First Amendment by discriminating in favor of some

expression over others. This is self evident from the removal of Early Days, and the expression

~ represented thereby, but leaves in place the other expressions represented by the remaining

features of the Monument. See generally Hamper v. City of Pasco (9th Cir. 2001) 241 F. 3d 1068.

~In addition, the condition of removal of Early Days, i.e. the placement of a plaque explaining its

manifestly involves a discriminatory selection of some speech expression over other

~ speech/expression.

In sum, the COA violates the First Amendment and the corresponding California

~ Constitutional guarantees.

AT THE VERY LEAST AN EII~ UNDER CEQA IS FIRST REQUIRED AS THE
MONUMENT IS A PUBLIC RESOURCE

As the Pioneer Monument is on in the National Historic District Registry and the

California Registry as well, the Monument is thus conclusively an "historic resource" under

Public Resource Code §5024.1(g) for CEQA purposes. Once a property is an "historical

resource," it must be determined if the proposed project could cause a substantial adverse change

in the significance of the historical resource. CEQA defines a "substantial adverse change" as the
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physical demolition, destruction, relocation or alteration of the historical resource or its

immediate surroundings such that the significance of an historical resource would be "materially

impaired." CEQA defines "materially impaired" as work that materially alters, in an adverse

manner, those physical characteristics that convey the resources historical significance and

its inclusion in the California Registry of Historic Places. See generally 14 CCR

~ § 15064.5.

Here, there is undoubtedly such an adverse effect, such that at the very least an

Environmental Impact Statement was absolutely necessary prior to the consideration of the COA

~as its issuance is not exempt under CEQA.

CONCLUSION

Art is well recognized as a form of freedom of expression. Therefore, even if distasteful or

offensive, it must be protected and preserved. Here, the subject work of art already has planted at

fits base a commentary disavowing some of imagery imparted. The Pioneer Monument cannot

~ lawfully be altered as such would violate the applicable historic preservation standards, Civil

Code §987, the First Amendment to the U.S. Constitution and Freedom of Expression protected

Eby the California Constitution. And, in addition, it is just plain bad public policy. Finally, at the

very least, an EIR is necessary prior to even considering the issuance of a COA.

For the foregoing reasons, the COA's issuance was factually and legally wrong and in

wholly at odds with historic preservation and ideals of freedom of artistic expression and must be

reversed.

Dated: March 29, 2018 Respectfully submitted,

Frear Steph~i Schmid'
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Historic Preservation Commission 1650 Mission St.
Suite 400

Motion No. 0331 SanFr~ncisco,
CA 94103-2479

HEARING DATE: FEBRUARY 21, 2018 Reception:
415.558.6378

Case No.: 2017-015491COA F~~
Project Address: Fulton Street Right-Of-Way 415.558.6409

Historic Landmark: Civic Center Landmark District Planning
Zoning: P (Public) Information:

80-X Height and Bulk District 415.558.6377

Block/Lot: Between Blocks 0353 and 0354
Applicant: Allison Cummings

San Francisco Arts Commission

401 Van Ness Ave., Suite 325

pan rrancisco, C[~ y4iUL

allison. Cummings@sfgov. org
Staff Contact Eiliesh Tuffy - (415) 575-9191

eiliesh.tuffy@sfgov. org

Reviewed B~ Tim Frye — (415) 575-6822

tim.frye@sfgov.org

ADOPTING FINDINGS FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS FOR PROPOSED WORK
DETERMINED TO BE APPROPRIATE FOR AND CONSISTENT WITH THE PURPOSES OF
ARTICLE 10, TO MEET THE STANDARDS OF ARTICLE 10 AND TO MEET THE SECRETARY OF
INTERIOR'S STANDARDS FOR REHABILITATION, FOR THE PROPERTY LOCATED ON LOTS
031-034 IN ASSESSOR'S BLOCK 0524, WITHIN AN RH-2 (RESIDENTIAL, HOUSE, TWO-FAMILY)
ZONING DISTRICT AND A 40-X HEIGHT AND BULK DISTRICT.

PREAMBLE

WHEREAS, on December 5, 2017, Allison Cummings with the San Francisco Arts Commission (Project
Sponsor) filed an application with the San Francisco Planning Department (hereinafter "Departrnent") for
a Certificate of Appropriateness to alter a small scale character-defining feature in the Civic Center
Landmark District by removing to storage the bronze "Early Days" sculptural group from the (James
Lick) Pioneer Monument. The subject property is located within the Fulton Street right-of-way, between
Block 0353 and Block 0354. T'he work includes:

■ Removal of the "Early Days" bronze sculptural grouping, which is one out of five existing bronze
sculptures on the Pioneer Monument. The sculpture will be removed and prepared for storage by
conservation professionals. Storage will occur at an off-site location that provides adequate
protection of the sculpture from physical and environmental damage or deterioration.

www.sfpla;~nir~.ar~



Motion No. 0331
February 21, 2018

CASE NO 2017-015491COA
Pioneer Monument —Fulton Street R.O.W.

■ Repair and patching of abandoned anchor points at the "early Days" granite base, to be executed
using the gentlest cleaning methods necessary and historically appropriate patching materials so
as not to cause of further any damage or deterioration to the historic stone.

WHEREAS, the Project was determined by the Department to be categorically exempt from
environmental review. T'he Historic Preservation Commission (hereinafter "Commission") has reviewed
and concurs with said determination.

WHEREAS, on February 21, 2018, the Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing on the
current project, Case No. 2017-015491COA ("Project") for its appropriateness.

WHEREAS, in reviewing the Application, the Commission has had available for its review and
consideration case reports, plans, and other materials pertaining to the Project contained in the
Department's case files, has reviewed and heard testimony and received materials from interested parties
during the public hearing on the Project.

,_.~ u~a~ u~c ~viiwu~~ivii LC1CUy ~Zaiiis ~viiYl L.OIlQ1ilOIlS OI l~pprovai ttl2 l:erhhcate Of
Appropriateness, in conformance with the application materials dated received December 5, 2018 and
labeled Exhibit A on file in the docket for Case No. 2017-015491COA based on the following findings:

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

■ Upon completion of the Project, any documentation (photographs, written documentation,
specifications for granite repair, etc.) that is completed as part of the removal and storage of the
"Early Days" sculpture should be forwarded to the Planning Department to be added to the
administrative record for Case No. 2017-015491COA.

■ A plaque shall be installed at the site of the Early Days sculpture to explain its removal.

FINDINGS

Having reviewed all the materials identified in the recitals above and having heard oral testimony and
arguments, this Commission finds, concludes, and determines as follows:

1. The above recitals are accurate and also constitute findings of the Commission.

2. Findings pursuant to Article 10:

The Historical Preservation Commission has determined that the proposed work is compatible
with the character of the landmark district as described in the designation report as amended to
February 10, 1994.

■ While this project would cause a reduction in the number of bronze sculptural figures on
public display as part of the Pioneer Monument, it would not materially alter the character
defining features or spatial relationships of the landmark district.

SAM FflANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
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Motion No. 0331
February 21, 2018

CASE NO 2017-015491COA
Pioneer Monument —Fulton Street R.O.W.

■ Historic features, materials and finishes dating from the districts period of significance
would be retained and severely deteriorated materials would be replaced with features
matching the original in terms of design, details, material composition, color, and finish. The
work would also be monitored by qualified art conservarionists to ensure compliance with
historic preservation standards.

■ The proposed project would not add any conjectural historical features or features that lend a
false sense of historical development to the landmark district.

■ If the proposed work were to be reversed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the
site and surrounding district would remain intact.

■ The project would retain the character-defining monumental scale and axial plan of the Civic
Center Landmark District.

■ The proposed project meets the following Secretary of the Interior's Standards for
Rehabilitation:

Standard 1.
A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires minimal change
to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and environment.

Standard 2.
The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic materials
ar alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided.

Standard 3.
Each properh~ will be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes that create a
false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or elements from other
historic properties, will not be undertaken.

Standard 5.
Distinctive features, finishes, and construction
characterize a property shall be preserved.

techniques or examples of craftsmanship that

Standard 6.
Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of deterioration
requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature will match the old in design, color,
texture, and, where possible, materials. Replacement of missing features will be substantiated b~
documentari~ and physical evidence.

Standard 7.
Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken using the gentlest means possible.
Treatments that cause damage to historic materials will not be used.

SAN FRANCISCO 
3PLANNING DEPARTMENT



Motion No. 0331 CASE NO 2017-015491COA
February 21, 2018 Pioneer Monument —Fulton Street R.O.W.

Standard S.

Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and preserved. If such
resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken.

Standard 9.

New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic materials,
features, and spatial relationships that characterize the properh~. The new work will be differentiated
from the old and will be compatible with the historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and
massing to protect the integrihj of the properhj and its environment.

Standard 10.
New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a manner that if
removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment
would be unimpaired.

3. General Plan Compliance. The proposed Certificate of Appropriateness is, on balance,
consistent with the following Objectives and Policies of the General Plan:

I. URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT
THE URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT CONCERNS THE PHYSICAL CHARACTER AND ORDER OF
THE CITY, AND THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN PEOPLE AND THEIR ENVIRONMENT.

GOALS
The Urban Design Element is concerned both with development and with preservation. It is a concerted
effort to recognize the .positive attributes of the cihj, to enhance and conserve those attributes, and to
improve the living environment where it is less than satisfactori~. The Plan is a definition of quality, a
def-mition based upon human needs.

OBJECTIVE 1
EMPHASIS OF THE CHARACTERISTIC PATTERN WHICH GNES TO THE CITY AND ITS
NEIGHBORHOODS AN IMAGE, A SENSE OF PURPOSE, AND A MEANS OF ORIENTATION.

POLICY 1.3
Recognize that buildings, when seen together, produce a total effect that characterizes the cihj and its
districts.

OBJECTIVE 2

CONSERVATION OF RESOURCES WHICH PROVIDE A SENSE OF NATURE, CONTWUITY
WITH THE PAST, AND FREEDOM FROM OVERCROWDING.

POLICY 2.4

Preserve notable landmarks and areas of historic, architectural or aesthetic value, and promote the
preservation of other buildings and features that provide continuih~ with past development.

SAN FRANCISCO 
4PLANNINt3 DEPARTMENT



Motion No. 0331
February 21, 2018

CASE NO 2017-015491COA
Pioneer Monument —Fulton Street R.O.W.

POLICY 2.5
Use care in remodeling of older buildings, in order to enhance rather than weaken the original character of
such buildings.

POLICY 2.7
Recognize and protect outstanding and unique areas that contribute in an extraordinary degree to San
Francisco's visual form and character.

The goal of a Certificate of Appropriateness is to provide additional oversight for buildings and districts
that are architecturally or culturally significant to the Cihf in order to protect the qualities that are
associated with that significance.

The proposed project qualifies for a Certificate of Appropriateness and therefore furthers these policies and
objectives by maintaining and preserving the character-defining features of the 1338 Filbert 'Street Cottages
for the future enjoyment and education of San Francisco residents and visitors.

4. T'he proposed project is generally consistent with the eight General Plan priority policies set forth
in Section 101.1 in- that:

A) The existing neighborhood-serving retail uses will be preserved and enhanced and future
opportunities for resident employment in and ownership of such businesses will be
enhanced:

The proposed project will not have any impact on neighborhood serving retail uses.

B) The existing housing and neighborhood character will be conserved and protected in order to
preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods:

The proposed project will strengthen neighborhood character b~ respecting the character-defining
- features of the landrrtark districf iri conformance with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards.

C) The City's supply, of affordable housing will be preserved and enhanced:

The project will not reduce the affordable housing supply.

D) T'he commuter traffic will not impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or
neighborhood parking:

The proposed project will not result in commuter traffic impeding MUNI transit service or
overburdening the streets or neighborhood parking.

E) A diverse economic base will be maintained by protecting our industrial and service sectors
from displacement due to commercial office development. And future opportunities for
resident employment and ownership in these sectors will be enhanced:

SAH FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
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Motion No. 0331 CASE NO 2017-015491COA
February 21, 2018 Pioneer Monument —Fulton Street R.O.W.

The proposed will not have any impact on industrial and service sector jobs.

F) T'he City will achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss of
life in an earthquake.

Preparedness against injun~ and loss of life in an earthquake is improved b~ the proposed work. All
work on site will be executed in compliance with all applicable construction and safehj measures.

G) That landmark and historic buildings will be preserved:

The proposed project is in conformance with Article 10 of the Planning Code and the Secretary of the
Interior's Standards.

H) Parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas will be protected from
development:

The proposed project will not impact the access to sunlight or vistas for the parks and open space.

5. For these reasons, the proposal overall, is appropriate for and consistent with the purposes of
Article 10, meets the standards of Article 10, and the Secretary of Interior's Standards for
Rehabilitation, General Plan and Prop M findings of the Plaru~ulg Code.

SAt~ FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPApTMENT 
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Motion No. 0331
February 21, 2018

DECISION

CASE NO 2017-015491COA
Pioneer Monument —Fulton Street R.O.W.

That based upon the Record, the submissions by the Applicant, the staff of the Department and other
interested parties, the oral testimony presented to this Commission at the public hearings, and all other
written materials submitted by all parties, the Commission hereby APPROVES a Certificate of
Appropriateness for the Pioneer Monument located in the Fulton Street right-of-way between Assessor's
Block 0353 and Slock 0354 for proposed work in conformance with the application materials dated as
received December 5, 2017 and labeled Exhibit A on file in the docket for Case No. 2017-015491COA.

APPEAL AND EFFECTIVE DATE OF MOTION: The Commission's decision on a Certificate of
Appropriateness shall be final unless appealed within thirty (30) days. Any appeal shall be made to
the Board of Appeals, unless the proposed project requires Soard of Supervisors approval or is
appealed to the Board of Supervisors as a conditional use, in which case any appeal shall be made to
the Board of Supervisors (see Charter Section 4.135).

Duration of this Certificate of Appropriateness: This Certificate of Appropriateness is issued pursuant
to r"~~iiue iv of the i iaruuiig Code and is valid for a period or` three ~3j years rrom file ettective date of
approval by the Historic Preservation Commission. The authorization and right vested by virtue of this
action shall be deemed void and canceled if, within 3 years of the date of this Motion, a site permit or
building permit for the Project has not been secured by Project Sponsor.

THIS IS NOT A PERMIT TO COMMENCE ANY WORK OR CHANGE OF OCCUPANCY UNLESS
NO BUILDING PERMIT IS REQUIRED. PERMITS FROM THE DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING
INSPECTION (and any other appropriate agencies) MUST BE SECURED BEFORE WORK IS
STARTED OR OCCUPANCY IS CHANGED.

I hereby certify that the Historical Preservation Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Motion on
February 21, 2018.

Jonas P. Ionin
Commission Secretary

AYES: Wolfram, Hyland, Johnck, Johns, Pearlman, Matsuda

NAYS: None

ABSENT: None

ADOPTED: February 21, 2018

SAN FRANCISCO 
7PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY

I certify I delivered true and correct copies of the attached brief with the exhibit on March

29, 2018 before 5:00 P.M. to the following interested parties:

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Ave, #325
San Francisco, CA 94102

San Francisco Historic Commission
1650 Mission Street, #400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dated: March 29, 2018 ,, ,~

,~ Frear Stephen Schmid
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
Date: Wednesday, April 04, 2018 8:25:03 AM

Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

-----Original Message-----
From: Bina Shah [mailto:ebinashah@hotmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 04, 2018 8:00 AM
To: MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha
(BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London
(BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors, (BOS);
richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin
(CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com;
aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com;
dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC);
gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org
Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or
without amendments. As you know, if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over
planning and housing.
All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems.

These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.

Thank you,

(Name)

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:paolo.ikezoe@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

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

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** STATEMENT *** MAYOR MARK FARRELL ON THE SHOOTING AT THE YOU TUBE CAMPUS IN SAN

BRUNO
Date: Wednesday, April 04, 2018 8:22:23 AM
Attachments: 4.3.18 San Bruno Shooting.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department¦City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309¦Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, April 03, 2018 4:45 PM
To: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR)
Subject: *** STATEMENT *** MAYOR MARK FARRELL ON THE SHOOTING AT THE YOU TUBE CAMPUS
IN SAN BRUNO
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, April 3, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 
 

*** STATEMENT ***
 

MAYOR MARK FARRELL ON THE SHOOTING
AT THE YOU TUBE CAMPUS IN SAN BRUNO

 
 
“The shooting today at the YouTube campus is the latest in a string of tragedies. Our hearts
are with our neighbors in San Bruno and we are sending our deepest sympathies to everyone
affected by this incident.
 
Gun violence is tearing apart our communities. We cannot grow numb to these terrible acts.
Republicans in Congress must pass meaningful gun control and safety policies. We know that
these changes would reduce gun violence and save lives.
 
The time for more common sense gun safety and control policies has long since passed. There
have been nearly 60 mass shootings this year alone in our nation. We should demand that all
of our elected leaders—especially our President—do something to respond to this national
crisis.”
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mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR   MARK E.  FARRELL  
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1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, ROOM 200 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681 


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 


 


 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 


Tuesday, April 3, 2018 


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


 


 


*** STATEMENT *** 


MAYOR MARK FARRELL ON THE SHOOTING  


AT THE YOUTUBE CAMPUS IN SAN BRUNO  
 


 


“The shooting today at the YouTube campus is the latest in a string of tragedies. Our hearts are 


with our neighbors in San Bruno and we are sending our deepest sympathies to everyone 


affected by this incident.  


 


Gun violence is tearing apart our communities. We cannot grow numb to these terrible acts. 


Republicans in Congress must pass meaningful gun control and safety policies. We know that 


these changes would reduce gun violence and save lives. 


 


The time for more common sense gun safety and control policies has long since passed. There 


have been nearly 60 mass shootings this year alone in our nation. We should demand that all of 


our elected leaders—especially our President—do something to respond to this national crisis.” 
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: 827
Date: Tuesday, April 03, 2018 11:39:54 AM
Attachments: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827.msg
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STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Janette Barroca

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; sandra.fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org; info@sfmca.org



Dear Supervisors, As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future. 


            Thank you,  Janette  Barroca








STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Judith Hulka

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)
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Dear Supervisors,












As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution





opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 





if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 





All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 












These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.












Thank you,





Judith Hulka





hulka@earthlink.net





Current property owner, Fontana West


Former home owner in Pacific Heights for 20 years


Long-term Board Member of Pacific Heights Residents Association (PRSA)


Former President, NAPP (Neighborhood Association for Presidio Planning) for 10 Years




















STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Susan Spiwak

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org
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Dear Supervisors,





As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution


opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 


if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city's control over planning and housing. 


All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 





These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.





