From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Zushi, Kei (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Draft EIR for 3333 California Street
Date: Wednesday, December 05, 2018 9:22:38 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Perviz Randeria <pervera@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Tuesday, December 04, 2018 5:31 PM

To: Andrew Wolfram <andrew@tefarch.com>; Aaron Hyland <aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com>; Black,
Kate (CPC) <kate.black@sfgov.org>; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; rsejohns
<RSEJohns@yahoo.com>; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; Jonathan Pearlman
<jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com>; CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>

Subject: Draft EIR for 3333 California Street

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

Since I am unable to attend the hearing tomorrow I wanted to voice my
concerns about the draft EIR.

I would very much appreciate you supporting the Neighborhood Full
Preservation Alternative because:

1. It has the same number of residential units as the project (558 with
a 744 variant).

2. It would retain the character-defining features of the historically
significant landscaping including the beautiful Terrace designed by
Eckbo, Royston & Williams and the majority of the 185 mature trees that
would

continue to absorb greenhouse gases. I and other people in the
community regularly use the green space on this site and it is very
important to the community.

3. It would not have retail that would compete with the
merchants at Laurel Village Shopping Center. By using all
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the space for housing, some units would be large enough for
middle-income families.

4. It would be built in approximately 3 years rather than the 7-15 years
the project applicant wants.

5. The proposed project is an unattractive mass of nondescript

buildings crammed onto the site with concrete pathways.
6. There is no need to destroy this historically significant site
because alternatives are available which will achieve

housing production by building on the parking lots.

The new Draft EIR Full Preservation Residential Alternative has
24 less residential units than the project.

Please consider that some of the 44,306 square feet of retail in
this Alternative be used for 24 residential units so the Alternative
has the same number of residential units as the proposed
project. This Alternative would have retail along California
Street but not also at Euclid, which the proposed project would
have. The applicant should explain the exact type of
replacement windows proposed and why the proposed "new
rooftop addition would distinguish it from the original building
yet be compatible with Midcentury Modern design principles.

Thank-you for your consideration.

Perviz E. Randeria

Pervera@sbcglobal.net
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Zushi, Kei (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Draft EIR for 3333 California St.
Date: Wednesday, December 05, 2018 9:22:29 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Roger D Miles <rmiles1600@comcast.net>

Sent: Tuesday, December 04, 2018 7:08 PM

To: aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; Black, Kate (CPC) <kate.black@sfgov.org>;
ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com;
jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; andrew@tefarch.com

Cc: frfbeagle@gmail.com

Subject: Draft EIR for 3333 California St.

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

Members of the San Francisco Historic Preservation Committee’

| Live in the neighborhood and have spoken with some of the developers and their
associates at community meetings . At no time did anyone mention the historical
significance of the property.

The property was designed longitudinally to nestle into the neighborhood, with many
windows looking out onto the campus like grounds providing the customers, workers
and the entire neighborhood to enjoy the green space surrounding building.

The developer’s proposal would destroy the way the existing building and grounds fit
so well in the neighborhood while providing the open green space with the neighbors.
Harm the existing merchants at the Laurel Village shopping center, increase
congestion and traffic while ruining the site for the tenants to enjoy along with the rest
of the neighborhood.

| urge you to support the neighborhood full preservation alternative for the site which
provides residential housing only, with just as many residential units, which would
preserve the historically significant building, landscaping, most of the mature trees
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and the terrace by Eckbo, Royston & Williams.

Sincerely, Roger D. Miles



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Zushi, Kei (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 3333 California Street

Date: Wednesday, December 05, 2018 9:22:19 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: Janet Frisbie <jan_wenn@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 04, 2018 7:27 PM

To: andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; Black, Kate (CPC) <kate.black@sfgov.org>;
ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com;
jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: LaurelHeights2016@gmail.com

Subject: 3333 California Street

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

San Francisco Historic Preservation Commission-

With regard to the 3333 California Street property, please take a thorough look at the Community Alternative Plan
which will fully protect the historical aspects of the site. This plan retains the beautiful and historical elements of
the acreage including the landscaping, hardscapes and the building itself.

This gorgeous ten plus acre site must be developed properly with an eye to the future. It has been awarded
California State Historical status and it is up to us to continue its legacy. The developer/applicant’s plan totally
destroys the site and everything on it!

This site has been special from its earliest days as a cemetery through the building of The Fireman’s Fund
architecturally significant and award winning modern structure. It is now time to continue this tradition for the

benefit of all the surrounding neighborhoods and, indeed, all of San Francisco.

The Community Alternative plan is a thoughtful, balanced and relevant use of this prominent site. Commissioners,
please give us your support for the Community Alternative plan.

Very truly yours,

Janet Wennergren Frisbie
525 Laurel St, SF, CA 94118
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Sent from my iPad



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Zushi, Kei (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 3333 California Street Project

Date: Wednesday, December 05, 2018 9:21:57 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Tina Kwok <kwoktina@me.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 04, 2018 10:34 PM

To: andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; Black, Kate (CPC) <kate.black@sfgov.org>;
RSEJohns@yahoo.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com;
jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>

Cc: LaurelHeights2016@gmail.com

Subject: 3333 California Street Project

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

Dear Commissioners of the Historic Preservation Commission,

My name is Tina Kwok and | have been a resident in the Laurel Heights/Jordan Park and nearby
neighborhoods since 1985. | currently live on Laurel Street, directly across from the 3333 California
project site.

With it’s “Midcentury Modern” architecture appeal, this area stands out as one of the best kept
neighborhoods in San Francisco.

I am in favor of progress and the betterment of neighborhoods. | support the Neighborhood Full
Preservation Alternative for the 3333 California Street project for the following reasons:

1. It offers the same number of residential units as the developer’s proposal (558 with a 744 variant).
2. It preserves the character-defining features of the historically significant landscaping as well as
much of the architecture of the original design. It maintains the majority of the 185 mature trees of
various significant and rare species that would continue to absorb greenhouse gases. People from
the neighborhood and elsewhere regularly use this green space for recreational purposes and is very
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important to the community.

3. The Alternative would not have retail that would compete with the merchants at Laurel Village
(and also on Sacramento Street). By using all the space for housing, some units would be large
enough for middle-income families.

4. It would be built in approximately 3 years instead of the 7-15 years the project applicant wants. |
am not sure if there are any neighborhoods in SF that would agree to such a long and drawn out
construction timeline. Imagine the noise, pollution, traffic, quality of life for the people not only the
immediate neighborhood but those who must travel through this area daily to get to wherever they
have to go to.