Thank you,





Susan Spiwak








STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Dave Meaney

		To

		Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org

		Cc

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov

		Recipients
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Dear Supervisors, 





As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future. In addition, this bill is inconsistent with the topic Senator Wiener just raised in his last communication to his constituents, his concerns around enough water for California given another drier year.  How do these bills address this recurring concern and problem in our state!





We have so many other long term issues we should be working to fix such as decaying infrastructure, homelessness and public transportation before turning our attention to other matters.  


 


Dave Meaney








STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
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		mary russell

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org
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Dear Supervisors- as a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. All California cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future. 





Thank you,





Mary E. Russell


1580 Filbert Street, #15


San Francisco  94123
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Dear Supervisors,





As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution


opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 


if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 


All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 





These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.





Thank you,


Best Regards 


Rachel Podlishevsky 











Sent from my iPad
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Dear Supervisors,





As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution


opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 


if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 


All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 





These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.





Thank you,





Irving Zaretsky
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Dear Supervisors,





As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution


opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 


if these bills are passed, the State would highjack each city’s control over Planning and Housing. 


All of California deserves better solutions to Housing problems. 





Don’t give away the exquisite nature of San Francisco.  Find another way!





Thank you,





Julia Bromley


2022 Jefferson Street
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Dear Supervisors,





As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution


opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 


if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 


All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 





These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.





Thank you,





Doug Boszhardt 








Sent from my iPhone
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Dear Supervisors,





As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution


opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 


if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 


All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 





These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.





Thank you,





(Name)








Ed


Sent from my iPhone


Errors compliments of iPhone dictation
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Dear Supervisors,





As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution


opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 


if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 


All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 





These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.





Thank you,





(Name)








Sent from my iPhone
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Dear Supervisors,





As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution


opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 


if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 


All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 





These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.





Thank you,





(Name)


Harvey Goodman MD





Sent from my iPhone









From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
Date: Tuesday, April 03, 2018 11:38:57 AM

Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

-----Original Message-----
From: Andrew C Christie [mailto:artmetal@earthlink.net]
Sent: Tuesday, April 03, 2018 10:08 AM
To: MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha
(BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London
(BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors, (BOS);
richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin
(CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com;
aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com;
dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC);
gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org
Cc: Susan Meyer
Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or
without amendments. As you know, if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over
planning and housing.
All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems.

These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.

Thank you,
Andrew C. Christie (Res. 50 Years)
2859 Octavia Street
San francisco  Ca. 94123
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From: Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC)
To: richhillissf@yahoo.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel

(CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; Ellen
Johnck - HPC (ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com); dianematsuda@hotmail.com;
jonathan.perarlman.hpc@gmail.com; rsejohns@yahoo.com

Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY
Subject: SFPlanning At SPUR Tomorrow Night
Date: Tuesday, April 03, 2018 10:37:42 AM

Dear Commissioners,
 
Even with all of the hours of planning presentations that you see, I thought you may be interested to
know about this event. We’ll be talking about our major projects as SPUR in the Japanese format,
Pecha Kucha. This event will make up for all the times that you’ve found us droning on a bit too long.
This format forces us to work in a set and fast-moving format (20 slides/ 20 seconds). Come hear us
cover seven complex projects in under seven minutes each. SPUR’s Evening Forum, 6pm at 654
Mission Street, this Wednesday, April 4.
 
Here’s our featured projects:

1.       Housing Affordability Strategy. A framework to evaluate current/future housing policies to
best address the City’s diverse needs.

2.       Connect SF. A multi-agency partnership with the public to build an effective, equitable &
sustainable transportation system for our future.

3.       Community Stabilization & Anti-Displacement Strategy. A kit of tools & policies to stabilize
our most vulnerable communities.

4.       Waterfront Vision & Adaptation Strategy. Driven by the need to adapt to rising seas, a
strategy to protect homes, communities & businesses from climate hazards while
celebrating our iconic waterfront.

5.       Railyards & Boulevard Project. A study to ensure future rail services best serves the state,
the region, the city and the neighborhoods.

6.       The HUB. A plan to capitalize on the area’s growth to best support housing, transportation,
the public realm, and the arts.

7.       Central SoMa. A plan to create a sustainable neighborhood, with social, economic and
environmental benefit.

 
Here’s our speakers:
AnMarie Rodgers is the SFPlanning Department’s Director of Citywide Policy, overseeing a current
staff of 50 and a budget of $5.9 million.  She is proud to have served SFPlanning for 19 years,
winning a US congressional commendation for her work; most of all, she works to make planning
policy more just and expansive.
James Pappas is a Planner focused on housing policy at the Department who perhaps not so
coincidentally also happens to be a native San Franciscan. Prior to joining Planning, James worked for
four years on affordable housing preservation and policy at a statewide housing nonprofit and also
worked for many years in direct health and social services.
 
Tam Tran works on ConnectSF, which is our City’s long-range transportation planning effort being
undertaken with Planning, SFMTA, SFCTA, and OEWD. She brings 14 years of transportation
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experience, including corridor studies, multimodal planning, and station area planning.
 
Kimia Haddadan is a Senior Policy and Legislative Planner and has been with the Department for
over 6 years, focusing on housing policy and community development. She has led multiple housing
programs and policies, including the City’s popular ADU program, and is now advancing the
Department’s focus on equity leading the Community Stabilization and  Anti-Displacement Strategy.
 
Diana Sokolove is a Principle Planner who has been with the City for 14 years. Ms. Sokolove is
leading San Francisco’s sea level rise adaptation efforts and co-chairs the Mayor’s Sea Level Rise
Coordinating Committee.
 
Susan Gygi is the Project Manager for the Railyard Alternatives and I-280 Boulevard (RAB) Study with
over 25 years of professional engineering and planning experience working on all modes of
transportation from planning through design, construction, operations, and maintenance.
 
Lily Langlois is a Senior Planner and has been with the Department for ten years. She is responsible
for managing streetscape design projects, public realm plans and community plans. Her work
includes the Chinatown Broadway Streetscape Plan, the Haight Ashbury Public Realm Plan, the
Ocean and Geneva Avenue Corridor Design Plan, the Market Street Hub Project, the Southeast
Framework and Vision Zero.
 
Steve Wertheim is a Principal Planner at the San Francisco Planning Department. He’s been with the
Department for 12 years, most of that time working on the Central SoMa Plan, which he loves like a
child and can’t wait for it to go off to college.
 
AnMarie Rodgers 
Director of Citywide Planning
 
Planning Department¦City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.558.6395¦Fax: 415.558.6409
Email: AnMarie.Rodgers@SFGov.org
Web: http://sf-planning.org/citywide-planning
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Dear Supervisors,





As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution


opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 


if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 


All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 





These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.





Thank you,





Karen Singer
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Dear Supervisors,





As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution


opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 


if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 


All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 





These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.





Thank you,





Gayle Cerri








Sent from my iPad









From: Landis, Deborah (CPC)
To: CTYPLN - CITY PLANNING EVERYONE
Subject: When Fees Are Not Applicable: Updated Memo
Date: Monday, April 02, 2018 4:04:40 PM
Attachments: PIC Fee Stamp Guidelines 04.02.18.docx

Hi all,
 
We have updated the N/A Fee Memo (attached) to include the following changes.

1)      New language stating, “If a project requires legalization work, excluding dwelling unit
legalization, a fee should be charged.”

2)      Adding a change in the number of bedrooms to trigger Planning review. (The triggers were
previously change of use or change in number of dwelling units.)

 
Please let me and Liz Watty know if you have any questions.
 
Thank you,
Deborah
 
 
Deborah Landis
Deputy Director of Administration
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9118 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
 

mailto:deborah.landis@sfgov.org
mailto:CPC.CityPlanningEveryone@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
http://propertymap.sfplanning.org/







San Francisco Planning Department – PIC N/A Guidelines

Fiscal Year 2016-2017



PIC: When Fees Are Not Applicable

Last Updated: April 2, 2018







Introduction

This document is intended to assist planners in responding to requests for a “Not Applicable” (N/A) designation on building permit applications at the Planning Information Center (PIC). Members of the public may have questions about the fees the Planning Department (Planning) charges at the PIC. Planning imposes fees on projects that require Planning review in order to offset the cost of the Planning’s work. These fees are calculated to be the average cost of service for a given fee type, recovering both direct and indirect costs incurred. 



Occasionally, members of the public may be unnecessarily directed to the Planning counter. In such cases, when Planning review is not applicable, PIC staff may mark a project “N/A” in the approval box on the back of the permit. Planning staff may not waive fees when a fee is applicable to a project. The following memo is intended to serve as a guide for PIC staff to determine when a project does not require Planning’s review, or when a ½ price fee may be applied. 



When to use “N/A” and not charge the Planning Fee

The general rule of whether a project requires Planning Department review is if some part of that project requires specific Planning knowledge. If not, the project likely does not need Planning review. Four main categories comprise the universe of projects that are sometimes routed to Planning, but do not need Planning review. These types of projects are outlined below. If the project does not fall within one of the categories listed below, the project should be reviewed by Planning staff, and charged the applicable Planning fee(s). If a project requires legalization work, excluding dwelling unit legalization, a fee should be charged.



Please note: These scopes of work listed below apply to properties classified as Category B and C buildings for historic review purposes; all alterations to Category A buildings require review and approval (along with requisite fees) by a historic preservation planner, unless the scope of work is an interior tenant improvement above the third floor (this determination should still be made by a Preservation Planner, but would be eligible for an “N/A”).






Type 1: Interior Work Only 

a) Basement or ground floor work of a residential building (excluding scopes of work subject to “Rooms Down”) that does not include excavation triggering CEQA review.

b) Other interior work to residential buildings with no change of use or change to the number of dwelling units[footnoteRef:1] or bedrooms. [1:  Reminder: In districts subject to Section 311 or Section 312, interior work that demolishes 75% or more of interior walls requires an intake.] 


c) Interior tenant improvements to non-residential buildings, above the ground floor that do not constitute a change of use.

d) An alteration that does not constitute a change of use under the Planning Code, and that is not a Formula Retail business.

· Require completion of Formula Retail affidavit; then “N/A” permit.



Type 2: Seismic Work

a) Interior seismic work that does not alter the number of dwelling units on-site or is not  visible from the street 



Type 3: Roofing

a) Repair and replacement of roofing materials in-kind, when the roof is not visible from the street.

b) Replacement of any flat roof, regardless of material.



Type 4: Other

a) Repairs to the rear and non-visible portions of the building. “Repair” means removing less than or equal to 50% of the existing structure. Common examples include stair structures, stucco/siding repair and dryrot repair.



How to Use “N/A”

Core PIC staff should be consulted on the appropriateness of using “N/A”. Additionally, when using “N/A”, staff shall include a note on the back of the permit stating why the project does not require Planning review, citing the Type listed above. Projects that receive an “N/A” on the back of the permit do not require the Planning Fee stamp. When stating N/A, please write your name on the back of the permit to ensure that DBI knows who to consult in case there are future questions.



When to use the ½ Planning Fee Stamp

Certain scopes of work that are reviewed by Planning Department staff at the PIC have a reduced (1/2 price) permit fee. These scopes of work are considered standard building maintenance, and are listed in the Department’s Fee Schedule. Permits to repair or replace windows, roofs, siding, and doors may be stamped with the “1/2 Planning Fee” stamp.

Please note: Permits that include any additional scope of work outside of those listed above are not eligible for the ½ fee. For example, a project that includes ground floor development (“rooms down”) plus window replacements is subject to the full fee.

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

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

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Commission Update for the Week of April 2, 2018
Date: Monday, April 02, 2018 2:22:10 PM
Attachments: Commission Weekly Update 4.2.18.doc

 
 
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: Tsang, Francis 
Sent: Monday, April 02, 2018 8:54 AM
To: Tsang, Francis
Subject: Commission Update for the Week of April 2, 2018
 
Good morning.
Please find a memo attached that outlines items before commissions and boards for this week.
Let me know if you have any questions or concerns. 
Francis

Francis Tsang
Deputy Chief of Staff
Office of Mayor Mark Farrell
City and County of San Francisco
415.554.6467 | francis.tsang@sfgov.org
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To: 

Mayor’s Senior Staff

From: 

Francis Tsang

Date: 

April 2, 2018

Re: 

Commission Update for the Week of April 2, 2018

This memorandum summarizes and highlights agenda items before commissions and boards for the week of April 2, 2018. 

Arts (Monday, April 2, 2PM)


Action Items

· Discussion and possible motion to rescind the FY2018-2019 Special Grant to Hayes Valley Neighborhood Association, for an amount not to exceed $30,000 authorized by Resolution No. 0305-18-067.


· Discussion and possible motion to authorize the Director of Cultural Affairs to enter into a grant agreement with Hayes Valley Neighborhood Association (Fiscal Sponsor: Intersection for the Arts) for an amount not to exceed $30,000 to provide community engagement through ongoing arts-related programming in District 5.


· Discussion and possible motion to amend and increase the Special Project Grant to Intersection for the Arts, fiscal sponsor for the Arts Education Alliance of the Bay Area (authorized by Resolution No. 0104-16-016, Resolution No. 0912-16-244 and Resolution No. 1002-17-317) by $20,000, for a total grant amount not to exceed $80,000, and to extend the grant window to June 30, 2019. This grant is to support professional development and networking for the arts provider and teaching artists community.


· Motion to approve Post-Phase 3 Changes of the Tad’s Steakhouse Project.


· Motion to approve Phase 1 of the Daly City Vista Grande Drainage Basin Improvements Project contingent upon: 1) inflecting the flat side of the building to make the structure a parallelogram shape; and 2) simplifying the panels in between the doors.


· Motion to approve Phase 1 of the Castro Station Elevator Project contingent upon 1) that the structural frame have glazing and no mullions; 2) that the top of the elevator be glass; 3) making the structure monochromatic and consistent; 4) implementing the preferred torch light standard; 5) expanding or eliminating the large glass paving at the upper grade level for future proofing; 6) aligning the elevator with the center of entry approach; 7) studying the translucency of the top structure (fritted, opaque or whited) for bird safety; 8) creating more visibility for the elevator at platform level; and 9) studying how security happens in relation to the obelisk.


· Motion to approve Phase 3 of the SFO AirTrain Extension and Improvements Project contigent upon: 1) minimizing the number of panel sizes on the elevator shaft; and 2) using the same pipes used in fencing for the security door instead of a solid door gate.


· Motion to approve Phase 2 of the Angelo Rossi Pool Improvement Project contingent upon: 1) extending the new paving at the entrance for wider path; 2) reducing the number of columns of the entrance passage and substantiating the support beam; 3) respecting the pattern of the eaves; 4) using horizontal cable railing instead of picket vertical rail; 5) using preferred color scheme of cream base and bronze metal: 6) adding some more hedge material on the north side of the building; and 7) using Option 1 of the single panel perforated metal.


· Motion to approve the mural design of The Conductor’s Path by artist Allison Tinati (also known as Hueman). The painted mural will be on the exterior walls on Hickory Alley between Van Ness Avenue and Franklin Street, on the south façade of 131, 145, 149, 155 and 159 Fell Street. The mural will also include the east and west façade of 145 Fell Street. The painted mural will measure approximately 20 ft. x 35 ft., 55 ft. x 40 ft., 20 ft. x 28 ft., 20 ft. x 28 ft. and 20 ft. x 28 ft. The east façade at 145 Fell Street will measure approximately 35 ft. x 25 ft. and the west façade will measure approximately 35 ft. x 25 ft. The project is funded by the Community Challenge Grant and is sponsored by Build Public on behalf of The Friends of Hickory Alley; the painted mural will not become part of the Civic Art Collection. The approval is pending CAPA and VARA waivers for artwork placed on private property.


· Motion to approve the mural design of Tenderloin in Motion by artist Twin Walls Mural Co. (artists Elaine Chu and Marina Perez). The painted mural will be on construction barricades on the entire block of Turk Street between Mason and Taylor Streets on the south side of the street. The painted mural will measure approximately 8 ft. x 300 ft. This temporary mural project will be installed for two years. The project is funded by the Office of Economic and Workforce Development and Group i and is sponsored by CounterPulse; the painted mural will not become part of the Civic Art Collection. The approval is pending a signed CAPA and VARA waiver for artwork placed on private property.


· Motion to rescind the following resolutions due to a clerical error with the payment amounts:


· RESOLUTION NO. 0108-18-017: Motion to authorize the Director of Cultural Affairs to pay each of the following artists an honorarium of up to $5,000 for the development of a proposal for Building 1 Plaza for the Treasure Island Art Program: Ai Wei Wei, Pae White, Chakaia Booker and Ned Kahn (alternate).


· RESOLUTION NO. 0108-18-018: Motion to pay an honorarium of up to $5,000 each to Ai Wei Wei, Antony Gormley and Jorge Pardo for the development of a proposal for Waterfront Plaza for the Treasure Island Art Program.


· RESOLUTION NO. 0108-18-019: Motion to pay an honorarium of up to $5,000 each to Hiroshi Sugimoto, Chakaia Booker and Andy Goldsworthy for the development of a proposal for Yerba Buena Hilltop Park for the Treasure Island Art Program.


· Motion to authorize the Director of Cultural Affairs to pay each of the following artists an honorarium for the development of proposals for the Treasure Island Art Program, not to exceed the amounts listed:


· Building One Plaza Artists:


· Ai Wei Wei, Represented by Haines Fine Arts LTD, $3,000


· Chakaia Booker, $3,826


· Pae White, DBA Pae White Studio, Inc., $3,700


· Waterfront Plaza Artists:


· Ai Wei Wei, Represented by Haines Fine Arts LTD, $3,000


· Antony Gormley, Represented by White Cube Limited, $7,500


· Jorge Pardo, DBA Jorge Pardo Sculpture LLC, $3,725


· Yerba Buena Island Hilltop Park Artists:


· Hiroshi Sugimoto, DBA Door Four LLC, $4,652


· Chakaia Booker, $3,826


· Andy Goldsworthy, Represented by Haines Fine Arts LTD, $5,183


· Motion to rescind the following resolutions due to a schedule change:


· RESOLUTION NO. 0108-18-015: Motion to approve the display of a sculpture entitled Squared by artist Charles Gadeken in Patricia’s Green for a period from January 2018 through January 2019, and to authorize the Director of Cultural Affairs to execute a loan agreement with the artist for $45,000 inclusive of honorarium, loan fee, engineering, insurance, transportation, installation, deinstallation and periodic maintenance of the work during the term of its display, pending approval from the Recreation and Park Commission.


· RESOLUTION NO. 0108-18-016: Motion to approve the display of a sculpture entitled Tara by artist Dana Albany in Patricia’s Green for a period from January 2019 through January 2020, and to authorize the Director of Cultural Affairs to execute a loan agreement with the artist for $20,000 inclusive of honorarium, loan fee, engineering, insurance, transportation, installation, deinstallation and periodic maintenance of the work during the term of its display, pending approval from the Recreation and Park Commission.