5. lunderstand that the new Draft EIR Full Preservation Residential Alternative has 24 less residential
units than the project. However, if some of the 44,306 sq ft of retail in this Alternative is used for 24
residential units, the Alternative would offer the same number of residential units as the proposed
project. There will be retail along California Street under the Alternative and NO retail along Euclid.
The location of retail shops along Euclid is most unattractive - it is windy, hilly and steep. Itis NOT a
pleasant strolling area for shoppers.

6. The project also proposes to replace the windows and there is new proposed rooftop addition. |
am concerned regarding the designs of the windows and rooftops and whether they will become
distinguished from the significant Midcentury Modern architectural design of the original building.
The proposed buildings appear to be an unattractive mass of glass and concrete crammed into the
property in order to maximize highly valued square footage.

7. 1am concerned about safety of the residents in the project and the residents and visitors to the
area as there are many proposed open spaces inside the project with public access.

Thank you for your attention.
Respectfully,
Tina Kwok

535 Laurel Street
San Francisco, CA 94118

May the long time sun shine upon you,
All love surround you,
And the light within you guide your way.



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

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

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED INTRODUCES LEGISLATION TO APPROPRIATE $181
MILLION TO HOMELESSNESS AND AFFORDABLE HOUSING PROGRAMS

Date: Wednesday, December 05, 2018 9:13:19 AM

Attachments: 12.4.18 Windfall Ordinance.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR)

Sent: Tuesday, December 04, 2018 5:26 PM

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

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED INTRODUCES LEGISLATION TO
APPROPRIATE $181 MILLION TO HOMELESSNESS AND AFFORDABLE HOUSING PROGRAMS

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, December 4, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

#%% PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED INTRODUCES LEGISLATION TO
APPROPRIATE $181 MILLION TO HOMELESSNESS AND
AFFORDABLE HOUSING PROGRAMS

Mayor Breed seeks to prioritize recently announced one-time windfall funding to help people
off of the streets and into housing

San Francisco, CA — Today, Mayor London N. Breed introduced legislation to appropriate
$181 million to homelessness and affordable housing programs in San Francisco. This funding
is the discretionary portion of a recently announced windfall of approximately $415 million
that the City is recognizing from newly available property tax revenue. The remainder of the
funding will go to budget reserves and dedicated baseline uses including transportation, public
schools, libraries, early care and education, children and family programming, and tree
maintenance.

Mayor Breed’s legislation, which is co-sponsored by Board of Supervisors President Malia
Cohen, would direct $90.5 million for affordable housing programs to the Mayor’s Office of
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LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, December 4, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED INTRODUCES LEGISLATION TO
APPROPRIATE $181 MILLION TO HOMELESSNESS AND
AFFORDABLE HOUSING PROGRAMS

Mayor Breed seeks to prioritize recently announced one-time windfall funding to help people off
of the streets and into housing

San Francisco, CA — Today, Mayor London N. Breed introduced legislation to appropriate $181
million to homelessness and affordable housing programs in San Francisco. This funding is the
discretionary portion of a recently announced windfall of approximately $415 million that the
City is recognizing from newly available property tax revenue. The remainder of the funding will
go to budget reserves and dedicated baseline uses including transportation, public schools,
libraries, early care and education, children and family programming, and tree maintenance.

Mayor Breed’s legislation, which is co-sponsored by Board of Supervisors President Malia
Cohen, would direct $90.5 million for affordable housing programs to the Mayor’s Office of
Housing and Community Development and $90.5 million for homelessness programs to the
Department of Homelessness & Supportive Housing and the Department of Public Health in
Fiscal Year 2018-2019. Since this is one-time funding, the spending is intended to focus on one-
time investments or as a bridge to more sustainable funding sources.

“The voters have been clear that homelessness and affordable housing are a top priority, and |
am committed to investing in proven programs that help people off of the streets and into
housing,” said Mayor Breed. “As we wait for additional homelessness funding to become
available, we can move now to create new affordable housing, continue expanding our shelter
capacity under my plan to open 1,000 new shelter beds, and increase our mental health and
substance use treatment beds and programs. | look forward to working with the Board of
Supervisors in the coming weeks to determine how to best fund these programs.”

“Committing this funding to our most urgent needs—nhousing, site acquisition, homeless
services, and rehabilitating our public housing—is essential for protecting our most vulnerable
San Franciscans, and is fully aligned with the City’s well-established budget priorities,” said
Board President Cohen. “As Chair of the Budget Committee, | hope that the discussion at the
Board will be in this spirit of collaboration and shared priorities.”

Controller Ben Rosenfield announced last week that San Francisco will recognize a windfall of
approximately $415 million from property taxes. Under state law, property taxes are distributed
by the Controller to the City, school district, and other taxing entities within its borders, with a
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LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

unique formula for each county. In 1992 and 1993, as a means of balancing the State budget, the
State directed all counties to create an Educational Revenue Augmentation Fund (ERAF) and
shift local property tax revenue to the fund. In San Francisco, 25% of collections from base
property tax rate is allocated to ERAF.

As the property tax roll has grown by 20% in the last two years, the revenue has increased
funding for ERAF to a level that exceeds the City’s funding obligation, and as a result the excess
property tax contributions will be returned to the City. The funding total is approximately $415
million for Fiscal Years 2017-18 and 2018-2019. Approximately $78 million of this funding
must be allocated to various baselines and approximately $156 million must go to Rainy Day
Reserves, leaving approximately $181 million available for other purposes.

The supplemental ordinance must sit for 30 days after introduction, which means the Board of
Supervisors can begin holding hearings in January.

it
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Housing and Community Development and $90.5 million for homelessness programs to the
Department of Homelessness & Supportive Housing and the Department of Public Health in
Fiscal Year 2018-2019. Since this is one-time funding, the spending is intended to focus on

one-time investments or as a bridge to more sustainable funding sources.

“The voters have been clear that homelessness and affordable housing are a top priority, and I
am committed to investing in proven programs that help people off of the streets and into
housing,” said Mayor Breed. “As we wait for additional homelessness funding to become
available, we can move now to create new affordable housing, continue expanding our shelter
capacity under my plan to open 1,000 new shelter beds, and increase our mental health and
substance use treatment beds and programs. I look forward to working with the Board of
Supervisors in the coming weeks to determine how to best fund these programs.”