· Motion to approve the display of a sculpture entitled Squared by artist Charles Gadeken in Patricia’s Green for a period from May 2018 through May 2019, and to authorize the Director of Cultural Affairs to execute a loan agreement with the artist for $45,000 inclusive of honorarium, loan fee, engineering, insurance, transportation, installation, deinstallation and periodic maintenance of the work during the term of its display, pending approval from the Recreation and Park Commission.


· Motion to approve the display of a sculpture entitled Tara by artist Dana Albany in Patricia’s Green for a period from May 2019 through May 2020, and to authorize the Director of Cultural Affairs to execute a loan agreement with the artist for $20,000 inclusive of honorarium, loan fee, engineering, insurance, transportation, installation, deinstallation and periodic maintenance of the work during the term of its display, pending approval from the Recreation and Park Commission.


· Motion to authorize the Director of Cultural Affairs to increase Michelle Fleck’s contract from $6,720 to $13,440 (an increase of $6,720) to produce a StreetSmARTS Mural at 285 Bartlett Street, to cover two sides of the building flanking the entryway instead of one as accounted for in the original agreement.


· Motion to retroactively approve Erica Deeman, artist, as a panelist for public art selection panels for the 2017-2018 Fiscal Year.


· Motion to approve the following arts professionals as panelists for public art selection panels for the 2017-2018 Fiscal Year:


· Indira Allegra, artist and independent curator


· Jacqueline Francis, Chair, Visual and Critical Studies, California College of the Arts


· Ajuan M. Mance, Professor, English, Mills College and artist


· Karen Mar, Architect, YAMAMAR


· Dorothy Santos, independent writer, editor and curator


· Karen Seneferu, professor, artist and curator


· Motion to approve a curatorial honorarium in the amount of $5,000 to Ann Jastrab for the research and development of an SFAC Galleries’ exhibition (title to be determined) at San Francisco City Hall opening in May 2018.


· Motion to approve artists’ honoraria for participation in an SFAC Galleries exhibition at San Francisco City Hall opening in May 2018. The following artists will receive the following amounts to fund the research and development of artwork for exhibition: Mercedes Dorame ($2,600), Donna J. Wan ($2,000), Greta Pratt ($1,900), Mimi Plumb ($2,500), Kari Orvik ($1,800), Christa Blackwood ($1,800), Jennifer Little ($1,700), Ingeborg Gerdes ($1,800), Tomiko Jones ($1,900) and Kathya Landeros ($2,000). 


· Motion to approve artists’ honoraria for participating in the SFAC Galleries Neighborhood Arts Program 50th Anniversary exhibition, as follows: $2,000 to Veronica De Jesus for newly commissioned works; $400 to each of the following for loaning existing works: Enrique Chagoya, Lenore Chinn, Juan Fuentes, Orlando de la Garza, Katie Gilmartin, Aron Kantor, Việt Lê, Elizabeth Maynard, Geri Montano, Joe Ramos and Rene Yañez, plus additional artists to be announced at a later date.


· Motion to approve Rodney Ewing’s six final designs for the 2018 Art on Market Street Kiosk Poster Series.


· Motion to approve the project outline for the 2019 Art on Market Street Kiosk Poster Series.


· Motion to approve Michael Arcega, Michael Bartalos, Adam Feibelman, Amos Goldbaum and Eric Powell as finalists for the Ambulance Deployment Facility Public Art Project as recommended by the artist selection panel.


· Motion to approve the Conceptual Design (revised design and location of artwork) by Jason Jägel for the San Francisco International Airport: Terminal 1, Boarding Area B, Holdroom 10.


· Motion to approve the final design development documents and construction document phase deliverables for Sarah Sze’s artwork, Double Horizon, for the Moscone Expansion, West Bridge Public Art Project.


· Motion to authorize the Director of Cultural Affairs to enter into a grant agreement with SF Travel for an amount not to exceed $275,000 to support artist presenters, keynote speakers, translation services, cultural venue fees and associated costs of the World Cities Culture Summit in San Francisco in November 2018 as part of local co-host obligations.


· Motion to approve the proposed allocation of $1,000,000 from the Public Art Trust for the following purposes pursuant to Section 429 of the Planning Code, not to exceed the amounts listed for each:


· $500,000 to be awarded to one or more San Francisco-based arts organizations for capital improvement projects;


· $200,000 to be used for multiple grants to artists and/or nonprofit arts organizations within the City’s established cultural districts for artistic projects that celebrate and honor longstanding communities in imaginative and meaningful ways, and which are free and accessible to the general public;


· $300,000 to be used for temporary public art projects in the Civic Center Commons and other sites as recommended by staff and approved by the Commission.

Civil Service (Monday, April 2, 2PM)

Action Items


· Review of Request for Approval of Proposed Personal Services Contracts:


· General Services Agency – City Administrator - $3,000,000 - Provide Clearinghouse services, working with publications posting various City public announcements, notices, and advertising.  Contractor will work closely with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors.  Contractor will follow all official advertising procedures, scheduling and deadlines and all other City posting procedures.  Contractor will furnish the City a copy notice within two (2) hours of the publication’s submission deadline and provide the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors documentation of publications to ensure published notice requirements were met and confirming meetings are still on schedule.  Contractor will provide intermediary services between newspapers, and the Clerk of the board of Supervisors and other City Departments.  Contractor provides special holiday scheduling deadlines weeks prior to affected holiday.  Contractor provides emergency contact during weekends and non-business hours.


· General Services Agency – City Administrator - $5,000,000 - Contractor(s) will provide 1) a single, toll-free 800 telephone number for participating City departments to access telephonic language interpretation service in Core Languages and must  be available 24 hours a day, 365 days of the year; 2) document translation or other non-telephonic language services; and/or 3) Community Interpreter Training and language proficiency assessment.  All language services will be performed by individuals who are certified by the State of California Certified and/or American Standards for Testing and Materials or for legal and medical interpretation.  Core Languages will be defined as Chinese (Cantonese and Mandarin), Spanish, Filipino (Tagalog), Russian, and Vietnamese.  Additionally, other languages may be included as needs emerge.  Contractor services will only be used when a City employee is not available to conduct the interpretation/translation work or when legal needs require an interpreter/translator who is certified and therefore less open to potential legal challenges.


· Children; Youth & Their Families - $500,000 - At the request of its Oversight and Advisory Committee, the Department of Children, Youth and Their Families seeks to engage a professional event planner to help in the coordination and logistics of multiple community engagement events and focus groups to be held throughout the 2018-2023 funding cycle.  These events will be an important department outreach initiative to connect directly with San Francisco citizens and gain feedback from key stakeholders.  They will allow the department to confer directly with the nonprofit organizations providing youth services in the city, as well as the direct recipients of these services.


· Children; Youth & Their Families - $13,500,000 - This request is for professional evaluation of the department’s grant-funded programs providing services to children, youth and their families.  Evaluation services will measure the quality of services provided and the effectiveness of programs and inform strategic planning with respect to the department’s goals listed in our authorizing legislation and results identified through the department’s planning process.


· Children; Youth & Their Families - $375,000 - The Department of Children, Youth and Their Families wishes to engage photographers and video producers to record the work of the nonprofit organizations it supports.  The work created by these artists will be used by the department in print and online for community engagement and education.


· Children; Youth & Their Families - $20,000,000 - This request is for professional technical assistance and capacity building for department grant-funded nonprofit programs providing services to children, youth and their families.  Technical assistance and capacity building will be provided broadly to address issues of programs quality and administrative capability.


· Children; Youth & Their Families - $3,000,000 - The Department of Children, Youth and Their Families seeks a fiscal intermediary to provide fiscal and human resources support to the Youth Empowerment Allocation’s youth-led initiatives and projects.  The Youth Empowerment Allocation is a funding stream established in the San Francisco Charter, which states the department’s annual Children and Youth Fund support must “include funding for youth-initiated projects totaling at least 3 percent of the total proposed expenditures from the Fund for the cycle.”  These funds are referred to as the Youth Empowerment Allocation.  The department seeks a contract with a fiscal intermediary that can provide fiscal management to youth-initiated projects, manage annual events, hire and support youth interns to act in an advisory capacity to the implementation of the Youth Empowerment Allocation.


· Juvenile Probation - $554,400 - Contractor will provide electronic monitoring services and necessary equipment for eligible Juvenile Probation Department youth.  Service will allow the department to track youth released to the program in lieu of detention.


· Port - $2,100,000 - The Port of San Francisco is seeking technical support services on an as-needed basis in the review and implementation of various maps, infrastructure systems design, and facilitation and coordination of various approval processes.  The services are related to the development of two master planned Port projects at Pier 70 and Mission Rock.  Pier 70 is a 28 acre mixed use development along the San Francisco Central Waterfront, adjacent to the Dogpatch neighborhood.  Mission Rock is a 20 acre mixed use, master planned development near Pier 58-50 in the City’s Mission Bay Redevelopment project area.  The selected consultant will provide technical support to the Port consistent with Interagency Cooperation Agreements (ICA) and entitlement documents. In addition, the selected consultant will facilitate the ICA process on behalf of the Port, review submissions with respect to the Port’s proprietary role and authority for permitting, advising the Port on infrastructure issues, and providing constructive feedback recommendations, troubleshooting, and resolving plan review comments.


· Human Resources - $2,500,000 - The Contractor will negotiate collective bargaining agreements on behalf of the Department of Human Resources (DHR).  As a chief negotiator, the Contractor will review the current Memoranda of Understanding, review past grievances and past proposals from the City and the Union, meet with the City’s bargaining team, develop opening proposals, negotiate with Labor unions, and coordinate with DHR.


· Airport Commission - $48,000,000 to $110,000,000 - Project Management Support Services (PMSS) teams with design, design-build, construction manager/general contractor (CM/GC), and design-bid-build experience at airports to manage the design and construction of the Terminal 1 Redevelopment Program Boarding Area B and Terminal 1 Redevelopment Projects.  Work will include project planning, controls, reporting, scheduling, budgeting, document control, coordination, design management, contracts management and constructability review for the following elements:  1) new interior spaces; 2) construction of a program-wide common use baggage handling system; 3) relocation and/or installation of new passenger loading areas and new foundations and fixed walkways; 4) site work for pavement grade modifications, installation of a garbage collection area, aircraft apron lighting, ground service equipment charging stations; 5) installation of utilities and ancillary systems and equipment; 6) modifications and/or relocations of utility, technology, and mechanical/electrical/plumbing systems; and 7) passenger amenities. Scope Change: The scope of work under this PSC hasn’t changed but the work under the related construction project has been increased and this PSC supports that added work.


· City Planning - $300,000 to $650,000 - The Exploratorium will place a new approximately 3,000 sq. ft. temporary Living Innovation Zone in UN Plaza for two (2) years; Lead design process from concept sketches to design build; Solicit community feedback with district stakeholder; Produce 2D site plan and 3D site renderings for presentations and permit; Design and construct temporary Living Innovation Zone features; and Develop and fabricate 3-4 site-specific zones. Scope Change: To include a new installation exhibit for Alvord Lake for three (3) years.  The project is part of the Stanyan Street Frontage Improvement plan; Lead design process from concept sketches to design build; Solicit community feedback with district stakeholders; Produce 2D site plan and 3D site renderings for presentations and permit; Design and construct architectural features such as platforms and walls as appropriate; Develop and fabricate site-specific installations; Design and construct seating as relevant for the exhibition design and site considerations; Design and produce graphics and signage.


· Public Health - $40,000 to $175,000 - Contractor will provide specially trained medical clowns to provide comfort and support to patients, their families and/or their caregivers.  Medical clown services are a specialized form of patient support services that some studies have shown to be an effective part of the overall treatment plan for a patient.  Medical clowns may utilize music, humor, magic tricks, and other techniques to entertain and relax patients.


· Public Health - $30,000 to $125,000 - The Contractor will provide as needed expert consultation and training on the very complex issues and procedures related to the City and DPH receiving reimbursement for services provided to patients/clients receiving services paid for by Federal monies administered through the State- medical Administrative Activities (MAA) and Targeted case Management (TCM) Programs.  These programs allow DPH to receive approximately $10 million dollars in revenue annually.  This consultation consists of advising on validating staff time survey documentation, new issues anticipated from the programs transition to electronic claims submissions, and the expanded need and potential revenue possible with the advent of health care reform.


· Appeal by Vivian Chow of the Director of Transportation’s Determination to Administratively Close Her Complaint of Discrimination and Harassment. Recommendation: Approve appellant’s request to postpone to the meeting of May 21, 2018.


· Continue Discussions with Proposed Rule Changes for De-Identification. Recommendation: The Executive Officer has asked to continue the matter until April 16, 2018 to provide enough time to prepare an adequate staff report.

· Appeal by Benny Lew:  Reconsideration of Register No. 0202-17-6 Appealing the Director of Transportation’s Findings that there is Insufficient Evidence to Support a Claim of Discrimination Due to Age and Disability, EEO File No. 2172. Recommendation: Adopt the Executive Officer’s Staff Report and approve the reconsideration of Benny Lew’s appeal to be scheduled for the next Civil Service Commission meeting.

· Appeal by Deonte Walker of the Transportation Director’s Finding that there was Insufficient Evidence to Sustain His Complaint of Harassment and Discrimination Due to Race.  Recommendation: Adopt the report and deny Mr. Walker’s appeal. (Closed Session)

Youth (Monday, April 2, 515PM)


Action Items


· Presentation on San Francisco Kids vs. Big Tobacco - Presenter: Randy Uang, member of the San Francisco Tobacco Free Coalition


· Presentation on San Francisco’s Seawall Earthquake Safety & Disaster Prevention Program - Presenter: Brad Benson, Director of Special Projects, and Margaret Doyle, Budget Analyst for the Port of San Francisco


· [Second Reading] Resolution 1718-AL-10 [Resolution urging the Department of Children Youth and their Families to allocate $270,000 for fee waivers for California IDs for Youth in San Francisco between the ages of 14-18]

· [First Reading] Resolution 1718-AL-11 [Resolution Denouncing the shooting of Jesus Adolfo Delgado Duarte and urging for Police Reform]


Airport (Tuesday, April 3, 9AM)


Action Items


· Authorization of the Sale of an Additional $278,000,000 Aggregate Principal Amount of Previously Approved San Francisco International Airport Second Series Revenue Bonds for the Hotel Project and Related Purposes; and of $260,000,000 Aggregate Principal Amount of Previously Approved San Francisco International Airport Special Facility Bonds for the Hotel Project


· Authorization of the Sale of an Additional $950,000,000 Aggregate Principal Amount of Previously Approved San Francisco International Airport Second Series Revenue Bonds for Capital Plan Purposes Authorization to Execute Letter of Credit and Reimbursement Agreements with:


· (1) Sumitomo Mitsui Banking Corporation to Secure Up to $139 Million Principal Amount of Airport Commission Variable Rate Bonds for a Term of Four Years, and


· (2) Barclays Bank PLC to Secure Up to $139 Million Principal Amount of Airport Commission Variable Rate Bonds for a Term of Four Years


· Approval of Phase C5 to Contract No. 10011.66 Design-Build Services for the Terminal 1 Center Project - Hensel Phelps Construction Company - $67,991,073

· Approval of Phase C4 to Contract No. 10511.76 Design-Build Services for the Airport Security Infrastructure Program - Hunt Construction Group, Inc. - $27,974,900

· Modification No. 3 (Annual Renewal) to Professional Services Contract No. 11252.41 - Project Management Support Services for Activation Planning Services - SFO Partners - $2,994,000

· Modification No. 1 to Contract No. 50052 Airport Information and Guest Assistance Services - Hallmark Aviation Services, L.P. - $15,803,224

· Authorization to Negotiate Contract No. 50107.01 - Management and Operation of the Airport’s Public and Employee Parking Facilities New South Parking - California, GP

· Approval of Phase C8 of Contract No. 9350A.66 Design-Build Services for the REACH - Customer Hospitality, Boarding Areas A & G Project - Webcor Construction LP dba Webcor Builders - $1,846,329

· Award of Contract No. 11144.76 Construction Services for the Central Garage Tunnel Doors Project - Rubecon Builders - $617,884

· Approval of Phase C5 to Contract No. 8427C.66 Design-Build Services for the Mel Leong Treatment Plant, Industrial Wastewater and Recycled Water Upgrades Project - Walsh Construction Company II, LLC - $969,896


· Authorization to Issue a Request for Proposals for Contract No. 50169 State Legislative Advocacy Services


· Modification No. 2 to Professional Services Contract No. 50036 Airport Management and Financial Consulting Services - LeighFisher, Inc. - $250,000


· Modification No. 4 to Contract No. 8977 Airport Customer Survey Services - Corey, Canapary & Galanis - $50,000


· Modification No. 1 to Contract No. 10647.61 International Terminal Building Roadway Expansion Joints Repairs and Storm Drain Gutter System Replacement - Schembri Construction - Time extension only


· Second Amendment of Off-Airport Property Lease L09-0023 with Michael C. Mitchell, at 837 Malcolm Road, Burlingame, California


Community Investment & Infrastructure (Tuesday, April 3, 1PM) - CANCELLED

Entertainment (Tuesday, April 3, 530PM)

Action Items


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

· EC-1437 – Nottage, David, Kawika’s Ocean Beach Deli, 734 La Playa St., Limited Live Performance Permit.


· Review and possible action to change the conditions on the #EC-1377 Place of Entertainment and Extended Hours Premises permits, dba Halcyon located at 314 11th Street, San Francisco, CA. 94103. 

Health (Tuesday, April 3, 4PM)

Discussion Only


· SAN FRANCISCO WHOLE PERSON CARE: CALIFORNIA MEDI-CAL 2020 WAIVER INITIATIVE - THE HEALTH COMMISSION WILL HEAR AN UPDATE ON THE WHOLE PERSON CARE INITIATIVE.

· POST-ACUTE CARE UPDATE - THE HEALTH COMMISSION WILL HEAR AN UPDATE ON POST-ACUTE CARE SERVICES WHICH WILL INCLUDE A DISCUSSION OF THE SAN FRANCISCO POST-ACUTE CARE COLLABORATIVE REPORT, “ADDRESSING SAN FRANCISCO’S VULNERABLE POST-ACUTE CARE PATIENTS.”

Action Items


· APRIL 2018 CONTRACTS REPORT


· REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF A NEW CONTRACT WITH KPMG LLP TO PROVIDE HEALTH INFORMATION MANAGEMENT (HIM) CONSULTING, IMPLEMENTATION AND COORDINATION OF TRAINING SERVICES FOR THE SFDPH ELECTRONIC HEALTH RECORD PROJECT FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH IN THE AMOUNT OF $4,961,920, WHICH INCLUDES A 12% CONTINGENCY AND AN OPTION TO EXTEND THE CONTRACT FOR A MAXIMUM OF 2 ONE-YEAR ADDITIONAL TERMS. THE TERM OF THE CONTRACT INCLUDING OPTIONS IS FOR THE PERIOD APRIL 1, 2018 TO MARCH 31, 2023 (60 MONTHS).

Municipal Transportation Agency (Tuesday, April 3, 1PM)


Discussion Only


· Special Recognition Award


· Update on Vision Zero


· Disclosure of Labor Agreement with TWU Local 200   

Action Items


· Approving the following traffic modifications:


· ESTABLISH – STOP SIGNS − De Long Street, eastbound and westbound, at Wilson Street.


· ESTABLISH – STOP SIGNS − Avalon Avenue, eastbound and westbound, at Athens Street.


· ESTABLISH – STOP SIGNS − Kirkham Street, eastbound and westbound, at 11th Avenue.


· ESTABLISH – STOP SIGNS − Division Street, eastbound, at King Street; and De Haro Street, northbound, at King Street.


· ESTABLISH – NO PARKING ANYTIME − Jackson Street, south side, from Gough Street to 40 feet westerly.


· ESTABLISH – NO U-TURN − California Street, eastbound, at Gough Street; and California Street, westbound, at Franklin Street.


· ESTABLISH – PARKING METERS, 2-HOUR TIME LIMIT, 9 AM to 6 PM, MONDAY THROUGH SATURDAY − 22nd Avenue, west side, from Irving Street to 108 feet northerly.


· RESCIND – TOW-AWAY NO STOPPING EXCEPT PERMITTED CAR SHARE VEHICLES − McAllister Street, north side, from 19 feet to 39 feet east of Steiner Street.


· ESTABLISH – TOW-AWAY NO STOPPING EXCEPT PERMITTED CAR SHARE VEHICLES − McAllister Street, south side, from 30 feet to 48 feet east of Steiner Street.


· ESTABLISH – UNMETERED GENERAL PARKING, 2 HOUR TIME LIMIT, 8 AM TO 6 PM MONDAY THROUGH SATURDAY - Taraval Street, north side, from 33rd Avenue to 34th Avenue; Taraval Street, south side, from 33rd Avenue to 34th Avenue; Taraval Street, north side, from 34th Avenue to 35th Avenue; Taraval Street, south side, from 34th Avenue to 35th Avenue; Taraval Street, north side, from 25 feet to 140 feet west of 35th Avenue; and Taraval Street, south side, from 35th Avenue to 36th Avenue.


· ESTABLISH – UNMETERED GENERAL PARKING, 4 HOUR TIME LIMIT, 8 AM TO 6 PM MONDAY THROUGH SATURDAY - Taraval Street, south side, from 43rd Avenue to 44th Avenue; Taraval Street, north side, from 44th Avenue to 45th Avenue; Taraval Street, south side, from 45th Avenue to 46th Avenue; Taraval Street, north side, from 46th Avenue to 47th Avenue; and Taraval Street, south side, from 46th Avenue to 47th Avenue.


· ESTABLISH – GREEN METERED PARKING, 30-MINUTE TIME LIMIT, 9 AM TO 6 PM MONDAY THROUGH SATURDAY AND RESCIND – TRANSIT BOARDING ISLAND AND TOW-AWAY NO STOPPING ANYTIME - Taraval Street, north side, from 25th Avenue to 24 feet westerly. 

· Approving a prohibition on vehicles over three tons on Miguel Street between Laidley Street and Chenery Street and amending the Transportation Code, Division II, Sections 501 and 503 to add or revise street segments on which certain vehicles are restricted, based upon vehicle weight or passenger capacity as follows: 


· ESTABLISH – VEHICLES OVER 3 TONS PROHIBITED – Miguel Street, between Laidley Street and Chenery Street.


· ESTABLISH – VEHICLES OVER 9 TONS PROHIBITED – Divisadero Street, between Broadway and Green Street.


· ESTABLISH – 3-TON TRUCK RESTRICTION – Landers St., between 14th St. and 15th St.


· ESTABLISH – NO COMMERCIAL VEHICLES WITH MORE THAN 9 SEATS – Lombard Street, between Mason Street and Taylor Street. 


· ESTABLISH – VEHICLES OVER 3 TONS PROHIBITED – Quesada Avenue, between 3rd Street and Newhall Street; and Newhall Street, between Quesada Avenue and Revere Avenue. 


· Approving a transfer in an amount not to exceed $4 million for unclaimed overpayments and duplicate or multiple payments for parking and transit violations received by the SFMTA for the period from 1994 to 2016 to the City’s General Fund. 


· Accepting a gift of $600,000 from the University of California, San Francisco, for the design, construction, and maintenance of a traffic signal at the 18th Street and Minnesota Street intersection. 


· Authorizing the donation of retired and surplus original Cable Car No. 28 to the Shore Line Trolley Museum.

· Approving the City of San Francisco Japan Center Garage Corporation’s Fiscal Year 2019 and Fiscal Year 2020 Operating Budgets for the Japan Center Garage.


· Approving changes to the Automatic Indexing Implementation Plan including expanding rounding increments and allowing for departures from the indexing formula for changes that further SFMTA policy and goals.

· Adopting the SFMTA Strategic Plan, effective July 1, 2018, which represents the vision, mission statement, goals and objectives for the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency


· Certifying that the FY 2019 and FY 2020 SFMTA Capital Budget is adequate to make substantial progress towards meeting the SFMTA’s goals, objectives, and performance standards; and approving the FY 2019 Capital Budget in the amount of $514 million and the FY 2020 Capital Budget in the amount of $631 million, funding projects within ten capital programs, and addressing infrastructure needs related to transit reliability, street safety, state of good repair, facilities, taxi, system safety, and accessibility.  


· Approving the Fiscal Year 2019 and FY 2020 Operating Budgets, in the amounts of $1,214.2 million and $1,268.0 million respectively; certifying that the FY 2019 and FY 2020 Operating Budget is adequate in making substantial progress towards meeting the performance standards; authorizing changes to various fines, fees, fares, rates, and charges for the fiscal years including increases and decreases for late payment penalties, special collection fee, boot removal fee, Transportation Code and Vehicle Code penalties, color curb painting fees, towing and storage fees, administrative penalties for obstructing traffic, vehicle for hire penalty schedule, community service and payment plan processing fees, parking meter use fee, parklet installation fee, temporary no-parking sign posting fee, signs and parking space removal/relocation fee, intellectual property license fee (film permits), Clipper® Card and Lifeline ID Card replacement fee, taxi permit fees, vendor commission fees, non-standard vehicle permit fees, and fees for general permits including special traffic, temporary exclusive use of parking meters, residential area parking, contractor, vanpool, stationless bicycle share program application, SFMTA permit, on-street shared vehicle, press, designated shuttle stop use, farmer’s market parking, temporary street closure, and bus substitution fees; and adding taxi stand application fee, planning/development transportation analysis review fee, and development project review fee; approving the SFMTA’s Title VI Fare Equity Analysis; approving the Municipal Railway fare changes effective September 1, 2018 including maintaining fares for Single ride fares for Clipper/Muni Mobile, limiting “A” pass to a 20% premium above the “M” Pass, implementing fare differentials for visitor passports, adopting a new low-income single ride product, implementing a new day pass at two times the regular fare, authorizing a 10% discount for bulk purchases of 100 or more Cable Car tickets and Passports and expanding the use of institutional models to other groups and organizations; approving additional increases to various fines, fees, rates, and charges including service vehicle rental fees, bus rerouting fees, and parking garage and lot fees; amending Transportation Code Division II to increase and decrease late payment penalties, special collection fee, boot removal fee, Transportation Code and Vehicle Code penalties, color curb painting fees, towing and storage fees, administrative penalties for obstructing traffic, vehicle for hire penalty schedule, community service and payment plan processing fees, parking meter use fee, parklet installation fee, temporary no-parking sign posting fee, signs and parking space removal/relocation fee, intellectual property license fee (film permits), Clipper® Card and Lifeline ID Card replacement fee, taxi permit fees, vendor commission fees, non-standard vehicle permit fees, and fees for general permits including special traffic, temporary exclusive use of parking meters, residential area parking, contractor, vanpool, stationless bicycle share program application, SFMTA permit, on-street shared vehicle, press, designated shuttle stop use, farmer’s market parking, temporary street closure, and bus substitution fees; and adding taxi stand application fee, planning/development transportation analysis review fee, and development project review fee; approving the Title VI analysis of the impact of the proposed fare changes on low-income and minority communities; approving a waiver of fares on New Year's Eve 2019 and on New Year's Eve 2020; concurring with the Controller’s certification that parking citation processing and collection services; facility security services; paratransit services; parking meter collection and coin counting services; transit shelter maintenance services; and vehicle towing, storage and disposal services can be practically performed by private contractors at a lesser cost than to provide the same services with City employees; and authorizing the Director to make any necessary technical and clerical corrections to the approved budget of the SFMTA and allocate additional revenues and/or City and County discretionary revenues. 

· Authorizing the Director to execute Contract No. 2016-83,  Citation and Permit Processing Services with Conduent, to provide software and support to process parking and transit citations in an amount not to exceed $77.2 million, for a five-year term.

Aging and Adult Services (Wednesday, April 4, 930AM) - Joint Hearing of the Dignity Fund Oversight and Advisory Committee and Aging and Adult Services Commission

Discussion Only


· INTRODUCTION TO DIGNITY FUND COMMUNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT (DFCNA) PUBLIC HEARING – SHIREEN MCSPADDEN


· PRESENTATION / SUMMARY OF DFCNA – RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATES (RDA)


Action Items


· NOMINATING COMMITTEE REPORT - Commission to vote on the following nominations:


· 1. DAAS COMMISSION PRESIDENT/Gustavo Seriñà


· 2. DAAS COMMISSION VICE PRESIDENT/Katie Loo


· 3. ADVISORY COUNCIL MEMBER/Diane Lawrence


· Review and approval of Dignity Fund Community Needs Assessment.

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


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

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

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

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


· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with AIDS Housing Alliance San Francisco, for the period of March 1, 2018 to June 30, 2019, in an amount not to exceed $375,000. The purpose of this grant is to provide limited term housing subsidy for seniors and adults with disabilities 


· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Self-Help for the Elderly, for the period of March 1, 2018 to June 30, 2019, in an amount not to exceed $1,125,000. The purpose of this grant is to provide limited term housing subsidy for seniors and adults with disabilities. 

Board of Appeals (Wednesday, April 4, 5PM) - CANCELLED

Historic Preservation (Wednesday, April 4, 1230PM)

Consideration of Items Proposed for Continuance 

· 120 STOCKTON STREET – east side of Stockton Street, at O’Farrell Street, Lot 017 in Assessor’s Block 0313 (District 3). Consideration of a Major Permit to Alter application to remodel the existing building envelope and construct a partial one-story vertical addition. The scope of work is part of a larger project to convert the existing single-tenant building for multi-tenant mixed uses (Retail, Office and Restaurant). Constructed in 1974, the subject property is a Category V – Unrated building within the Article 11-designated Kearny-Market-Mason-Sutter Conservation District. The parcel is located in a C-3-R (Downtown Retail) Zoning District and 80-130-F Height and Bulk District. (Proposed Continuance to April 18, 2018)

Discussion Only


· CALIFORNIA STATE SENATE BILL 827 - Informational Presentation on the proposed State Senate Bill (“SB”) 827 and its potential effects on San Francisco. Presentation and accompanying memo includes analysis of SB 827 in its current form, including recent amendments to the bill formally introduced on March 1, 2018.

Action Items

· 930 GROVE STREET – located on the north side of Grove Street, Assessor’s Block 0798, Lot 031 (District 5). Request for a Certificate of Appropriateness for the rehabilitation of the historic exteriors of the existing two-story-over-basement Koster Mansion to abate Planning enforcement Case no. 2017-001791ENF. The subject property is located within the Article 10 Alamo Square Landmark District, and is located within a RH-3 (ResidentialHouse, Three Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk Limit. Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

· 88 BROADWAY/735 DAVIS – block bounded by Broadway, Davis, Vallejo and Front Streets; Lots 007 and 008 in Assessor’s Block 0140 (District 3). Request for Certificate of Appropriateness for new construction of two six-story, mixed-use buildings (approximately 189,947 gross square feet) in the Northeast Waterfront Landmark District, Article 10 of the Planning Code. The project proposes up to 176 affordable dwelling units, two manager’s units, ground floor commercial space (approximately 6,436 square feet), childcare space (approximately 4,306 square feet), community spaces and ground floor support space (approximately 12,038 square feet), 120 Class 1 bicycle parking spaces. The project site is within the C-2 (Community Business) Zoning District, the 65-X Height and Bulk District and the Waterfront Special Use District No. 3. The proposed project additionally requires review by the Director of Planning under Sections 315, 303 and 304 of the Planning Code for administrative approval. Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

· Consideration of adoption of a resolution recommending Small Business Commission approval of a Legacy Business application: 

· 781 BEACH STREET – The Marine Chartering Company, Inc. is a transportation brokerage firm and international ocean transportation company that has served San Francisco for 63 years. 

· 3040 16TH STREET – Mission Graduates is a non-profit educational services organization that has served San Francisco for 46 years. 

Police (Wednesday, April 4, 530PM)

Discussion Only


· Update on Supervisor Yee’s SFPD Staffing Resolution


· Presentation of 1st Quarter 2018 FDRB Findings & Recommendations & OIS Summaries


· Presentation of Statistical Reports:  Summary of Cases Received, Mediation of Complaints, Adjudication of Sustained Complaints for February, 2018, and Companion Reports

Action Items


· Discussion and possible action to support the Youth Commission’s Resolution urging the Mayor and the Board of Supervisors to reduce the imprisonment of transitional age youth, implement alternatives to incarceration for Transitional Aged Youth, reject any funding for major renovation, reopening, or construction of jail facilities, and instead invest in programming supporting at-risk Transitional Aged Youth and Positive Youth Development 


· Request of the Chief of Police to accept donation of K9 vehicle heat alarm/temperature sensor system, valued at $8,374.28, from the Police & Working K9 Foundation for the use of the Tactical K9 Unit 


· Discussion and possible action to approve Sale of Patrol Special Beat #47 from Antoinette Candido, and Beat #83 from Delores Lovett-Menge, to Patrol Special Officer Alan Byard, or take other action, if necessary

· Discussion and possible action to approve Stipulated Disposition of Disciplinary Charges filed against Patrol Special Officer Calvin Wiley, Case No. ALW IAD 2013-0305, or take other action, if necessary 


· PUBLIC EMPLOYEE PERFORMANCE EVALUATION:  Chief of Police - Review of findings and Chief’s decision to return or not return officers to duty following an officer-involved shooting (OIS 18-002) (Closed Session)

· CONFERENCE WITH NEGOTIATOR – COLLECTIVE BARGAINING (Body Worn Cameras) Anticipated Issues Under Negotiation:  Body Worn Cameras (Closed Session)


· CONFERENCE WITH NEGOTIATOR-LABOR NEGOTIATION.  Anticipated Issues Under Negotiation:  Procedures for Implementing Administrative Appeals in Police Discipline Proceedings (Closed Session)


· CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL- Existing Litigation. Paulo Morgado vs. City and County of San Francisco et al., San Francisco Superior Court, Case No. CGC 12-518287, filed February 16, 2012 (Closed Session)


· CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL- Existing Litigation. Young Chi vs. City and County of San Francisco et al., San Francisco Superior Court, Case No. CGC 14-540675, filed July 22, 2014 (Closed Session)


· PERSONNEL EXCEPTION. Discussion and possible action regarding proposed rules for administrative appeal filed in Case No. ALW IAD 2016-1019  (Closed Session)


· CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL- Existing Litigation. Derek Byrne vs. City and County of San Francisco, San Francisco Police Commission and San Francisco Police Department, San Francisco Superior Court, Case No. CPF-17-515892, filed October 12, 2017 (Closed Session)


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

Planning (Thursday, April 5, 1PM) - CANCELLED

Miscellaneous

· Local Homeless Coordinating Board (Monday, April 2, 11AM)

· Joint Ethics and Board of Supervisors meeting (Tuesday, April 3, 3PM)



From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSE SB 828 and SB 827
Date: Monday, April 02, 2018 2:15:26 PM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department¦City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309¦Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: egraham@presynct.com [mailto:egraham@presynct.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 02, 2018 2:14 PM
To: MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai,
Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS);
Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,
(BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC);
Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com;
aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com;
dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC);
gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org
Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSE SB 828 and SB 827
 
Dear Supervisors:
 
As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution opposing SB 827 and SB
828, with and without amendments. These bills allow the State to overrule local control of planning
and housing.
 
Californians need better solutions to housing problems.
 
Evelyn Graham
Pierce St, San Francisco, CA 94123
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Attachments: SB 827.msg
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Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution
opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 
if these bills are passed the State would highjack each cityâ€™s control over planning and housing. 
All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 

These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.

Thank you,



Mary OConnell
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Dear Supervisors,





As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution


opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 


if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 


All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 





These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.





Thank you,





Heather Jain


2262 Bay Street








STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Lorena Calcagni

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org



Dear Supervisors, 





As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution 
opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 
if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 
All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 





These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future. 





Thank you,





Lorraine Calcagni 











STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Danice Fagin

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org



Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution
opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 
if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 
All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 

These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.

Thank you,




Danice Fagin











STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Shari Malone

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org



Dear Supervisors, 





NO NO NO on SB 827 and SB 828 !!!!!!!!!!!!!!!





I’ve lived at 2151 Filbert between Fillmore and Webster since I bought the property in 1985.  I LOVE San Francisco.

OUR CITY has to set the policies for our city- we CANNOT abdicate those to the state!  





SF is ICONIC because of its uniqueness.  We need to protect the beauty of our neighborhoods.   We are growing robustly south of market and that is appropriate and planned.  SF planned it – CALIFORNIA STATE should have no say in our city policies.  





These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future. 





PLEASE – I BEG OF YOU….





NO NO NO on SB 827 and 828!





Sharon J. Malone and Robert B. Kozma











STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		B1

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; sandra.fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org; info@sfmca.org



Dear Supervisors,





As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution


opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 


if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 


All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 





These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.





Thank you,





charna ball


SF CA









From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
Date: Monday, April 02, 2018 2:14:28 PM

Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

-----Original Message-----
From: Sanjay Jain [mailto:sanjayjain@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Saturday, March 31, 2018 9:39 AM
To: MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha
(BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed,
London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors, (BOS);
richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin
(CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com;
aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com;
dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC);
gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)
Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter for over two decades, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution opposing SB
827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, if these bills are passed the State would highjack each
city’s control over planning and housing.

All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems.