“Committing this funding to our most urgent needs—housing, site acquisition, homeless
services, and rehabilitating our public housing—is essential for protecting our most vulnerable
San Franciscans, and is fully aligned with the City’s well-established budget priorities,” said
Board President Cohen. “As Chair of the Budget Committee, I hope that the discussion at the
Board will be in this spirit of collaboration and shared priorities.”

Controller Ben Rosenfield announced last week that San Francisco will recognize a windfall
of approximately $415 million from property taxes. Under state law, property taxes are
distributed by the Controller to the City, school district, and other taxing entities within its
borders, with a unique formula for each county. In 1992 and 1993, as a means of balancing the
State budget, the State directed all counties to create an Educational Revenue Augmentation
Fund (ERAF) and shift local property tax revenue to the fund. In San Francisco, 25% of
collections from base property tax rate is allocated to ERAF.

As the property tax roll has grown by 20% in the last two years, the revenue has increased
funding for ERAF to a level that exceeds the City’s funding obligation, and as a result the
excess property tax contributions will be returned to the City. The funding total is
approximately $415 million for Fiscal Years 2017-18 and 2018-2019. Approximately $78
million of this funding must be allocated to various baselines and approximately $156 million
must go to Rainy Day Reserves, leaving approximately $181 million available for other
purposes.

The supplemental ordinance must sit for 30 days after introduction, which means the Board of
Supervisors can begin holding hearings in January.
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

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

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Zushi, Kei (CPC)

Subject: FW: Wednesday Dec. 5 Historic Preservation Commission Hearing on 3333 California

Date: Tuesday, December 04, 2018 2:36:18 PM

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Elisa <elisasyee@aol.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 04, 2018 2:19 PM

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

Subject: Wednesday Dec. 5 Historic Preservation Commission Hearing on 3333 California

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

Dear Commissioners,
We 100% support the Neighborhood Full Preservation Alternative :
1) It has the same number of residential units as the project. (558 with a 744 variant)

2) It would retain the character-defining features of the historically significant landscaping and the
majority of the 185 mature trees that would continue to absorb greenhouse gases. My husband and
| enjoy the green space and go there regularly and that space is very important to us and the
community.

3) It would not have unwanted and unneeded retail on Euclid which would compete with the
merchants of which most are small local businesses at Laurel Village Shopping Center.
More importantly By using the space for housing, some units would be large enough for middle-
income families who are woefully neglected.

4) It would be built in approximately 3 years rather than the 7-15 years the project applicant is
seeking.
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The proposed project is unnecessarily destructive of a historical building, landscape, and site. It
has no regard for middle income families, small businesses, and the neighborhood.

There is no need to destroy this historically significant site because alternatives are available which
will achieve housing production by building on the parking lots.

| urge your support for our Neighborhood Full Preservation Alternative

Thank you for your consideration,
Willy and Elisa Yee



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Wednesday Dec. 5 Historic Preservation Commission Hearing on 3333 California
Date: Tuesday, December 04, 2018 10:21:07 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Nancy Yee <nancymyee@aol.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 04, 2018 9:07 AM

To: andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; Black, Kate (CPC) <kate.black@sfgov.org>;
EllenJonckellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com;
dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.peariman.hpc@gmail.com; CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>

Subject: Wednesday Dec. 5 Historic Preservation Commission Hearing on 3333 California

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

Dear Commissioners,

| feel | must state for the record my support for the Neighborhood Full
Preservation Alternative. It is highly unfortunate that the developer has not
said anything about or even mention the historic significance of of this
property at the one public meeting where the developer spoke to our
community.

| fully support the Neighborhood Full Preservation Alternative because:

1) It has the same number of residential units as the project. (558 with a
744 variant)

2) It would retain the character-defining features of the historically
significant landscaping and the majority of the 185 mature trees that would
continue to absorb greenhouse gases. My family and | regularly enjoy and
use the green space on the site for recreational purposes and that space is


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

very important to the community.

3) It would not have unwanted and unneeded retail on Euclid which would
compete with the merchants of which most are small local businesses and
not chains at Laurel Village Shopping Center. More importantly By using
the space for housing, some units would be large enough for middle-income
families who are woefully neglected. It is important that we not create only
small housing units just to increase our numbers of new housing being
created. We have to create housing for families as well.

4) 1t would be built in approximately 3 years rather than the 7-15 years the
project applicant wants. And in a city with non-stop construction, | can't see
why any member of your commission would not support that.

In conclusion, There is no need to destroy this historically significant site
because alternatives are available which will achieve housing production by
building on the parking lots.

| urge your support for our Neighborhood Full Preservation
Alternative......more housing, support for middle-income families,
support for independent small businesses, less greenhouse gasses,
honoring the historic significance of the property and the landscaping,
and construction in 3 years vs. 7-15 years. | believe my neighborhood
has created a win-win plan.

Respectfully,
Nancy Yee



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

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

Cc: Zushi, Kei (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: DEIR, Case No. 2015-014028ENV Project Title: 3333 California Street Mixed-Use Project Zoning: Residential,

Mixed, Low Density [RM-1] Zoning District 40-X Height and Bulk District Block/Lot: Block 1032/Lot 003
Applicant/Agent: Laurel Heights Pa...

Date: Tuesday, December 04, 2018 10:20:52 AM
Attachments: 3333CALSF Draft EIR 12-2-2018 Response.docx

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: victoria underwood <victoria.underwood@att.net>

Sent: Tuesday, December 04, 2018 10:09 AM

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

Cc: LaurelHeights2016@gmail.com

Subject: Re: DEIR, Case No. 2015-014028ENV Project Title: 3333 California Street Mixed-Use Project
Zoning: Residential, Mixed, Low Density [RM-1] Zoning District 40-X Height and Bulk District
Block/Lot: Block 1032/Lot 003 Applicant/Agent: Laurel Heights Pa...

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

Please see my letter attached for your review and consideration regarding the above.
Thank you,

Victoria Underwood
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December 4, 2018



City Of San Francisco – Planning Commission

Commission Chambers, 

Room 400, City Hall, 

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place,

 San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 



Commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



Re:   Case No. 2015‐014028ENV 

Project Title:  3333 California Street Mixed‐Use Project Zoning: Residential, Mixed, Low Density [RM‐1] Zoning District 40‐X Height and Bulk District Block/Lot: Block 1032/Lot 003

Applicant/Agent:  Laurel Heights Partners LHP   



Dear Planning Commissioners:



This letter is in direct response to the Draft EIR, Volume2c: Appendices D-G, published November 7, 2018. I have read the report and I have a number of comments and concerns.