I have been appalled by the acceleration of slow and steady encroachment by housing authorities and developers in
our San Francisco neighborhoods.  These bills are just another example of such mistakes veiled in the noble effort to
arrest our city’s housing problems.  It must be clear to all that more housing, taller housing, and ill-fitting housing is
not the solution, but rather perpetuate the problems.  Note the enormous amount of empty housing stock in our city,
in all the wrong places.

These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.  Please stand up now to stop the problem.

Thank you,

Sanjay Jain
2262 Bay Street
San Francisco, CA 94123

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:paolo.ikezoe@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:sanjayjain@sbcglobal.net


From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
Date: Monday, April 02, 2018 2:13:51 PM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department¦City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309¦Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: alan silverman [mailto:alansilverman185@comcast.net] 
Sent: Monday, April 02, 2018 2:09 PM
To: MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai,
Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS);
Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,
(BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC);
Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com;
aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com;
dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC);
gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org
Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
 
Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution
opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments.  
If these bills are passed the State would remove our city’s control over planning and housing. 
These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's neighborhoods.

Thank you,

Alan Silverman

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


From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram (andrew@tefarch.com); Diane Matsuda; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan

Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Frye, Tim (CPC)
Subject: FW: "Early Days" stature - Disposition
Date: Monday, April 02, 2018 2:07:42 PM
Attachments: 033118 %22Early Days%22 statue.pdf

Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

-----Original Message-----
From: ddippel@pacific.net [mailto:ddippel@pacific.net]
Sent: Saturday, March 31, 2018 3:46 PM
To: Farrell, Mark (MYR)
Cc: mayor@nola.gov; ART-Info; Secretary, Commissions (CPC); matierandross@sfchronicle.com; Editor
Richmond Review
Subject: "Early Days" stature - Disposition

March 31, 2018

Mayor Mark Farrell
City Hall, Room 200                             BY REGULAR MAIL, FAXSIMLE & EMAIL
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place          415/554-6160, mark.farrell@sfgov.org
SF, CA-94102

Subject:   Disposition of “Early Days” sculpture, “Pioneer Monument”, 1894

Dear Mayor Farrell:

New Orleans and San Francisco share much in common- historical relics that time and increasing inclusiveness have
marginalized to the point of unpleasant memories we’d like not to give a public place.

Where New Orleans is burdened with images of General Robert E. Lee or other CSA notables that hearken to a
grand illusion born of nostalgia about the defense of a way of life that may never have been what people thought it
was, San Francisco created a “Pioneer Monument” in 1894 that anchored a sweep of California history using a
factual depiction in the “Early Days” of the cruel enslavement of Native peoples by an aristocratic Spanish agrarian
society and their religious missionaries. The remaining images catalogue symbolic events and concepts whose
dominance drove the tide of California events after the Mexican War of 1846/48. Swept aside by defeat in war were
the lifestyles of the Spanish Dons as well as the remnants of fading stone age cultures- the cruel outcome seen with
the imbalance of unequal technologies.

I would ask you to reconsider placing the images in “Early Days” in storage or in a museum basement.  Rather than
recoil at this truthful depiction, think of the “Early Days” as a contrast for what was and what had to be replaced. If
a juxtaposition for contrast is unpalatable, then replace this part of the “Pioneer Monument” grouping with an

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:andrew@tefarch.com
mailto:dianematsuda@hotmail.com
mailto:ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com
mailto:jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:rsejohns@yahoo.com
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:tim.frye@sfgov.org
mailto:ddippel@pacific.net











emblematic depiction of trees and wildlife. A more practical siting of “Early Days”
would be in the cemetery at Mission Dolores where likely hundreds of Native peoples are buried anonymously. 
And, you might also place there the headstone for “Carlotta Valdes”, from “Vertigo”, as a memorial to Alfred
Hitchcock.

Very truly yours,

(Signed)

David W. Dippel

Attachment:     Letter, D.W. Dippel to Mayor Mitchell J. Landrieu, 3/30/18

cc:     SF Historic Preservation Commission; SF Arts Commission; Mayor
Mitchell J. Landrieu,
         New Orleans, LA; Matier & Ross, SF Chronicle; & Paul Kozakiewicz, Richmond Review



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: 827
Date: Monday, April 02, 2018 2:06:43 PM
Attachments: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827.msg

STRONGLY OPPOSING SB827 and SB828.msg

 

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Ashley Wessinger

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; sandra.fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org; info@sfmca.org



Dear Supervisors,





As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution


opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 


if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 


All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 





These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.





Thank you,





Ashley Wessinger








STRONGLY OPPOSING SB827 and SB828

		From

		Michael Barker

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); sanfra.fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; rsejohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

		Cc

		nbarker73@gmail.com

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; sanfra.fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; rsejohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org; nbarker73@gmail.com



Supervisors,





 





As a San Francisco Resident and Voter, I strongly urge you to pass a Resolution opposing SB827 and SB828, with or without amendments.  As you know, if these bills are passed the State would highjack each City’s control over planning and housing.  All California cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems.





 





These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.





 





Thanks again,





 





Michael, Nicole, Sophia and Mazzy Barker





2027 Jefferson Street





San Francisco, CA  94123












From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
Date: Monday, April 02, 2018 2:05:46 PM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department¦City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309¦Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Renee Richards and John Hill [mailto:fogline@pacbell.net] 
Sent: Monday, April 02, 2018 1:57 PM
To: MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai,
Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS);
Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,
(BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC);
Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com;
aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com;
dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC);
gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org
Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
 
Dear Supervisors,
 
As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution
opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know,
if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning
and housing.
All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing
problems.
 
These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.
 
Thank you,
 
Renee A. Richards
666 42nd Ave.
SF, CA 94121

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


From: Bintliff, Jacob (CPC)
To: CTYPLN - CITY PLANNING EVERYONE
Subject: Process Changes - April roundup
Date: Friday, March 30, 2018 3:38:12 PM
Attachments: Resend - PPA - Simplified PPTS workflow.msg

Notification Process Changes.msg
Neighborhood Notification Changes.msg
FW New Commission Packet Templates.msg

Importance: High

Hi everyone –
 
It’s Spring, and change is in the air J This is a summary of several important process changes that
take effect in April, some of which you have already heard about. We recognize there is a lot
happening at once, and we are doing our best to be sure that all internal and public materials are
updated to reflect these new procedures as soon as possible. If you notice any internal or public
information that appears out of date over the coming weeks, please shoot me an email to let me
know and we will fix it. I would also like to hear about any recurring issues or complaints you may
hear from applicants or members of the public regarding any of this, at any time.
 
In this email
1.       PPA streamlined process (April 2)
2.       Neighborhood Notification in-house mailing lists (April 2)
3.       PIC Preservation shifts (April 9)
4.       Commission Packet Template (for April 12 hearings)
 
First, let me recognize the excellent work of several of our colleagues in making this all happen.
Candace Soohoo, Erica Russell, Laura Lynch, Alana Callagy, Mike Wynne, Michelle Langlie, Gina
Simi, John Speer, Alton Chinn, and John Boldrick. We could not have done this without you. Thank
you! Also, huge thanks to our Executive Directive “steering committee” Wade Wietgrefe, Liz Watty,
Rich Sucre, Glenn Cabreros, Deborah Landis, Mat Snyder, Kate Conner, and Maia Small.
 
1.       PPA Streamlined Process (effective April 2)

(A public summary of these changes is on the Planning Department homepage here. Revised PPA
info packet and application will be online and at PIC Monday morning)
(Please also see Glenn’s email regarding the revised Accela workflow for PPAs in the attached
email)

Ø  The Department will not accept Environmental Evaluation applications (EEAs) until after a
PPA letter has been issued.

Ø  The response time for a PPA will be 60 days, down from the current 90-day timeframe.
o   Note: For all PPAs accepted before April 2, the 90 day deadline will still apply.

Ø  Planners assigned to a PPA will use a new streamlined PPA response letter. This template will
be up on SharePoint by the end of next week for use.

o   Note: If you are the PPA Coordinator for a PPA that was accepted before April 2, it is
up to you whether to use the current PPA letter template or the new one. If the PPA
team has already started working in the old template, I assume it will be easiest to
keep with that, but please choose the path you think will be most efficient to meet

mailto:Jacob.Bintliff@sfgov.org
mailto:CPC.CityPlanningEveryone@sfgov.org
http://sf-planning.org/article/changes-preliminary-project-assessment-ppa-process-effective-april-2-2018

Resend - PPA - Simplified PPTS workflow

		From

		Cabreros, Glenn (CPC)

		To

		CTYPLN - CITY PLANNING EVERYONE

		Recipients

		CPC.CityPlanningEveryone@sfgov.org



Re-sending to provide gridlines for readability.





 





 





From: Cabreros, Glenn (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2018 5:37 PM
To: CTYPLN - CITY PLANNING EVERYONE
Subject: PPA - Simplified PPTS workflow





 





Next week and as early as Monday, the PPTS workflow for PPA records will be simplified.  See table below.





 





·        Many existing Task Statuses will be removed to only collect data meaningful for Department needs.





·        The remaining statuses will provide a more accurate and high-level description of the Workflow Task. 





·        Most tasks will be considered to be “under review” or “complete”.  (Simple: you’re either working on a task or you’re done.)





·        The status names are more intuitive, in terms of understanding which statuses advance the workflow (next) or close out the record.





 





Existing PPA records previously created will retain their existing workflow setup.





 





We hope everyone finds this to be an improvement/work efficiency.  We are also working on extending this workflow simplification to other record types.  





 





Simplified Workflow - PPA





			


				


Workflow Task





Task Status





Record Status is set to:





Automation





Upon Record number creation





(none)





Open





	


Application Intake





Application Submitted 





Submitted





	


Application Accepted (next)





Under Review





This will auto-populate a 60-day deadline on the “Letter Due” field (on Details Tab)





Environmental Planning





Under Review





Under Review





	


PPA Letter Section Complete  (next)





(no change)





	


Citywide Planning





Under Review





Under Review





	


PPA Letter Section Complete  (next)





(no change)





	


Current Planning





Under Review





Under Review





	


PPA Letter Section Complete  (next)





(no change)





	


Design Review





Under Review





Under Review





	


PPA Letter Section Complete  (next)





(no change)





	


Completion Processing





In Progress





(no change)





	


Letter Issued





Issued





The date entered for this status will also appear in the “Letter Issued” field (on Details Tab)





Closed - Withdrawn (next)





Closed - Withdrawn





	


Closed - Cancelled (next)





Closed - Cancelled





	


Closed - Informational (next)





Closed - Informational





	





 





 





 





Glenn Cabreros
Principal Planner, Administration





 





San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.558.6169│www.sfplanning.org





San Francisco Property Information Map





 





 











Notification Process Changes

		From

		Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)

		To

		CTYPLN - CP

		Cc

		CTYPLN - PIC

		Recipients

		CPC.CP@sfgov.org; CPC.PIC@sfgov.org



Hi Folks,





 





In preparation for Monday’s shift to preparing notification materials in-house, we have updated the Section 311/312 Notification Materials Request template on PlanNet Portal to reflect the new process. This template will primarily be for support staff use now, but feel free to consult the document if an applicant has any questions about the new process. 





 





Below is the new step-by-step process:





 





1.       When the planner is ready to move forward with the 311/312 notice, request the pdf plans from the applicant. As a reminder the plans should be a combined .pdf no  larger than 5MB, formatted to print at 11”x17” size, and limited to eight sheets. They should include dimensioned existing and proposed site plans, floor plans, and elevations (including adjacent neighbors’ bldg. outlines and window openings).





2.       One you proof the plans for accuracy, send the electronic copy of the notice and pdf plans to support staff via m-files.





3.       Support staff will produce the notification lists and calculate the postage fee. They will prepare the orange poster, drop it at reception, and email the applicant to ask for the postage fee.





4.       Once the applicant pays the postage fee, the notice will be transmitted to Reprographics and mailed within a week.





 





Please let me know if you have any questions, or if you encounter any hick-ups along the way.





 





Thanks,





Liz





 





Elizabeth Watty, LEED AP
Deputy Director of Current Planning





San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.558.6620 | www.sfplanning.org





San Francisco Property Information Map





 











Neighborhood Notification Changes

		From

		Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)

		To

		CTYPLN - CITY PLANNING EVERYONE

		Recipients

		CPC.CityPlanningEveryone@sfgov.org



Hi Everyone,





 





As part of our ongoing process improvement efforts, we are going to be moving the preparation of all neighborhood notification materials in-house starting April 2nd.  





 





What this means for Planners:





·         For 311/312 Notices: You no longer need to request notification materials from the Sponsor. Once the project is ready to notice, send support staff an email with the Mfiles link as well as the following information:





o   Notification Area (150 ft, etc.)





o   Notification Parties (owners and occupants)





o   Notification Period (30 days)





 





·         For Hearing Notices: You no longer need to request notification materials from the Sponsor. Once the project is ready to notice (and no less than 1-week before the required notification period), send support staff an email with the Mfiles link as well as the following information:





o   Notification Area (adjacent, 300 ft, 500 ft, etc.)





o   Notification Parties (owners vs. occupants)





o   Notification Period (10, 20, 30 days)





 





What this means for Support Staff:





·         Once support staff receives the email, they will generate the notification list from the great tool that Mike Wynn built, and then proceed as usual with the rest of the notification process. This tool is available on the DCP-AppList and will soon be available on Plan Net Portal as well.





 





Other item of note:





·         We have informed all of the notification providers listed on our neighborhood notification handout (Radius, Notice This, etc.) of this impending change as this has big impact on their businesses. We hosted a meeting this week with the providers to explain why we were doing this and to answer questions. This generally went well and there’s a shared understanding that we are doing this for improved customer service to our applicants.





·         We will update our Neighborhood Notification Handout in advance of this April 2nd launch to reflect these changes.





 





Let me know if you have any questions, and a HUGE shout out to Mike Wynne and Jacob for making this happen!





 





-Liz





 





Elizabeth Watty, LEED AP
Deputy Director of Current Planning





San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.558.6620 | www.sfplanning.org





San Francisco Property Information Map





 











FW: New Commission Packet Templates

		From

		Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)

		To

		CTYPLN - CITY PLANNING EVERYONE

		Cc

		Cabreros, Glenn (CPC); Landis, Deborah (CPC)

		Recipients

		CPC.CityPlanningEveryone@sfgov.org; glenn.cabreros@sfgov.org; deborah.landis@sfgov.org



Colleagues:





In coordination with the Planning Commission, updated Staff Report Templates were announced to Current Planning for use starting with the April 12th Planning Commission hearing.





 





Staff outside of Current Planning may also find these two new report templates helpful.  They are available for everyone’s use and are listed under the PLN group in the PPTS Report Portlet:





 





·         300 Executive Summary – a succinct 2 page document where the intro block and project description is pulled in from the PPTS record.





·         305 Land Use Exhibit – a summary of Project Features and Land Use tables from the project (PRJ) record.  This report can be run anytime a snapshot of the data is needed.





 





Note:  The reports will pull in data from the active record visible on screen. Instructional text appears in red italics and should be deleted prior saving the final version.





 





Please let me know if you have any questions.





 





-Liz





 





Elizabeth Watty, LEED AP
Deputy Director of Current Planning





San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.558.6620 | www.sfplanning.org





San Francisco Property Information Map





 





From: Watty, Elizabeth (CPC) 
Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 4:49 PM
To: CTYPLN - CP
Cc: Cabreros, Glenn (CPC); Bintliff, Jacob (CPC); Sider, Dan (dan.sider@sfgov.org); Starr, Aaron (aaron.starr@sfgov.org); Gibson, Lisa (CPC); Jain, Devyani (CPC); Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC)
Subject: New Commission Packet Templates





 





Current Planners,





 





Today we are launching updated Commission Packet Templates for roll-out/use at the April 12th Planning Commission Hearing. The new packets include a revised Executive Summary and Draft Motion, and a new Land Use Table Exhibit (to include along with our other standard Exhibits). Below are some highlights of the new packet:





 





·         A two (2) page Executive Summary! 





o   The intent is to keep it to two pages max (1 piece of paper, front and back), and to hone in on the Project’s key/critical information and facts. 





o   The order has been adjusted based on Commission feedback, elevating a concise project description (a more detailed one will be in the motion) and required Commission action to the front of page one. 





o   The “Issues and Other Considerations” section will now include four key sections: (1) public comment and outreach; (2) existing tenant and eviction history; (3) design review; and (4) project updates (if there have been significant changes to the project that are important to highlight). 





o   No longer included are the Site Description and Surrounding Properties Sections, Environmental Review Section, Notification Table, and the attachment checklist.





 





·         A revised Motion template to be used for CUs, 309, 329, etc. 





o   The new motion includes comments in various sections to ensure we are collectively consistent in how we are producing our motions and disseminating information.  





o   For the GP findings section, we will no longer provide a summary after every single Objective and Policy; instead, we will list out all of the relevant objectives/policies, and provide one summary paragraph at the end, articulating the project’s on-balance compliance with the General Plan. We should include objectives/policies that are in conflict with the project in addition to those that support the project (demonstrating our balancing of competing priorities). If the project includes a Streetscape Plan, please make sure to also include relevant streetscape/transportation GP findings so that the project can rely on this motion for their General Plan Referral, thereby eliminating the need for a separate set of findings and additional process/time down the road.





o   There’s beefed-up appeal language on the decision page to reflect different appeal paths that could occur from CU/309/329s.





o   No longer included is the impact fee checkboxes at the top of the first page.





 





·         A new Exhibit: The Land Use Table. 





o   The purpose of this is three-fold: (1) it provides the Commission and public with a snapshot of key numeric information about the project without scrolling through the entire motion; (2) it provides our future selves a clear history of what was approved; and (3) it minimizes the need to discuss this information verbally, in multiple places, elsewhere in the packet. 





 





The Executive Summary and Land Use Exhibit will only be available through the PPTS Reporting functionality (learning curve to be expected here, but ultimately should save a fair amount of time). Specifically, in the PPTS Report Portlet under PLN, use reports 300 and 305, respectively.   The document intro, headers and project description are pulled in from the various tabs on the PPTS record.   Note that the when the reports are run, they use data from the active record visible on screen. Instructional text appears in red italics and should be deleted prior saving the final version. Please let me and Glenn know if you would like to receive training on how to create these reports.





 





The Draft Motion template will continue to be available on Forms & Templates, but will be migrated to the PPTS Report Portlet in the near future. All other CU and Executive Summary templates on Forms & Templates will be removed, so please work off of these new templates for any projects going to the Planning Commission on or after April 12th.





 





Please let me know if you have any questions/concerns/suggestions about these revised PC Packet documents. We are hoping this revised format will result in some packet preparation time savings for all of you so please keep me posted if that is, or is not, the case.





 





Thanks all!