The Notice of Public Hearing was posted at the corners of the 3333 California location, but both pages failed to be posted providing informative and critical information to the public.



1. Your name and email contact address and phone number

2. The Planning Department’s website address in order to download the Draft EIR document assessment

3. [bookmark: _Hlk531514827]The Notice of a Public Hearing before the Historic Preservation Commission on Wednesday December 5th at 12:30 p.m. at which the Historic Commission is to make its comments on the Draft EIR.

4. Notice to the Public that public comments to the Historic Preservations will be accepted from 11/8/2018 – 12/24/2018.



The Draft EIR states that the project would have a Significant and Unavoidable with Mitigation impact on noise because it would "expose people to or generate noise levels in excess of applicable standards or cause a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels."   (page 4.D.36)   The estimated construction period is 7 to 15 years.



The Draft EIR states that the project would have a Significant and Unavoidable with Mitigation impact on historic architectural resources because the project "would demolish portions of the office building... and remove all of the project site's existing designed landscape elements and features, including, but not limited to, the curvilinear shapes in pathways, driveways, and planting areas; integrated landscape features, including planter boxes and seating; brick perimeter walls; and the concrete pergola and terraced planting feature facing Laurel Street."  (p. 4.B.41)



The DEIR admits that the project would be expected to generate higher Vehicle Miles Traveled than retail, office or residential average projects in the area.  The DEIR compares the project with city average data but not with actually measured traffic conditions in the project area.  However, the DEIR concludes that the project would have an impact on traffic that would be Less Than Significant with Mitigation.  (page 4.C.74)  The DEIR claims that reducing the retail parking supply would mitigate the Vehicle Miles Traveled impacts of the project.  (page 4.C.80)



The DEIR estimates that the project would generate 10,057 daily automobile trips (page 4.C.58).  This is probably an understatement because another EIR for a mixed use project estimated 13,000 automobile trips generated by the retail square footage alone (approximately 54,000 square feet), and the proposed project also has 558 or 744 residential units and a 49,999 square foot new office building that would generate additional vehicle trips.  



[bookmark: _Hlk531524285]The EIR Intersection Operations Analysis (Page 9,Task 7.2) has focused on transit timing on California Street.  To say that Applicant’s Proposed Project will have little or no impact on transit and traffic flow on all surrounding streets, simply is NOT true.  As it is currently during the commute, Masonic Avenue is solid cars between Presidio and Euclid during evening commute hours and that is with the right most lane on Presidio with the additional lane to Euclid; both of which are to be removed as part of Applicant’s Proposed Project.  As it is currently, for every southbound vehicle that stops on Presidio at the Presidio/Pine/Masonic light, three now utilize the right most lane up to Masonic or Euclid.  That means that if 3 to 5 cars stop for the traffic light, 9 have driven up Masonic and no are longer sitting waiting to turn right at the light.    But, if you eliminate that right most lane, those cars will have to wait for the light to change and back up to the SFFD Credit Union Building at Presidio and California.   Additionally, Muni buses have a shift change and buses are coming off California onto Presidio Avenue; add one or two buses and traffic on Presidio will back up to California.  The impact for anyone familiar with these intersections is clear.  I just have to look out the window.  The idea that you can add three total ingress/egress active driveways on Presidio next to the SFFD Credit Union ingress/egress garage driveway and then do the same on Masonic and, not overload all the surrounding streets as the Applicant’s Proposed Project does by using criteria from other sites without understanding these major thoroughfares, will be disastrous.  You could end up backing traffic all the way down to the financial district.



The DEIR claims that project impacts on air quality, geology, hydrology, vegetation and other matters would be less than significant.



During the 15-year construction period the developer is requesting, the developer would be able to apply for changes to make the project bigger, expand the retail and increase the heights and amounts of development.  This suggests further entitlements and profiting from real estate speculation on the back of the neighborhoods affected by the proposed Project.  The Applicant is trying to make us all believe that their proposed project is for the better good and will address the more immediate issue the City has for additional and affordable housing.  It is ludicrous that it would take 15 years of construction to accomplish that.  It is clear that anyone who supports the Proposed Project and the proposed construction schedule does not live within the immediate proximity of this site.   



[bookmark: _GoBack]I, along with many of my neighbors, have opposed the developer's concept from the beginning.  We are in of the need for additional and affordable housing in our neighborhood.  We stand against the Applicant’s proposed project because it would be destructive to the neighborhood. The developer’s proposal is too massive, too commercialized and out of character with the neighborhood and, since we know now about the Historic Preservation Commission’s assessment about the value of the existing historic building and landscaping, we continue to wonder how the Applicant has been able to push a plan that would do so much damage to the site and the neighborhood so far down the road.   



We have objected to the destruction and removal of the existing green areas.  We’ve asked the Applicant of the Proposed Project for an alternative preservation plan that is consistent with the design and aesthetics of the condominiums directly across the street from the Project on California Street between Laurel and Walnut (for example) without touching any of the green and landscaped areas on Masonic, Euclid or Laurel.  The neighborhood has expressed its desire to have the Applicant redesign the proposed Project so preserve as much of the site as possible and complete critically needed residential housing in the shortest time possible.  We’ve written letters to the Applicant, addressed these issues in person with the Applicant at the Developer’s poster-board sessions and at the Scoping Meeting at the JCC with the Planning Department but we have yet to see a design that warrants serious consideration by the neighborhood or the City.



I believe the Project, as proposed, will have an enormously, negative impact on the neighborhood and surrounding areas.  The proposed uses and high density of the proposed project will increase traffic flow and congestion, increase noise and pollution and increase the loss of parking, etc.  The proposed removal of the green spaces and mature trees and plants will unnecessarily impact the local environment and deprive the surrounding area from continued public use. 



The increased noise from the Proposed Project, including construction activities, will adversely affect nearby sensitive receptors including existing residential housing units surrounding the 10-acre site, the elderly residential facility at the JCC across the street from the site and child care uses at the JCC. There is no reason or justification for relocating the Child Care Center from its current location on the existing site.   We know that the existing zoning limits heights greater than 40 feet at Euclid and Masonic and no retail is permitted. 



A Community Alternative Plan (hereinafter referred to as “CAP”) is being created to reflect what we believe will preserve the entire Historical Building.  The design will include re-purposing of the Historical Building to residential use.  The “CAP” will preserve Eckbo Terrace, Children’s Childcare Playground, along with the Redwood trees, and preserve all Historic Landscaping. The existing green spaces on Laurel, Euclid, Masonic and Presidio will remain intact in this redesign.   The “CAP” will accomplish the Applicant’s goal of providing 558-744 housing units (Variant) by a design of three or four, four-story buildings on the existing surface parking lots facing California Street; with no retail or office.  As we understand it, the housing units facing California Street in the CAP will be consistent with the design and aesthetics of the condominiums directly across the street as mentioned above.  The number of trees and landscaping to be removed will be substantially less in the CAP Plan.  We have not seen the fully-designed CAP but we whole heartedly support the draft of a plan that we have seen because it is less destructive and can be completed and on line satisfying the immediate need for additional housing within the timeline of three to five years; not 15 years.



Applicant’s Proposed Plan does not serve any of us well.   They have had every opportunity to redesign and submit an Alternative Preservation Plan and they have refused to do that.  My sincerely hope is the Planning Department will want to consider the CAP which is timely and less impactful to the neighbors and the many neighborhoods and stop the negative impact that will undoubtedly occur by approval of the Applicant’s Proposed Plan before this goes any farther.   



Thank you.





Victoria Underwood

510 Presidio Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94115



Victoria.underwood@att.net



cc:

LaurelHeights2016@gmail.com







To m




From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

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

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Moore, Julie (CPC)
Subject: FW: IMPORTANCE OF PRESERVING THE HISTORIC PROPERTY AT 3333 CALIFORNIA Street, San Francisco, CA
Date: Tuesday, December 04, 2018 8:57:00 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Zarin Randeria <thezarin@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, December 03, 2018 11:57 PM

Subject: IMPORTANCE OF PRESERVING THE HISTORIC PROPERTY AT 3333 CALIFORNIA Street, San
Francisco, CA

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

San Francisco Planning Commissioners:

As a concerned citizen of San Francisco and a resident of Laurel Heights
we are very concerned about the developers totally ignoring the concerns
of people who live in the neighborhood and their NON-RECOGNITION OF
THE HISTORIC SIGNIFICANCE OF THIS PROPERTY.

1. In an earlier public meeting the developers did not even mention
that 3333 California Street, San Francisco, CA, if of Historic
Significance.

2. You should support the Neighborhood Full Preservation Alternative because:

A. It has the same number of residential units as the project (558 with a 744
variant).

B. It would retain the character-defining features of the historically significant
landscaping including the beautiful Terrace designed by Eckbo, Royston & Williams
and the maijority of the 185 mature trees that would continue to absorb greenhouse
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gases.

It is important for you to know that people from our neighborhood and other
neighborhoods regularly use the green space on this site for recreation playing with
their dogs, having impromptu picnics and simply visit with one another. This SPACE
IS VERY IMPORTANT TO OUR COMMUNITY.

C. We support using all the space for housing which is affordable and can
accommodate the diverse population of our City. By using all the space for housing,
some units would be large enough for middle-income families. We do not need retail
space as that would compete with the merchants at Laurel Village Shopping Center.

D. Any construction to re-formulate this space needs to be built in approximately
3 years rather than the 7-15 years the project applicant wants.

3. We recommend that some of the 44,306 square feet of retail in this Alternative be
used for 24 residential units so the Alternative has the same number of residential
units as the proposed project. This Alternative would have retail along California
Street but not also at Euclid, which the proposed project would have. Additionally, the
applicant should explain the exact type of replacement windows proposed and why
the proposed "new rooftop addition" that would distinguish it from the original building
yet be compatible with Midcentury Modern design principles.

4. The proposed project as designed by the developers is an unattractive mass of
nondescript buildings crammed onto the site with concrete pathways and ALMOST
NO GREEN SPACE which is vital for our City as more and more of it seems to be
cement and concrete.

5. There is no need to destroy this historically significant site because
alternatives are available which will achieve housing production by building on the
parking lots.

Thank You!

Zarin E. Randeria
38 Lupine Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94118



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

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

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Willis Polk Demolition: 950 Residence Tour Compromises AIASF Integrity
Date: Monday, December 03, 2018 3:36:42 PM

Attachments: RHCA - AIASF 950 Residence 12-3-18.pdf

Importance: High

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Kathleen Courtney <kcourtney@rhcasf.com>

Sent: Monday, December 03, 2018 3:13 PM

To: info@aiasf.org

Cc: Commission President Rich Hillis <richhillissf@yahoo.com>; Commission President Andrew
Wolfram <andrew@tefarch.com>; Harris, Sonya (DBI) <sonya.harris@sfgov.org>; Rahaim, John (CPC)
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org>; City Attorney Dennis Herrera <info@sfcityattorney.org>; Stefani,
Catherine (BOS) <catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>;
Mike Buhler <Mbuhler@sfheritage.org>; Joe Butler <fjosephlbutler@gmail.com>; Jamie Cherry
RHCA <jcherry@rhcasf.com>; Jeff Cheney RHCA <jcheney@rhcasf.com>; 'Robyn Tucker'
<ventures@aol.com>; CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Willis Polk Demolition: 950 Residence Tour Compromises AIASF Integrity

Importance: High

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

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

Russian Hill Community Association
1166 Green St. San Francisco, CA 94109 510-928-8243 rhcasf.com

December 3, 2018
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Russian Hill Community Association

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

December 3, 2018

AlA San Francisco
130 Sutter Street, Suite 600
San Francisco, CA 94104

Re: “Residence 950” — Site of Historic Willis Polk Residence

Dear Members of AIA San Francisco:

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

We call to your attention that the Willis Polk Residence at 950 Lombard, a designated historic resource,
was purchased by the developer September 12, 2012 for $4,500,000. On June 8, 2017 the developer entered
into an Agreement with the City of San Francisco which called for a Settlement of $400,000, recognizing that the
historic structure was deliberately demolished over a period of years by work done beyond the work permitted.
On March 22, 2018, representatives of San Francisco Heritage toured the property and confirmed that little
historic fabric remains of the cottage, also an original structure on the property. In October, 2018 the property,
now called “Residence 950"went on the market for $45,000,000.