-Liz





 





Elizabeth Watty, LEED AP
Deputy Director of Current Planning





San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.558.6620 | www.sfplanning.org





San Francisco Property Information Map





 












your deadline. Please let me know if you do choose the new template.
Ø  PPA meetings:

o   The Department will no longer offer a pre-PPA meeting with the applicant.
o   All Planners assigned to a PPA are expected to attend the UDAT meeting for that PPA.

This meeting will be used to discuss design issues, and also for the project team to
identify the key overarching Department concerns for the project. UDAT meetings
will be scheduled roughly three weeks after submittal.

o   PPAs that trigger SDAT review will go to SDAT as soon as two weeks after submittal. It
is recommended that all PPA planners attend the SDAT meeting, but not required.

o   The Department will still offer one post-PPA meeting with the applicant.
Ø  PPA staffing: Current Planners will serve as Coordinator for all PPAs. Environmental Planning

and Citywide Planning will continue to assign staff to each PPA, as appropriate.
Ø  The thresholds for when a PPA is required will change to the below. We expect this change

will reduce our PPA volume by about 20%
o   Creation of 10 or more dwelling units;
o   Creation or expansion of any Group Housing use; and/or
o   Construction of a new non-residential building or addition of 10,000 square feet or

more.
2.       Neighborhood Notification in-house mailing lists (effective April 2)

(Revised Neighborhood Notification info packet will be online and at PIC Monday morning)

Ø  Just a reminder. For details, see Liz’s email attached here. Thanks again to Mike Wynne for
developing this fabulous new tool!

3.       PIC Preservation Shifts (effective April 9)

Ø  Starting April 9, Preservation staff will be at PIC from 10:15 – 2:45 Monday – Thursday and
from 10:15 – 12:30 on Fridays. This is intended to reduce confusion and wait times for
members of the public and applicants needing OTC Preservation review.

Ø  A public announcement of these changes is on the Planning Department homepage here and
the PIC page has been updated here.

Ø  Special thanks for Michelle Langlie for spearheading this! Please contact Michelle with any
questions about Preservation hours at PIC.

4.       New Commission Packet Template  (effective for hearings April 12 and after)

Ø  Just a reminder. For details, see Liz’s email attached here. Thank you to the Accela team for
making this happen!

 
Thank you all, and have a wonderful Passover/Easter/April Fool’s or just plain weekend!
 
Jacob
 
Jacob Bintliff, MCP
Senior Planner

http://sf-planning.org/article/changes-preliminary-project-assessment-ppa-process-effective-april-2-2018
http://sf-planning.org/planning-information-center#historic


San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9170 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
 

http://www.sfplanning.org/
http://propertymap.sfplanning.org/


From: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 11:13:33 AM

 
 
Chanbory Son, Executive Secretary
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.6926 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
 
 
From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:08 AM
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
 
 
 
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: Bret Andrews [mailto:bretandrews@pacbell.net] 
Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2018 8:12 AM
To: MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai,
Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS);
Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary;
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com;
Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC);
andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com;
RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers,
AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)
Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
 

Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution opposing SB 827 and SB
828, with or without amendments. These bills are not the solution to ANY problem. Furthermore, they will
destroy many beautiful California cities such as San Francisco to the benefit of developers pocket books.

Please OPPOSE!

Kind Regards,

Bret Andrews

mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
http://propertymap.sfplanning.org/
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
mailto:bretandrews@pacbell.net
mailto:senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov
mailto:Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org
mailto:richhillissf@gmail.com
mailto:planning@rodneyfong.com
mailto:andrew@tefarch.com
mailto:aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com
mailto:RSEJohns@yahoo.com
mailto:dianematsuda@hotmail.com
mailto:jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:gswooding@gmail.com


3211 Baker St., San Francisco



From: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 11:13:23 AM

Chanbory Son, Executive Secretary
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.6926 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

-----Original Message-----
From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:06 AM
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

-----Original Message-----
From: Suzanne Russack [mailto:sukirussack@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2018 9:36 AM
To: MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha
(BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed,
London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors, (BOS);
richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin
(CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com;
aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com;
dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC);
gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)
Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or
without amendments. As you know, if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over
planning and housing.
All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems.

mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:sukirussack@gmail.com


These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.

Thank you,

Suzanne Russack



From: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 11:13:16 AM

Chanbory Son, Executive Secretary
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.6926 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

-----Original Message-----
From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:06 AM
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

-----Original Message-----
From: George K. Merijohn, DDS [mailto:merijohn@merijohn.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2018 6:59 PM
To: MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha
(BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed,
London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors, (BOS);
richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin
(CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com;
aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com;
dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC);
gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)
Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or
without amendments. As you know, if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over
planning and housing.
All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems.

mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:merijohn@merijohn.com


These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.

Thank you,

George K. Merijohn



From: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 11:13:06 AM

Chanbory Son, Executive Secretary
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.6926 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

-----Original Message-----
From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:05 AM
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

-----Original Message-----
From: Susan Spiwak [mailto:susie@merijohn.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2018 6:56 PM
To: MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha
(BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed,
London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors, (BOS);
richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin
(CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com;
aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com;
dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC);
gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)
Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or
without amendments. As you know, if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over
planning and housing.
All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems.

mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:susie@merijohn.com


These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.

Thank you,

Susan Spiwak



From: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 11:12:56 AM

Chanbory Son, Executive Secretary
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.6926 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

-----Original Message-----
From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:05 AM
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

-----Original Message-----
From: Dan Friedman [mailto:djfvendor@comcast.net]
Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2018 3:51 PM
To: MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha
(BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed,
London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors, (BOS);
richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin
(CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com;
aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com;
dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC);
gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)
Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or
without amendments. As you know, if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over
planning and housing.
All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems.

These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.

mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:djfvendor@comcast.net


Thank you,

Dan and Barbara Friedman
Scott St.



From: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: SB 827 and 828
Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 11:12:38 AM
Attachments: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827.msg

STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827.msg
STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827.msg
STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827.msg
STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827.msg
STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827.msg

 
 
Chanbory Son, Executive Secretary
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.6926 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
 
 
From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:03 AM
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: SB 827 and 828
 
 

mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
http://propertymap.sfplanning.org/

STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		John Grauel

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org



Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution
opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 
if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 
All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 

These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.

Thank you, 





John Grauel


john@carbonrose.com


3700 Broderick Street


San Francisco, CA 94123-1009


650-678-8040








STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Patricia Berkowitz

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org



Dear Supervisors,





As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly URGE you to pass a resolution


opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 


if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 


All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 





These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.





Thank you,





Patricia Berkowitz


2750 Scott Street


San Francisco, CA 94123 




















STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Demko, Joseph N.

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org



Dear Supervisors, 





As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution 
opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 
if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 
All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 





These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future. 





Thank you, 





Joseph N. Demko 











STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Priscilla

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org



Dear Supervisors,





As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution


opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 


if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 


All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 





These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.





Thank you,


Priscilla Muniz


Resident of the Marina











Sent from my iPhone








STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Peter Fortune

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org



Dear Supervisors,





As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution


opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 


if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 


All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 





These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.





Thank you,





Peter Fortune








STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		kristin kirmeier

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org



Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution
opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 
if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 
All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 

These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.

Thank you,







Kristin Kirmeier





Marina resident












From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
Date: Thursday, March 29, 2018 11:01:33 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: Kim Andrews [mailto:kimandrews@pacbell.net] 
Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2018 10:20 AM
To: MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai,
Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS);
Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary;
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com;
Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC);
andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com;
RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers,
AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)
Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
 

Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution 
opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 
if these bills are passed the State would highjack each cityâ€™s control over planning and housing. 
All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems.

These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.

Thank you,

Kim Andrews

3211 Baker St.

San Francisco,CA 94123

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


From: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
To: Rich Hillis (richhillissf@gmail.com); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); "Rodney Fong"; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel

(CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Andrew Wolfram; Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Ellen Johnck -
HPC; Richard S. E. Johns; Dianematsuda@hotmail.com; kateinsf@aol.com

Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY
Subject: FW: Notice of New Law Related to April 2 Filing Deadlines
Date: Wednesday, March 28, 2018 2:00:08 PM
Attachments: image004.png

ATT00001.htm
Communication NoFile-NoVote - Mar 27 2018 .pdf
ATT00002.htm

Importance: High

Commissioners,
Please disregard previous email. See below.
 
Chanbory Son, Executive Secretary
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.6926 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
 
 

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Pelham, Leeann (ETH)" <leeann.pelham@sfgov.org>
Date: March 27, 2018 at 7:24:25 PM PDT
To: "Pelham, Leeann (ETH)" <leeann.pelham@sfgov.org>
Subject: Notice of New Law Related to April 2 Filing Deadlines

Dear City Board and Commission Members:
 
This notice is provided to alert you to a new City law that could impact your ability to
participate in or take action on matters pending before your board or commission, and
to remind you of critical steps to take now to avoid inadvertently breaching the new
law’s provisions.
 
Operative April 16, 2018, a new “no file-no vote” law will be in place. This new law is
designed to strengthen public confidence in the integrity of government by ensuring
that board and commission members have the information and tools they need to
avoid conflicts of interests. It is also designed to support transparency in government
by supporting the public’s ability to monitor officials’ compliance with core ethics
standards of City service. 
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Specifically,
 the new law provides for the disqualification of 
members of City boards and commissions from participating in or voting on matters before their boards and commissions if those individuals have not completed the following core ethics requirements and until such time that these requirements are met:


 



�     
E-filing of required Statement of Economic Interests (Form 700);



�     
Completion of Ethics Training; 




�     
Completion of Sunshine Ordinance Training; and



�     
E-filing of Ethics and Sunshine Training Declaration Form to certify these trainings have been completed.


As a reminder, the April 2nd deadline for complying with each of these core ethics requirements is just around the corner. Please remember that

detailed information and tools to complete these requirements by April 2nd are accessible
24/7 on the Ethics Commission’s website. 


 


 


No File-No Vote: An Overview



 


Under existing law, if a City official who must file a Form 700 fails to do so, they are subject to potential late fees and penalties for failing to file. Such failure to file may also result
 in discipline.  The new no file-no vote law builds on these existing provisions. It was proposed last Fall by the Ethics Commission and was adopted unanimously by the Board of Supervisors and signed by Mayor Farrell in mid-March.



 


		
Beginning April 16, 2018, members of City boards or commissions who (1) have failed to fulfill the core ethics requirements shown above,
and (2) have been notified by the Ethics Commission of their failure to timely fulfill these core ethics requirements, will be disqualified from participating in and voting on matters listed on their boards' and commissions' meeting agendas if they have
 not fulfilled those obligations within 30 days of notice from the Ethics Commission.






 


		
The law enacted a new public announcement requirement so that the names of board or commission members who have not yet fulfilled their core ethics requirements will be identified at the outset
 of board or commission meetings following the filing deadline, stating that official will be disqualified from participation in and voting on matters coming before the board or commission pending the fulfillment of their core ethics requirement obligations.




 


		
The Ethics Commission will be working with Department Heads, Board and Commission Secretaries, Filing Officers and City Attorneys to establish procedures to notify Commission Secretaries (or persons
 who fulfill that role) if the appointed officer has failed to timely complete the core ethics requirements identified above.





 


		
A member of a City Board or Commission may seek a waiver from the disqualification provision for cause from the Ethics Commission Executive Director. If cause is shown, the Executive Director may
 grant a waiver.  While any such waiver request is pending, the member continues to be disqualified.





 


		
The Ethics Commission will also be reaching out to Departments to develop procedures for identifying board and commission members who are delinquent in fulfilling the core ethics requirements that
 are the subject of the new law. These processes will be critical for enabling the Ethics Commission to maintain on its website the required list of names, departments, and positions of persons who are required to file a Form 700, complete their Ethics training,
 their Sunshine Ordinance training, and file their Ethics and Sunshine Training Declaration Form, but have failed to do so on a timely basis.





 


To help ensure those who may be impacted by the law are informed of its provisions, and to help promote the law’s effectiveness in practice, the Ethics Commission plans to consult broadly with
 City departments, boards, and commissions as further information and resources are developed. As we do, we welcome your feedback and suggestions to help make sure those materials are most useful.


 


Thank you in advance for taking all necessary steps to fulfill these important ethics obligations and ensuring your valued public service on the City’s behalf can continue without interruption. And, as always,
 if you have any questions about the law or how it applies to you, please feel free to contact our office. We can be reached at
ethics.commission@sfgov.org or at (415) 252-3100 and we will be happy to assist you.


 


Sincerely,


LeeAnn



LeeAnn Pelham


Executive Director


 


cc:             Elected Officials


Department Heads


Filing Officials


 


P.S. A copy of this notice is also attached as a pdf for those who find that a helpful format.


 


 


San Francisco Ethics Commission


25 Van Ness Avenue Suite 220


San Francisco, CA 94102


415.252.3100


leeann.pelham@sfgov.org


https://sfethics.org
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DAINA CHIU 


VICE-CHAIRPERSON 
 


PAUL A. RENNE 
COMMISSIONER 


 
QUENTIN L. KOPP 


COMMISSIONER 


YVONNE LEE 
COMMISSIONER 


(VACANT) 
COMMISSIONER 


 
LEEANN PELHAM 


EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 


March 27, 2018 


 


Dear City Board and Commission Members: 


This notice is provided to alert you to a new City law that could impact your ability to participate 
in or take action on matters pending before your board or commission, and to remind you of 
critical steps to take now to avoid inadvertently breaching the new law’s provisions. 
 
Operative April 16, 2018, a new “no file-no vote” law will be in place. 
This new law is designed to strengthen public confidence in the 
integrity of government by ensuring that board and commission 
members have the information and tools they need to avoid conflicts 
of interests. It is also designed to support transparency in government 
by supporting the public’s ability to monitor officials’ compliance with 
core ethics standards of City service.   
 
Specifically, the new law provides for the disqualification of members 
of City boards and commissions from participating in or voting on 
matters before their boards and commissions if those individuals have 
not completed the following core ethics requirements and until such 
time that these requirements are met: 
 


� E-filing of required Statement of Economic Interests (Form 700); 
� Completion of Ethics Training;   
� Completion of Sunshine Ordinance Training; and 
� E-filing of Ethics and Sunshine Training Declaration Form to certify these trainings 


have been completed. 


As a reminder, the April 2nd deadline for complying with each of these core ethics requirements 
is just around the corner. Please remember that detailed information and tools to complete 
these requirements by April 2nd are accessible 24/7 on the Ethics Commission’s website.  
 
No Fi le-No Vote: An Overview  
 
Under existing law, if a City official who must file a Form 700 fails to do so, they are subject to 
potential late fees and penalties for failing to file. Such failure to file may also result in discipline.  
The new no file-no vote law builds on these existing provisions. It was proposed last Fall by the 
Ethics Commission and was adopted unanimously by the Board of Supervisors and signed by 
Mayor Farrell in mid-March.  


Your annual 
filing 


deadline is 
April 2, 2018. 


 


 24/7 help is  
avai lable online 



https://sfethics.org/ethics/2018/01/annual-form-700-filings-due-monday-april-2-2018.html#_CityOfficers

https://sfethics.org/ethics/2018/01/annual-form-700-filings-due-monday-april-2-2018.html#_CityOfficers
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� Beginning April 16, 2018, members of City boards or commissions who (1) have failed to fulfill the 
core ethics requirements shown above, and (2) have been notified by the Ethics Commission of 
their failure to timely fulfill these core ethics requirements, will be disqualified from participating 
in and voting on matters listed on their boards' and commissions' meeting agendas if they have 
not fulfilled those obligations within 30 days of notice from the Ethics Commission.  
 


� The law enacted a new public announcement requirement so that the names of board or 
commission members who have not yet fulfilled their core ethics requirements will be identified 
at the outset of board or commission meetings following the filing deadline, stating that official 
will be disqualified from participation in and voting on matters coming before the board or 
commission pending the fulfillment of their core ethics requirement obligations. 
 


� The Ethics Commission will be working with Department Heads, Board and Commission 
Secretaries, Filing Officers and City Attorneys to establish procedures to notify Commission 
Secretaries (or persons who fulfill that role) if the appointed officer has failed to timely complete 
the core ethics requirements identified above.  
 


� A member of a City Board or Commission may seek a waiver from the disqualification provision 
for cause from the Ethics Commission Executive Director. If cause is shown, the Executive Director 
may grant a waiver.  While any such waiver request is pending, the member continues to be 
disqualified. 


 
� The Ethics Commission will also be reaching out to Departments to develop procedures for 


identifying board and commission members who are delinquent in fulfilling the core ethics 
requirements that are the subject of the new law. These processes will be critical for enabling the 
Ethics Commission to maintain on its website the required list of names, departments, and 
positions of persons who are required to file a Form 700, complete their Ethics training, their 
Sunshine Ordinance training, and file their Ethics and Sunshine Training Declaration Form, but 
have failed to do so on a timely basis.  


 
To help ensure those who may be impacted by the law are informed of its provisions, and to help promote 
the law’s effectiveness in practice, the Ethics Commission plans to consult broadly with City departments, 
boards, and commissions as further information and resources are developed. As we do, we welcome 
your feedback and suggestions to help make sure those materials are most useful. 
 
Thank you in advance for taking all necessary steps to fulfill these important ethics obligations and 
ensuring your valued public service on the City’s behalf can continue without interruption. And, as always, 
if you have any questions about the law or how it applies to you, please feel free to contact our office. We 
can be reached at ethics.commission@sfgov.org or at (415) 252-3100 and we will be happy to assist you. 
 
Sincerely, 
LeeAnn  
LeeAnn Pelham 
Executive Director 
 


cc:  Elected Officials 
Department Heads 
Filing Officials 


  



mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org









From: Rahaim, John (CPC)
To: CTYPLN - CITY PLANNING EVERYONE
Subject: Responding to calls and messages
Date: Wednesday, March 28, 2018 1:20:49 PM
Importance: High

All, an important reminder that it is Department policy to return phone calls and emails within 24
hours.  I fully realize that we are all extremely busy and receive many calls, emails and other
messages.  But professional courtesy, and our role as public sector employees, require us to be
responsive.  To be clear, the response can simply be an acknowledgment of the receipt of the
message with an estimate of when you will get back to the caller/sender. 
 
This is important to our work, our relationships with the community to the image of the Department,
and to me.  Please do heed this requirement.
 
John
 
John Rahaim
Planning Director
 
Andrea Green
Executive Assistant
 
john.rahaim@sfgov.org 415-558-6411
andrea.green@sfgov.org 415-558-6268
1650 Mission Street Suite 400
San Francisco CA 94103
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From: Peterson, Pedro (CPC)
To: CTYPLN - CITY PLANNING EVERYONE
Subject: New Code Summary: Amendments to the Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial Transit District related to the

Mission Action Plan 2020
Date: Monday, March 26, 2018 1:32:59 PM
Attachments: MissionNCT_Amendments_PC_Summary.pdf

New Planning Code Summary:
                                                                                    Amendments to the Mission Street
Neighborhood Commercial Transit

District related to the Mission Action Plan 2020
 
Amended Sections:               121.2, 121.7, and 754
Case Number:                       2015-000988PCA-03
Board File/Enactment #:       171173/017-18
Initiated by:                           Supervisor Ronen
Effective Date:                      March 11, 2018
 
 
The Ordinance amended Planning Code sections 121.2, 121.7, and 754 to achieve the
following: 1) remove Non-Retail Professional Services (previously known as
Administrative Services) as a permitted use in the Mission Street Neighborhood
Commercial Transit District (NCT); 2) limit the merging of lots in the Mission Street NCT;
3) allow Arts Activities and Catering uses in the Mission Street NCT.
 
The Way It Was:

1. Section 121.2 of the Planning Code limits uses on Mission Street above 6,000 square
feet

2. Section 121.7 of  the Planning Code does not  limit  lot mergers  in  the Mission Street
NCT

3. Section 754 of the Planning Code (Mission Street NCT) controls the following uses as
such:

a)      Non-Retail Professional Services are permitted as a conditional use

b)      Arts activities and catering are not permitted

 
The Way It Is Now:
 

1. Section 121.2 of the Planning Code now limits the merger of commercial spaces when
the  merger  results  in  spaces  greater  than  2,500  square  feet,  but  only  in  buildings
located  on  parcels  that  were  created  from  lot  mergers  after  adoption  of  this
ordinance.

2. Section 121.7 of the Planning Code restricts lot mergers in the Mission Street NCT to
a limit of 100 feet of  lot frontage on Mission Street. Lot mergers that result  in street

mailto:Pedro.Peterson@sfgov.org
mailto:CPC.CityPlanningEveryone@sfgov.org
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New Planning Code Summary: 
 


Amendments to the Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial Transit  


District related to the Mission Action Plan 2020 
 
Amended Sections:  121.2, 121.7, and 754 


Case Number:   2015-000988PCA-03 


Board File/Enactment #: 171173/017-18 


Initiated by:   Supervisor Ronen 


Effective Date:  March 11, 2018 


 


 


The Ordinance amended Planning Code sections 121.2, 121.7, and 754 to achieve the 


following: 1) remove Non-Retail Professional Services (previously known as 


Administrative Services) as a permitted use in the Mission Street Neighborhood 


Commercial Transit District (NCT); 2) limit the merging of lots in the Mission Street 


NCT; 3) allow Arts Activities and Catering uses in the Mission Street NCT. 


 


The Way It Was: 


1. Section 121.2 of the Planning Code limits uses on Mission Street above 6,000 


square feet 


2. Section 121.7 of the Planning Code does not limit lot mergers in the Mission 


Street NCT 


3. Section 754 of the Planning Code (Mission Street NCT) controls the following 


uses as such: 


a) Non-Retail Professional Services are permitted as a conditional use 


b) Arts activities and catering are not permitted 


 


The Way It Is Now: 


 


1. Section 121.2 of the Planning Code now limits the merger of commercial spaces 


when the merger results in spaces greater than 2,500 square feet, but only in 


buildings located on parcels that were created from lot mergers after adoption of 


this ordinance. 


2. Section 121.7 of the Planning Code restricts lot mergers in the Mission Street NCT 


to a limit of 100 feet of lot frontage on Mission Street. Lot mergers that result in 
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street frontages between 50 and 100 feet will be required to provide at least one 


space fronting Mission Street of no more than 2,500 square feet. 


3. The following changes will be made to section 754 of the Planning Code (Mission 


Street NCT): 


a) Non-Retail Professional Services will be removed as a permitted use 


b) Arts activities and catering will be permitted on all floors 


 


Link to Signed Legislation: 


https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=5800652&GUID=8899B817-D6FB-4432-


B12D-49ABE81FF3CA 







frontages  between  50  and  100  feet  will  be  required  to  provide  at  least  one  space
fronting Mission Street of no more than 2,500 square feet.

3. The  following  changes  will  be  made  to  section  754  of  the  Planning  Code  (Mission
Street NCT):

a)      Non-Retail Professional Services will be removed as a permitted use

b)      Arts activities and catering will be permitted on all floors

 
Link to Signed Legislation:
https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=5800652&GUID=8899B817-D6FB-4432-
B12D-49ABE81FF3CA
 
 
Pedro Peterson, Senior Planner
Citywide Planning Division
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9163 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
 

http://www.sfplanning.org/
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

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

Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY
Subject: FW: Commission Update for Week of March 26, 2018
Date: Monday, March 26, 2018 12:13:35 PM
Attachments: Commission Weekly Update 3.26.18.doc

 
 
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: Tsang, Francis 
Sent: Monday, March 26, 2018 8:57 AM
To: Tsang, Francis
Subject: Commission Update for Week of March 26, 2018
 
Good morning.
Please find a memo attached that outlines items before commissions and boards for this week.
Let me know if you have any questions or concerns. 
Francis

Francis Tsang
Deputy Chief of Staff
Office of Mayor Mark Farrell
City and County of San Francisco
415.554.6467 | francis.tsang@sfgov.org
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To: 

Mayor’s Senior Staff

From: 

Francis Tsang

Date: 

March 26, 2018

Re: 

Commission Update for the Week of March 26, 2018

This memorandum summarizes and highlights agenda items before commissions and boards for the week of March 26, 2018. 


Film (Monday, March 26, 2PM) - CANCELLED

Small Business (Monday, March 26, 2PM)


Discussion Only


· Small Business Commission Feedback and Recommendations to the State of the Retail Sector Report.

Action Items

· Approval of Legacy Business Registry Application and Resolution:


· Kabuki Springs & Spa

· Board of Supervisors File No. 180053 – Planning Code - Massage Establishments - Union Street Neighborhood Commercial District - Ordinance amending the Planning Code to conditionally permit Massage Establishments, as defined, in the Union Street Neighborhood Commercial District; affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act; making findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and findings of public convenience, necessity, and welfare under Planning Code, Section 302.

Environment (Tuesday, March 27, 5PM) - CANCELLED

Port (Tuesday, March 27, 2PM)


Discussion Only


· Executive Director’s Report


· Informational presentation on the Disclosure Responsibilities of the Port Commission under Federal Securities Laws


· Report on the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce City Trip to Washington, D.C. – March 21-23, 2018

Action Items

· CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL AND REAL PROPERTY NEGOTIATOR – Property: Boudin Properties located at Seawall Lot 301 at Fisherman’s Wharf - An executive session has been calendared to give direction to staff regarding real estate negotiations for the proposed lease amendment of Port property located at SWL 301 at Fisherman’s Wharf.  In this Executive Session, the Port's negotiators will seek direction from the Port Commission regarding price and terms of payment, including term, rent structure, improvements, rent credits and other factors affecting the form, manner and timing of payment of the consideration for the lease amendment in order to enhance the capacity of the Port Commission during its public deliberations and actions to set the price and payment terms that are most likely to maximize the benefits to the Port, the City and the People of the State of California. (Closed Session)


· Request authorization to advertise for competitive bids for Construction Contract No. 2797, Pier 29 Utility Upgrade and Beltline Building Sewer Re-routing Project. 


· Request authorization to issue a Request for Qualifications to identify Qualified Developers/Operators of Electric Vehicle Charging Infrastructure and to negotiate lease terms with qualified entities to construct and operate electric vehicle charging stations at Seawall Lot 314, Piers 30/32, Pier 54, and/or Pier 70 Building 109. 

PUC (Tuesday, March 27, 130PM)


Discussion Only


· Revenue Bond Oversight Committee Annual Report and Audit Findings


· CleanPowerSF Update

· Sewer System Improvement Program Update


· Bay Area Water Supply and Conservation Agency Report

· 2018 Water and Wastewater Rate Study Update

· Workshop: Update on Power Business Plan and Affordable Access to Distribution: The Power Business Plan describes six strategies, including ensuring affordable access to the distribution grid. Staff will update the Commission on efforts to secure and maintain affordable access to the grid for the 2,500 metered and 9,000 unmetered service points currently connected, and review impacts to customers. 


Action Items

· Accept work performed by Yerba Buena Engineering & Construction, Inc., for Contract No. WD-2641R, Habitat Reserve Program, Homestead Pond, San Andreas Reservoir Wetlands, Adobe Gulch Grasslands, for a total contract duration of 1,847 consecutive calendar days (approximately five years); approve Modification No. 12 (Final) decreasing the contract amount by $146,356, for a total contract amount of $7,103,114; and authorize final payment to the contractor. 


· Approve the plans and specifications, and award Contract No. WW-672, Wastewater Enterprise Elevator Maintenance, Repair and Modernization 2018-2021, in the amount of $1,316,300, to the lowest, qualified, responsible and responsive bidder, Kone Inc., to service and maintain all Wastewater Enterprise and Southeast Community Center elevators, for a duration of three years.

· Authorize the General Manager to negotiate and execute Amendment No. 1 to the Memorandum of Understanding for the Potable Reuse Exploratory Plan with Silicon Valley Clean Water, the Bay Area Water Supply & Conservation Agency, and the California Water Service Company to: (1) add Redwood City and the City of San Mateo as parties; (2) expand the scope of the feasibility study to include additional analysis as a second phase of work; (3) extend the term by 28 months (two years and four months), for a total term of 41 months (three years and five months); and (4) increase SFPUC’s share of funding by up to $50,000, for a total not-to-exceed amount of $81,000.


· Approve Amendment No. 1 to Agreement No. CS-211A, Specialized and Technical Services with CDM Smith/ATS, a Joint Venture; Approve Amendment No. 2 to Water Enterprise-funded Agreement No. CS-211D, Specialized and Technical Services with URS Corporation; and authorize the General Manager to negotiate and execute these amendments, increasing Agreement CS-211A by $1,500,000, for a total not-to-exceed agreement amount of $6,500,000; and increasing Agreement CS-211D by $1,000,000, for a total not-to-exceed agreement amount of $7,490,000, with no change to the contract duration, subject to the Board of Supervisors approval pursuant to Charter Section 9.118.

· Award three Interim Greenhouse Grant Program Grants, PRO.0099(G).A-C, to Hunters Point Family (PRO.0099(G).A), Old Skool Café (PRO.0099(G).B), and San Francisco Conservation Corps (PRO.0099(G).C), to help residents from Bayview-Hunters Point develop skills and gain access to living wage jobs in the urban agriculture, horticulture, and food-related green industries; and authorize the General Manager to execute three grant agreements, each with a duration of two years, for amounts not-to-exceed $350,000 for Hunters Point Family, $175,000 for Old Skool Café, and $175,000 for San Francisco Conservation Corps, with an option to extend the agreements by one year each and by a cumulative amount of not-to-exceed $300,000.

· Conference with Legal Counsel – Existing Litigation: City and County of San Francisco v. County of Alameda, San Francisco Superior Court Case No.: CGC-564901, Date Filed: March 9, 2018 (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel – Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Tariff Withdrawal per 35.15: Notice of Termination of the 1987 CCSF Interconnection Agreement – PG&E Rate Schedule FERC No. 114 to be effective 6/30/15. Case No.: ER15-702-000/Date Filed: December 23, 2014 (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel – Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Tariff Withdrawal per 35.15: Notice of Termination of The CCSF Facilities Charge Agreement for Moscone to be effective 6/30/15. Case No.: ER15-703-000/Date Filed December 23, 2014 (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel – Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, §205(d) rate filing per 35.13 (a)(2)(iii): City and County of San Francisco Transmission Owner Tariff Replacement Agreements to be effective 7/1/15, Case No.: ER15-705-000/Date Filed: December 23, 2014 (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel – Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, §205(d) rate filing per 35.13 (a)(2)(iii): City and County of San Francisco Wholesale Distribution Tariff Replacement Agreements to be effective 7/1/15. Case No.: ER15-704-000/Date Filed: December 23, 2014 (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel – Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Notice of Termination of Facilities Charge Agreements between PG&E and the City and County of San Francisco. Case No.: ER15-735-000/Date Filed: December 23, 2014 (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel – Existing Litigation: City and County of San Francisco v. Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Complaint under Sections 206 and 306 of the Federal Power Act. Case No.: EL15-3-000/Date Filed: October 9, 2014 (Closed Session)

Board of Appeals (Wednesday, March 28, 5PM) - CANCELLED

Fire (Wednesday, March 28, 5PM)


Discussion Only


· DISCUSSION ON HOW FIREFIGHTERS ASSESS THE PLAN OF ATTACK ON A WORKING FIRE - Deputy Chief of Operations, Mark Gonzales to explain how firefighters assess the plan of attack on a working fire.


Action Items

· RESOLUTION 2018-01 Resolution acknowledging the heroic efforts displayed by the members of the SFFD who responded to the 4 Alarm fire on March 17, 2018 at 659 Union Street.


Police (Wednesday, March 28, 530PM) - CANCELLED

Southeast Community Facility (Wednesday, March 28, 6PM)


Discussion Only


· 1550 Evans Update

· Legacy Council Brunch Date: May 20th


· Southeast Community Facility Committee Chairs


· Southeast Community Facility Budget


· 1800 Oakdale Update


· Interim Greenhouse Grant Program

Action Items

· 9916 Program and Introduction of Apprentices 

· Student Enrollment/Courses Offered for 2016-17 and 2017-18 School Year

· Resolution to support San Francisco Public Utilities Commission Rates Increase

· Letter in support of The California Coalition For Equity In Early Care And Education

Status of Women (Wednesday, March 28, 4PM)


Discussion Only


· UN Commission on the Status of Women Meetings

Action Items

· Resolution Recognizing Cynthia Goldstein


· Resolution Recognizing Dr. Moses Grossman

· Youth Commission’s proposed legislation to reduce incarceration of homeless transitional aged youth


· Mayor’s Task Force on Anti-Human Trafficking 3rd Annual Human Trafficking in San Francisco Report


Housing Authority (Thursday, March 29, 4PM)


Discussion Only


· Presentation by the Human Services Agency: “From the Seven Street Corners to Today”


· San Francisco Police Department-Crime Statistics


· PHA Summary Report-February 2018


· SFHA Corrective Action Plan Summary Update

Action Items

· Annual Meeting: Election of the President and the Vice President of the Board of Commissioners of the Housing Authority of the City and County of San Francisco

· [RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR ENTER INTO A SECOND AMENDMENT TO THE GROUND LEASE AGREEMENT (PHASE IA (2)-HUNTERS VIEW PROJECT- OPEN SPACE WITH HUNTERS VIEW ASSOCIATES, L.P. TO EXTEND THE TERM OF THE GROUND LEASE AGREEMENT UNTIL AUGUST 3, 2018]


· [RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A FISCAL YEAR 2017 SECTION 8 MANAGEMENT ASSESSMENT PROGRAM (SEMAP) CORRECTIVE ACTION PLAN (CAP) WITH SPECIFIC TASKS AND DATES FOR ACCOMPLISHMENT FOR THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO (AUTHORITY) ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR AND STAFF TO IMPLEMENT FOR SUCCESSFUL RECOVERY OF PERFORMANCE]


· [RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR WRITE-OFF OF VACATED TENANT ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE IN THE AMOUNT OF ONE HUNDRED NINETEEN THOUSAND THREE HUNDRED TWELVE DOLLARS ($119,312) FOR THE PERIOD OCTOBER 1, 2017 TO DECEMBER 31, 2017]


· [RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS PRESIDENT AND ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO ACKNOWLEDGE THAT THE MARCH 30, 2018 DEADLINE TO EXECUTE LIMITED PARTNERS INVESTOR EXIT AGREEMENTS FROM THE HOPE VI PROJECT OWNERS HAS BEEN EXTENDED TO JUNE 30, 2019 PER THE PUBLIC HOUSING AGENCY RECOVERY AND SUSTAINABILITY AGREEMENT AND ACTION PLAN BETWEEN THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT AND THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO ADOPTED ON JUNE 22, 2017]


· [RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO AWARD A CUMULATIVE ONE HUNDRED FIFTY TWO (152) PROJECT BASED VOUCHERS PENDING THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT (HUD) APPROVAL FOR A TWENTY (20) YEAR CONTRACT WITH BRIDGE HOUSING CORPORATION/MISSION HOUSING DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, BRIDGE HOUSING CORPORATION/ THE JOHN STEWART COMPANY, TENDERLOIN NEIGHBORHOOD DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION/MISSION ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AGENCY AND TENDERLOIN NEIGHBORHOOD DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION FOR CERTAIN PROJECTS TO MEET THE HOPE SF RELOCATION NEEDS IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE ADMINISTRATIVE PLAN PURSUANT TO 24 CFR 983.152]


· [RESOLUTION APPROVING REVISIONS TO THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO PROCUREMENT PROCEDURES MANUAL TO CONFORM TO CURRENT CODE, 2 CFR PART 200- UNIFORM ADMINISTRATION REQUIREMENTS, COST PRINCIPLES AND AUDIT REQUIREMENTS FOR FEDERAL AWARDS AND THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF URBAN DEVELOPMENT'S GUIDANCE ON SUCH CODE WHICH WILL PROVIDE CLARITY FOR THE ADMINISTRATION OF CONTRACTS AND PROCUREMENT ACTIVITY]


· [RESOLUTION APPROVING THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO’S FISCAL YEAR 2018 REVISED OPERATING BUDGET FOR THE FISCAL YEAR ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 2018]


· [RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO SUBMIT PUBLIC HOUSING AGENCY RECOVERY AND SUSTAINABILITY ("PHARS") ACTION ITEM: “PORTFOLIO TRANSFORMATION” DELIVERABLES DUE ON MARCH 15, 2018, COMPLETE REQUEST FOR QUALIFICATIONS PROCESS FOR SCATTERED SITES TO THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT (HUD) FIELD OFFICE]


· CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL-EXISTING LITIGATION - DISTRICT COUNCIL 16 v. SAN FRANCISCO HOUSING AUTHORITY (Case No: CV17-2541JCS) (Closed Session)

Planning (Thursday, March 29, 1PM)

Consideration of Items Proposed for Continuance

· 768 HARRISON STREET – located on the north side of Harrison Street between corner of Lapu Lapu and 4th Streets; Lots 033 & 062 in Assessor’s Block 3751 (District 6) - Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2014.06.26.9588, proposing demolition of the existing two-story industrial building and new construction of a sevenstory (75-ft tall) mixed-use building with approximately 975 square feet (sq ft) of retail use on the ground floor, 6,199 sq ft of office use on the second floor, and 11 dwelling units on the third thru seventh floors. The proposed project is located in a MUO (Mixed-Use Office) Zoning District and 85-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Pending (Proposed Continuance to April 19, 2018)

· 2525 VAN NESS AVENUE – west side of Van Ness Avenue between Union Street and Filbert Street, Lot 004 in Assessor’s Block 0527 (District 2) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 253 and 303 to construct an approximately 65-foot tall building of approximately 70,080 square feet containing 28 dwelling units, approximately 2,000 square feet of ground floor retail, and up to 14 offstreet parking spaces. The project site is located in a RC-3 (Residential-Commercial, Medium Density) Zoning District and 65-A Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Pending (Proposed Continuance to May 3, 2018)

· 650 DIVISADERO STREET – southeast corner of Divisadero and Grove Streets; Lot 002B in Assessor’s Block 1202 (District 5) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 121.1, 271, 303, 746.10 and 746.11 to permit the development of a 6-story mixed-use building containing 66 residential dwelling units above 26 ground floor parking spaces and 3,528 square feet of commercial uses within the Divisadero Street Neighborhood Commercial Transit (NCT) District, the Fringe Financial Services Restricted Use District and 65-A Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions (Continued from Regular Meeting of December 14, 2017) (Proposed Continuance to June 21, 2018)

Discussion Only


· 505 HOWARD STREET – east side of Howard Street between 1st and 2nd Streets, Lot 183 in Assessor’s Block 3736 (District 6); Informational presentation on Lehigh University’s Abbreviated Institutional Master Plan (IMP), pursuant to Planning Code Section 304.5. Receipt of this IMP does not constitute approval or disapproval of any proposed projects contained in the IMP by the Planning Commission. The Abbreviated IMP contains information on the nature and history of the institution, the location and use of affiliated buildings, and development plans. 