And now the San Francisco Chapter of the American Institute of Architects is offering an invitation only,
private tour and presentation for $40 on December 19",

The phrase “have you no shame” comes to mind. What is the message AIASF wants to impart to its
members? What is the responsibility of the architect when confronted with a situation like this? Or with the
proposed project at the site of the demolished Richard Neutra house at 49 Hopkins?

We urge the AIASF to implement a “Case Study” seminar for its members of the Willis Polk, Richard
Neutra and other significant or not so significant properties where professional ethics are called into question in
the service of a developer. We are certain that members of the preservation community and citizens interested
in protecting San Francisco’s unique resources would be more than willing to participate.

We welcome your response.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Courtiney

Kathleen Courtney

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

Cc: President Rich Hillis, Planning Commission; President Andrew Wolfram, Historic Preservation Commission;
President Angus McCarthy, Building Inspection Commission; Planning Director John Rahaim’; City Attorney
Dennis J. Herrera; Supervisor Catherine Stefani; Supervisor Aaron Peskin; SF Heritage CEO Mike Buhler; F.
Joseph Butler, AlA, Little House Committee; Jamie Cherry, Jeff Cheney, RHCA; Robyn Tucker, PANA
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AlA San Francisco
130 Sutter Street, Suite 600
San Francisco, CA 94104
Re: “Residence 950" — Site of Historic Willis Polk Residence

Dear Members of AlA San Francisco:

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

We call to your attention that the Willis Polk Residence at 950 Lombard, a designated historic
resource, was purchased by the developer September 12, 2012 for $4,500,000. On June 8, 2017 the
developer entered into an Agreement with the City of San Francisco which called for a Settlement of
$400,000, recognizing that the historic structure was deliberately demolished over a period of years by
work done beyond the work permitted. On March 22, 2018, representatives of San Francisco Heritage
toured the property and confirmed that little historic fabric remains of the cottage, also an original
structure on the property. In October, 2018 the property, now called “Residence 950”went on the market

for $45,000,000.

And now the San Francisco Chapter of the American Institute of Architects is offering an
invitation only, private tour and presentation for $40 on December 19m;

The phrase “have you no shame” comes to mind. What is the message AIASF wants to impart to
its members? What is the responsibility of the architect when confronted with a situation like this? Or with
the proposed project at the site of the demolished Richard Neutra house at 49 Hopkins?

We urge the AIASF to implement a “Case Study” seminar for its members of the Willis Polk,
Richard Neutra and other significant or not so significant properties where professional ethics are called
into question in the service of a developer. We are certain that members of the preservation community
and citizens interested in protecting San Francisco’s unique resources would be more than willing to
participate.

We welcome your response.

Sincerely,

Katihleerw Courtiney

Kathleen Courtney

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

Cc: President Rich Hillis, Planning Commission; President Andrew Wolfram, Historic Preservation
Commission; President Angus McCarthy, Building Inspection Commission; Planning Director John
Rahaim’; City Attorney Dennis J. Herrera; Supervisor Catherine Stefani; Supervisor Aaron Peskin; SF
Heritage CEO Mike Buhler; F. Joseph Butler, AlA, Little House Committee; Jamie Cherry, Jeff Cheney,
RHCA; Robyn Tucker, PANA
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

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

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** STATEMENT *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ON THE TENTATIVE AGREEMENT TO END HOTEL WORKERS
STRIKE

Date: Monday, December 03, 2018 9:18:30 AM

Attachments: 12.3.18 Hotel Workers Strike Agreement.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR)

Sent: Monday, December 03, 2018 8:27 AM

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

Subject: *** STATEMENT *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ON THE TENTATIVE AGREEMENT TO END
HOTEL WORKERS STRIKE

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Monday, December 3, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

wx% STATEMENT ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ON THE TENTATIVE
AGREEMENT TO END HOTEL WORKERS STRIKE

“I’'m happy that Local 2 and Marriott have reached a tentative agreement to end the hotel
workers strike here in San Francisco. In this time of rising inequality, it is crucial that our
workers are able to earn a fair wage that allows them to live and support their families in the
increasingly expensive Bay Area. [ am proud to have supported the workers as they fought for
better wages, healthcare, and job security. I want to thank both sides of the negotiations for
coming together to reach an agreement.”

HitH
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LoONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Monday, December 3, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

wxk STATEMENT ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ON THE TENTATIVE
AGREEMENT TO END HOTEL WORKERS STRIKE

“I’m happy that Local 2 and Marriott have reached a tentative agreement to end the hotel
workers strike here in San Francisco. In this time of rising inequality, it is crucial that our
workers are able to earn a fair wage that allows them to live and support their families in the
increasingly expensive Bay Area. | am proud to have supported the workers as they fought for
better wages, healthcare, and job security. | want to thank both sides of the negotiations for
coming together to reach an agreement.”

it

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









From: Richard S. E. Johns

To: Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram (andrew@tefarch.com); Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Ellen
Johnck - HPC; Jonathan Pearlman; Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: Re: Special Hearing @12:30

Date: Sunday, December 02, 2018 2:05:28 PM

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

Dear Jonas:

I just saw this email and several others from you as well, all
of which had gone to my spam. I hope no one else has sent
messages to me that also went there. I am very sorry that I
missed the Special meeting because I was extremely interested
n it.

From: Richard S. E. Johns, Attorney at Law; T: 415 640-3240, e:
RSEJohns@yahoo.com; 174 9th Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94118.

On Tuesday, November 27, 2018, 4:10:15 PM PST, lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org> wrote:

Commissioners,

This is a friendly reminder that we are having a Special Hearing, tomorrow, Wed. Nov. 28™M at 12:30 in our normal
chambers.

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
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 3333 California Street

Date: Friday, November 30, 2018 1:37:11 PM
Attachments: 20181127203141.pdf

20181127203536.pdf

FYI

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Kathy Devincenzi <krdevincenzi@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 28, 2018 10:49 AM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: 3333 California Street

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

To: Commissions Secretary

Please note, 15 paper copies of this submission were delivered to Planning Department reception
yesterday.