Action Items

· EXTENDING LOWER POLK ALCOHOL RESTRICTED USE DISTRICT FOR FIVE YEARS [BOARD FILE NO. 180190] – Planning Code Amendment introduced by Supervisor Peskin to amend the Planning Code to extend the Lower Polk Street Alcohol Restricted Use District to June 1, 2023; to expand the circumstances in that District when temporary closures of Liquor Establishments are not considered abandonment of such uses, and provide that such temporary closures in that district are not considered an enlargement alteration intensification, abandonment, or change of use, provided that any demolition permits required for the repair, renovation, or remodeling work have been approved January 1, 2018; affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act; making findings of consistency with the General Plan and the eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1; and making findings of public necessity, convenience, and welfare under Planning Code Section 302. Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Modifications

· 500 TURK STREET – northwest corner of Turk Street and Larkin Street, (Assessor’s block/lot 0741/002) – Certification of the Final Environmental Impact Report. The project site is occupied by a one- to two-story, 20- to 30-foot-tall, 7,315-square-foot tire and automobile service building and associated surface parking. The project would demolish the existing building and surface parking and construct an eight-story, 79-foot-tall, 106,000-squarefoot building that would contain 107 affordable residential units and one manager’s unit. Constructed in 1935, the building is individually eligible for listing on the California Register. The project site is located in a Residential-Commercial, High Density (RC-4) District, the North of Market Residential Special Use District No. 1, and 80-T Height and Bulk District. NOTE: The public hearing on the Draft EIR is closed. The public comment period for the Draft EIR ended on January 16, 2018. Public comment will be received when the item is called during the hearing; however, comments submitted may not be included in the Final EIR. Preliminary Recommendation: Certify

· 114 LYON STREET – east side of Lyon Street between Oak and Page Streets; Lot 020 in Assessor’s Block 1220 (District 5) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 317 to legalize the merger of four dwelling units into two dwelling units. The proposed project would legalize the merger of four dwelling units into a 3,096 sq. ft. dwelling and a 341 sq. ft. studio unit behind the garage in a four-story residential building. The subject property is within a RH-3 (Residential, House, ThreeFamily) 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: Disapprove

114 LYON STREET – east side of Lyon Street between Oak and Page Streets; Lot 020 in Assessor’s Block 1220 (District 5) - Request for Variance, pursuant to Planning Code Section 134(c), to legalize the construction of a deck and stair located the rear yard of the 4-story four-unit residential building. The subject property is within a RH-3 (Residential, House, Three-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. 

· 135 HYDE STREET – west side of Hyde Street between Turk Street and Golden Gate Avenue, Lot 002 in Assessor’s Block 0346 (District 6) – Request for Downtown Project Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Section 309, with exceptions to requirements for Rear Yard (Section 134) and Reduction of Ground-Level Wind Currents (Section 148). The project would demolish the existing one-story, 4,950 square-foot building last used as an automotive repair garage, and construct a new 8-story over basement, 80-foot tall mixeduse building with approximately 45,322 gross square feet. The proposed building would include 69 dwelling units with approximately 3,336 square feet of common open space for residents, 940 square feet of ground-floor commercial space, a basement garage with 18 vehicle parking spaces and 1 car-share space, 69 Class 1 bicycle parking spaces in the garage, and 6 Class 2 bicycle parking spaces along Hyde Street. The project site is located in the Downtown General Commercial (C-3-G) Zoning District, 80-X Height and Bulk District, and within the Downtown Plan Area. 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

135 HYDE STREET – west side of Hyde Street between Turk Street and Golden Gate Avenue, Lot 002 in Assessor’s Block 0346 (District 6) – Request for Variance from exposure requirements of Planning Code Section 140, for 31 of the 69 proposed dwelling units in the project. These dwelling units face onto a proposed courtyard within the project, but do not meet the strict Code requirements of this Section; therefore a Variance is required. The project would demolish the existing one-story, 4,950 square-foot building last used as an automotive repair garage, and construct a new 8-story over basement, 80-foot tall mixeduse building with approximately 45,322 gross square feet. The proposed building would include 69 dwelling units with approximately 3,336 square feet of common open space for residents, 940 square feet of ground-floor commercial space, a basement garage with 18 vehicle parking spaces and 1 car-share space, 69 Class 1 bicycle parking spaces in the garage, and 6 Class 2 bicycle parking spaces along Hyde Street. The project site is located in the Downtown General Commercial (C-3-G) Zoning District, 80-X Height and Bulk District, and within the Downtown Plan Area.


· 429 BEALE STREET (ALSO 430 MAIN STREET) – midblock between Harrison and Bryant Streets, Lots 305 & 306 in Assessor’s Block 3767 (District 6) – Request for Downtown Project Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Section 309.1, with an exception from the dwelling unit exposure requirement of Planning Code Section 140, to demolish an existing 35,625 sq. ft. commercial building, merge both parcels, and construct a new 140,280 sq. ft., nine- to ten-story and 84 ft. tall residential building containing 144 dwelling units, 10,800 sq. ft. of open space, 111 indoor bicycle parking spaces, and a 17,720 sq. ft. underground garage with 72 accessory automobile parking spaces. The subject property is located within a RH-DTR (Rincon Hill – Downtown Residential) Zoning District and 84-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

· 48 SATURN STREET – north side of Saturn Street between Temple Street and Upper Terrace, Lot 005 in Assessor’s Block 2627 (District 8) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 249.77 and 303(c), to construct a new 39-foot tall, foot two-family dwelling on a vacant lot. The project site is located within a RH-2 (Residential House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Disapprove

· 160 CASELLI AVENUE – between Danvers and Clover Streets, Lot 008 in Assessor’s Block 2690 (District 8) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 317 to allow demolition an existing single-family residence and illegal structure at the rear of the property and removal of an unauthorized dwelling unit. The proposal includes new construction of a 3-story 2-unit structure at the front of the property within the RH-2 (Residential, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).


· 280 7TH STREET – located on the western side of 7th between Folsom and Howard Streets, Lot 290 in Assessor’s Block 3730 (District 2) – Request for a Large Project Authorization (LPA), pursuant to Planning Code Section 329, for the new construction of a six-story (65 feet in height), mixed use building and a five-story 951 feet in height) residential building (collectively measuring approximately 25,602 gsf) with a total of 20 dwelling units, approximately 861 square feet of ground floor commercial space, 21 Class 1 bicycle parking spaces and 4 Class 2 bicycle parking spaces, and private and common open space. Under the LPA, the project is seeking a modification to certain Planning Code requirements, including: 1) rear yard (Planning Code Section 134); 2) dwelling unit exposure (Planning Code Section 140); and, 3) ground floor active use (Planning Code 145.1). The subject property is located within a WMUG (WSoMa Mixed Use-General) Zoning District and 65-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).


· 43 EVERSON STREET – south side approximately 150 feet east of the intersection with Beacon Street, Lot 024 in Assessor’s Block 7542 (District 8) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2016.01.27.8097 proposing construction of a three-story horizontal rear addition, addition of an accessory dwelling unit and remodel the front facade and interior of a single family dwelling within a RH-1 (Residential House, One-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Staff Analysis: Abbreviated Discretionary Review Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not Take DR and Approve

Misc. 

· Zoning Variance Hearing (Wednesday, March 28, 930am)



From: Grob, Carly (CPC)
To: CTYPLN - CITY PLANNING EVERYONE
Subject: New Code Summary: Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program (aka The Palmer Fix)
Date: Monday, March 26, 2018 10:43:23 AM
Attachments: Code Summary - Inclusionary Housing Program.pdf

Hi Everyone,
 
As you may be aware, The Palmer Fix (AB 1505) was signed by Governor Brown last
September, and became effective State-wide on January 1. The Palmer Fix restores the
City’s ability to require on-site and off-site inclusionary rental units without qualifying for
an exemption from Costa Hawkins. The attached Code Summary reflects changes to
Section 415 which were required to implement the State legislation by removing references
to Costa Hawkins Agreements in our local Code.  
 
What does this mean for you? NO MORE COSTA HAWKINS FOR INCLUSIONARY,
STARTING TODAY! Please note that you will need to complete any partially-executed
Costa Hawkins agreement for any project that was approved before the effective date of the
local legislation, which was 3/25/18.  Also keep in mind that you’ll still need a Costa
Hawkins for ADUs when appropriate.
 
Please let me know if you  have any questions. Thanks!

 
New Planning Code Summary:

 
Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program Amendment, a.k.a. The Palmer Fix

 
Amended Sections:               415, 124 and 406
Case Number:                       2017-014892PCA
Board File/Enactment #:       171193/26-18
Initiated by:                           Supervisor Peskin
Effective Date:                      March 25, 2017
 
 
The proposed Ordinance amended the Inclusionary Affordable Housing Ordinance
(Planning Code Section 415) to remove the requirement that on-site and off-site
inclusionary units within a new development be ownership units rather than rental units.
 
The Way It Was:
Project sponsors may comply with the requirements of the Inclusionary Affordable
Housing Program, set forth in Planning Code section 415 et. seq., by paying an impact fee,
providing affordable units on-site, or providing affordable units off-site. On-site or off-site
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New Planning Code Summary: 
 


Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program Amendment, a.k.a. The Palmer Fix 
 
Amended Sections:  415, 124 and 406  
Case Number:   2017-014892PCA 
Board File/Enactment #: 171193/26-18 
Initiated by:   Supervisor Peskin  
Effective Date:   March 25, 2017  


 
 


The proposed Ordinance amended the Inclusionary Affordable Housing Ordinance 
(Planning Code Section 415) to remove the requirement that on-site and off-site inclusionary 
units within a new development be ownership units rather than rental units. 


 


The Way It Was: 


Project sponsors may comply with the requirements of the Inclusionary Affordable Housing 
Program, set forth in Planning Code section 415 et. seq., by paying an impact fee, providing 
affordable units on-site, or providing affordable units off-site. On-site or off-site affordable 
units must be ownership units unless a developer can demonstrate that the development 
qualifies for an exemption from the Costa-Hawkins Rental Housing Act (CA Civil Code 
Section 1954.50 – “Costa Hawkins”). Generally, Costa Hawkins prohibits rent control on 
new residential units, unless the development has received density bonuses or other zoning 
modifications. The project sponsor would enter into a Costa Hawkins Agreement with the 
City, demonstrating that the project's on- or off-site units are not subject to the Costa 
Hawkins because the project is receiving a development bonus or direct financial 
contribution. 


 
The Way It Is Now: 
 
This Ordinance would amend Planning Code Section 415 to allow affordable units on-site 
and off-site rental units without the need to qualify for an exemption from Costa Hawkins.  


 
Link to Signed Legislation: 
https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=5828425&GUID=AC9A51E2-C663-44A2-
8920-E5FB91438639 
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affordable units must be ownership units unless a developer can demonstrate that the
development qualifies for an exemption from the Costa-Hawkins Rental Housing Act (CA
Civil Code Section 1954.50 – “Costa Hawkins”). Generally, Costa Hawkins prohibits rent
control on new residential units, unless the development has received density bonuses or
other zoning modifications. The project sponsor would enter into a Costa Hawkins
Agreement with the City, demonstrating that the project's on- or off-site units are not
subject to the Costa Hawkins because the project is receiving a development bonus or
direct financial contribution.
 
The Way It Is Now:
 
This Ordinance would amend Planning Code Section 415 to allow affordable units on-site
and off-site rental units without the need to qualify for an exemption from Costa Hawkins.
 
Link to Signed Legislation:
https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=5828425&GUID=AC9A51E2-C663-44A2-8920-
E5FB91438639
 
 
 
 
Carly Grob, Senior Planner
Office of Executive Programs
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9138 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: carly.grob@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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From: Sanchez, Diego (CPC)
To: CTYPLN - CITY PLANNING EVERYONE
Subject: New Code Summary: Jackson Square SUD (BF171108)
Date: Friday, March 23, 2018 3:51:04 PM
Attachments: 171108 Jackson Square SUD.pdf

New Planning Code Summary:
Restaurant and Bar Uses in Jackson Square, Broadway and North Beach, and

Pacific Avenue Office Uses
 
Amended Sections:               178, 249.25, 714, 722 and 783
Case Number:                       2017-013742PCA
Board File/Enactment #:       171108/47-18
Initiated by:                           Supervisor Peskin
Effective Date:                      April 15, 2018
 
 
The proposed Ordinance amended the Planning Code to limit eating and drinking uses and
require Conditional Use authorization for Office, Business Service and Institutional Uses
fronting Pacific Avenue in the Jackson Square SUD.  The Ordinance also shortened the
abandonment period for a Restaurant use in the North Beach Neighborhood Commercial
District to 18 months.
 
The Way It Was:

1.      Within the Jackson Square SUD Limited Restaurants, Restaurants and Bars were principally
permitted.

 

2.      Within the Jackson Square SUD new eating and drinking uses were allowed to occupy
tenant spaces last legally occupied by any use. 

 

3.      Within the Jackson Square SUD any use could have converted to a Limited Restaurant, a
Restaurant or a Bar use.

 

4.      Within the Jackson Square SUD Conditional Use authorization was not required to
establish  an  Office  use,  Business  Service  Uses  or  Institutional  Use  that  fronted
Pacific Avenue.

 

5.      Within the North Beach Neighborhood Commercial District, a Restaurant use was
considered discontinued and abandoned if the period of non-use was three years.
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New Planning Code Summary: 
Restaurant and Bar Uses in Jackson Square, Broadway and North Beach, and 


Pacific Avenue Office Uses  
 
Amended Sections:  178, 249.25, 714, 722 and 783 
Case Number:   2017-013742PCA 
Board File/Enactment #: 171108/47-18 
Initiated by:   Supervisor Peskin 
Effective Date:   April 15, 2018 


 
 
The proposed Ordinance amended the Planning Code to limit eating and drinking uses 
and require Conditional Use authorization for Office, Business Service and Institutional 
Uses fronting Pacific Avenue in the Jackson Square SUD.  The Ordinance also shortened 
the abandonment period for a Restaurant use in the North Beach Neighborhood 
Commercial District to 18 months. 
 
The Way It Was: 


1. Within the Jackson Square SUD Limited Restaurants, Restaurants and Bars were 
principally permitted. 
 


2. Within the Jackson Square SUD new eating and drinking uses were allowed to 
occupy tenant spaces last legally occupied by any use.   
 


3. Within the Jackson Square SUD any use could have converted to a Limited 
Restaurant, a Restaurant or a Bar use. 


 


4. Within the Jackson Square SUD Conditional Use authorization was not required 
to establish an Office use, Business Service Uses or Institutional Use that fronted 
Pacific Avenue. 


 


5. Within the North Beach Neighborhood Commercial District, a Restaurant use was 
considered discontinued and abandoned if the period of non-use was three years.  


 
 
The Way It Is Now: 
 


1. Within the Jackson Square SUD Limited Restaurants, Restaurants and Bars 
require Conditional Use authorization. 
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2. Within the Jackson Square SUD: 


a. Bar uses may only occupy spaces currently or last legally occupied by a 
Bar use; 


b. Restaurant uses may only occupy spaces currently or last legally occupied 
by a Bar or Restaurant use; and 


c. Limited Restaurant uses may only occupy spaces currently or last legally 
occupied by a Bar, Restaurant, or Limited Restaurant use. 


 
3. Within the Jackson Square SUD only existing eating and drinking uses may 


convert to Limited Restaurant, Restaurant or Bar uses. 
 


4. Within the Jackson Square SUD Conditional Use authorization is required to 
establish an Office use, Business Service Uses or Institutional Use that fronts 
Pacific Avenue. 


 


5. Within the North Beach Neighborhood Commercial District, a Restaurant use is 
considered discontinued and abandoned if the period of non-use is 18 months.  


 


 
Link to Signed Legislation: 
https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=6034098&GUID=45C95D93-52AA-4C05-
98E7-A5E6E744B82D  
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The Way It Is Now:
 

1. Within  the  Jackson  Square  SUD  Limited  Restaurants,  Restaurants  and  Bars  require
Conditional Use authorization.

 

2. Within the Jackson Square SUD:
a. Bar  uses  may  only  occupy  spaces  currently  or  last  legally  occupied  by  a  Bar

use;

b. Restaurant uses may only occupy spaces currently or last legally occupied by a
Bar or Restaurant use; and

c. Limited  Restaurant  uses  may  only  occupy  spaces  currently  or  last  legally
occupied by a Bar, Restaurant, or Limited Restaurant use.

 

3. Within the Jackson Square SUD only existing eating and drinking uses may convert
to Limited Restaurant, Restaurant or Bar uses.

 

4. Within  the  Jackson  Square  SUD  Conditional  Use  authorization  is  required  to
establish an Office use, Business Service Uses or Institutional Use that fronts Pacific
Avenue.

 

5.      Within  the  North  Beach  Neighborhood  Commercial  District,  a  Restaurant  use  is
considered discontinued and abandoned if the period of non-use is 18 months.

 
 
Link to Signed Legislation:
https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=6034098&GUID=45C95D93-52AA-4C05-
98E7-A5E6E744B82D
 
DIEGO R SÁNCHEZ
SENIOR PLANNER, LEGISLATIVE ANALYST

SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1650 MISSION STREET, STE 400
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94103
(415) 575 – 9082
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