—————————— Forwarded message ---------

From: Kathy Devincenzi <krdevincenzi@gmail.com>

Date: Tue, Nov 27, 2018 at 5:02 PM

Subject: 3333 California Street

To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC) <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>, <tim.frye@sfgov.org>,
<allison.vanderslice @sfgov.org>

Cc: Richard Frisbie <frfbeagle@gmail.com>

San Francisco Historic Preservation Commission
December 5, 2018
SF Planning Department Case No: 2015-014028ENV

Dear President Wolfram and Commissioners:


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
mailto:krdevincenzi@gmail.com
mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:tim.frye@sfgov.org
mailto:allison.vanderslice@sfgov.org
mailto:frfbeagle@gmail.com
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November 27, 2018

By E-Mail to: Commissions.secretary(@sfgov.org and
tim.frye@sfgov.org and allison.vanderslice@sfgov.org

San Francisco Historic Preservation Commission
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Dear President Wolfram and Commissioners:

Re: 3333 California Street, Draft Environmental Impact Report
SF Planning Department Case No: 2015-014028ENV
Hearing Date: December 5, 2018

INTRODUCTION

There are two new Full Preservation Alternatives which are feasible.

This Commission should support the Neighborhood Full Preservation Alternative because
such an alternative is feasible and would avoid substantial adverse changes in character-defining
features of the historically significant resource. This Alternative would include the same number
of housing units as the proposed project (558 units) and the project variant (744 units). This
Commission should request that the Draft EIR (DEIR) be revised to substitute the Neighborhood
Full Preservation Alternative for DEIR Alternative C, because Alternative C would have 24 less
housing units than the proposed project and substantial new retail uses, which are not permitted
under the current site zoning.

Public Resources Code section 21002 confirms that it is the policy of the state that public
agencies should not approve projects as proposed if there are feasible alternatives or feasible
mitigation measures available which would substantially lessen the significant environmental
effects of such projects. The DEIR admits that the developer’s proposed concept “would cause a

substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource.” DEIR p. B.41.

1. NEIGHBORHOOD FULL PRESERVATION ALTERNATIVE





San Francisco Historic Preservation Commission
November 27, 2018
Page 2

The Neighborhood Full Preservation Alternative would have the same number of housing
units as the project (558 units) or project variant (744 units) and would build new residential
buildings where the parking lots are located along California Street. Also, a residential Mayfair
building would be built on a small portion of the landscaping. Other than that, the historically
significant landscaping including the beautiful Terrace designed by the renowned landscape
architects Eckbo, Royston & Williams and the majority of the 185 mature trees would be retained
and would continue to absorb greenhouse gases. Under this Alternative, the existing 1,183 asf
café and 11,500 gsf childcare center would remain in the main building. Approximately 10,000
gsf of office uses in the existing main building could be retained, at the developer’s option.

The site would not be rezoned for approximately 54,117 gsf of retail uses or a 49,999 gsf
new office building. By using all the newly constructed buildings for housing, some units large
enough to be attractive to middle-income families would be provided along with other affordable
housing. Retail uses were banned as a commercial use on the site by Planning Commission
Resolution 4109, which still applies, when the site zoning was changed from First Residential to
Commercial with limitations, in order to prevent adverse effects on the adjacent retail uses in
Laurel Village Shopping Center and along the Sacramento Street neighborhood commercial area.
See Attachment G, Resolution 4109.

The Neighborhood Alternative would retain all of the existing office building’s character-
defining features and the bulk of the character-defining features of the site and landscape. Also,
this Alternative would be built in approximately 3 years, as opposed to the 15 years which the
developer is requesting in the development agreement so that if “conditions do not exist to built
out the entire project, we can phase construction in order to align with market conditions and
financing availability.” Attachment A, October 12, 2017 email from Dan Safier. An architect is
drawing up a graphic of the Neighborhood Alternative, which we will submit as comment on the
Draft EIR.

2. ALTERNATIVE C: FULL PRESERVATION RESIDENTIAL ALTERNATIVE

There is also a new alternative in the Draft EIR (DEIR) which was not presented to the
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Architectural Review Committee of this Commission on March 21, 2018.

DEIR Alternative C: Full Preservation Residential Alternative would have 534 residential
units plus 44,306 gsf of retail uses. DEIR p. 6.13. Please note that some of the proposed retail
uses under this Alternative can be converted to residential uses to add 24 more residential units in
order to match the 558 residential units in the proposed project. The DEIR unreasonably
configured this alternative to have 24 less residential units than the project, in order to provide a
false pretext for its rejection.

Alternative C would not divide the existing office building with a 40-foot-wide pathway,
remove the south wing of the building or destroy the Eckbo Terrace and majority of the
historically-significant landscaping. (See Attachment B hereto - Alternative C Site Plan from
DEIR p. 6.67) This alternative would also have 14,650 gsf of daycare uses. 1bid.

According to the DEIR, Alternative C would retain most of the existing office building’s
character-defining features and many of the character-defining features of the site and landscape.
DEIR p. 6.78. It is unclear what the DEIR means by stating that “the glass curtain wall system
would be replaced with a system compatible with the historic resource,” as the DEIR only states
that the replacement would be “a residential system that would be compatible with the historic
character of the resource; e.g. operable windows with small panes divided by a mullion and
muntins.” DEIR pp. 6.77-6.78. Illustrations do not appear to have been provided. It is also
unclear what the DEIR means by stating that the proposed one-story vertical addition (12-feet
tall) “would appear visually subordinate to the historic portion of the building” and that “the new
rooftop addition would distinguish it from the original building yet be compatible with
Midcentury Modern design principles.” DEIR pp. 6.77-6.79. Iilustrations do not appear to have

been provided.

3. THERE IS AN EXISTING PATHWAY THROUGH THE BUILDING TO MASONIC.

Opening at the front of the main building, there is a pathway through the building that

opens into the Eckbo Terrace and continues to Masonic. See Attachment C, photos of pathway.
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4. PHOTOGRAPHS OF THE SITE ARE PROVIDED IN ATTACHMENT D.
Photographs of the property that were provided to the State Historic Resources
Commission are attached hereto because the DEIR does not appear to contain photographs of the

character-defining features, other than the aerial view on the cover. See Attachment D.

5. THE DEVELOPERS AND USCF CONCEALED THE HISTORIC SIGNIFICANCE
OF THE PROPERTY.

During the meetings UCSF held with community members prior to granting the
developer a 99-year lease for the property in 2015, UCSF concealed the historic significance of
the property from the community members. The developers also concealed the historic
significance of the site from community members during the time they met with community
members to discuss their development concepts. The City of San Francisco disclosed the historic
significance of the site in the Notice of Preparation of Environmental Impact Report and Notice
of Public Scoping Meeting dated September 20, 2017. However, UCSF knew at least six years
earlier that the site was a historically significant resource eligible for listing in the National
Register and California Register, as shown in the UCSF HISTORIC RESOURCES SURVEY
prepared on February 8, 2011 by Carey & Co, Inc. See Attachment E, excerpts from Carey &
Co, Inc., UCSF HISTORIC RESOURCES SURVEY.

6. The Public Has Acquired Rights of Recreational Use on Open Space on the Property.
As explained in the letter from attorney Fitzgerald, the public has acquired recreational
rights to the open space on the property as a result of the public’s use of the used open space on

the property as a park. See Attachment F.

CONCLUSION
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The Commission should support the Neighborhood Full Preservation Alternative which
would construct the new residential uses in approximately three years, rather than 7-15 years,
under the developer’s proposal. This Commission should also request that the Neighborhood
Full Preservation Alternative be substituted for Alternative C in the DEIR. The Commission
should also inform the Planning Commission that Alternative C, the DEIR Full Preservation
Residential Alternative, would mitigate impacts on the historic resource. In the alternative, this
Commission should propose that Alternative C be modified so that no portion of the exterior of
the existing office building be removed or expanded and that 24 additional residential units be
constructed in the space allocated for 44,306 gsf of retail uses in Alternative C so that the total
number of residential uses in Alternative C would match the 558 units in the proposed project
and 744 units in the project variant. Under this Alternative, as well as the Neighborhood Full
Preservation Alternative, the existing passageway which extends from the north of the building,
through the building, into the Eckbo Terrace, and onto an open-air pathway that directly connects
to Masonic Avenue can be used as a pathway open to the public. No division of the main
building would be needed to produce a pathway. There is also an existing open-air passageway
from the north gate through the property that connects with Laurel Street.

The confirmation of listing on the California Register of Historical Resources is attached.

See Attachment H.
Respectfully submitted,

Laurel Heights Improvement Association of SF, Inc.
By: Kathryn Devincenzi, President
Telephone: (415) 221-4700
E-mail: LaurelHeights2016@gmail.com
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Dan Safier <dsafier@pradogroup.com> Thu, Oct 12, 2017 at 3:45 PM

To: John Rothmann <johnrothmann2@yahco.com>, Dan Kingsley <dkingsley@sksre.com>
Cc: Kathy Devincenzi <krdevincenzi@gmail.com>, Catherine Carr <catherine.a.carr@gmail.com>, "M.J. Thomas"

<mijinsf@comcast.net>, Richard Frisbie <fribeagle@gmail.com>

Dear John, Kathy, Catherine, M.J., and Dick:

First of all John, thank you for the meeting last week at your home. As we agreed in the meeting, we are responding to
your recent questions regarding the project. We have re-arranged your questions slightly to group them according to
subject. If we haven't answered any of your questions, please let us know. We very much appreciate your willingness to
promptly write back to us with your five outstanding issues on the project that are currently preventing us from obtaining
LHIA support for the project. We appreciate your doing this so we can set a follow up meeting to find a mutually workable

solution.

LHIA Questions:

Q: You also stated that Prado wants to have a development agreement to lock in entitlements for longer periods
of time than would normally be allowed?

A: Yes, we are looking to enter into a development agreement (DA) with the City for a term of approximately 15 years.
For large projects with multiple buildings like 3333 California Street, the City generally requires a DA. The DA vests the
entitlements, protecting the entitlements from changes in the law in exchange for certain community benefits. This would
include the community benefit of certainty of the entitlements during that period. If we did not build the project during the
term of the DA, then the DA would expire and we would lose the protections of the DA.

Q: What portion of the project would be built first?

A: At this time, we have assumed that the Masonic and Euclid buildings would be built first. In general, we anticipate
construction beginning with a staging and site preparation phase, which will include some demolition, then excavation for
underground parking, followed by construction of the buildings. With the exception of work on the sidewalks, addition of
landscaping, paving, and connecting to the City's various systems and utilities, our general contractor, Webcor Builders, is
anticipating that construction will occur within the site. We will be preparing a detailed construction management plan,
and the EIR will include mitigation measures around construction emissions, air quality, etc. with which we will have to

comply.
Q: What would you expect to be built in each successive phase of the project?

A: At this time, we anticipate the following in each phase — Phase 1: Masonic and Euclid buildings; Phase 2: Center
Buildings A and B; Phase 3: Plaza A, Plaza B and Walnut buildings; and Phase 4: Mayfair Building and Laurel Duplexes.

Q: What do you anticipate the total period of time will be during each phase of construction?

A: Our current planning assumes that each phase would overlap, e.g., Phase 2 begins approximately 20 months after
Phase 1. Specifically, we think Phase 1 could take 30 months, Phase 2 could take 24 months, Phase 3 could take 36
months, and Phase 4 could take 20 months. Assuming an overlap of phases, from start to finish it could take
approximately six to seven years to complete all phases of the construction. This construction phasing and related





durations are consistent with and defined in the phasing schedule under review in our environmental application.. While
the phasing could be accelerated, we have assumed a relatively conservative approach to the construction phasing.

Q: What is the period of time that you anticipate that construction will occur?
A: We anticipate that construction will occur in the spring of 2020.
Q: What is the reason for constructing the project in phases?

A: By allowing for potential phased construction, we would have the ability to complete and occupy portions 'of the project
as each phase is completed. If conditions do not exist to buitd out the entire project, we can phase construction in order
to align with market conditions and financing availability.

Q: How many extensions do you anticipate requesting for the entitlements?

A: None. Any extension of the DA's term would be a material amendment that would require Board of Supervisor's
approval.

Q: During those extended periods, would it be possible for Prado to request changes in the project as related
specifically to increased height, increased bulk, increased numbers of residential units, increased amounts of
retail or office space? What about the possibility of design changes or other changes? Could Prado apply to
change any part of the construction to provide the opportunity to have high rise construction?

A: Once the EIR is certified and the project is approved, any material changes to the project would be subject to new
environmental review, would require Planning Commission and Board of Supervisor approvals and also an amendment to
the DA. Any increase in height over what is entitled in our project would require a revision to the Planning Code and
Zoning Maps that would entail Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors approval.

Q: There are genuine concerns about reducing open spaces and reduced on-site parking places.

A: Open space will be part of the entitlements and will likely be considered by the City as one of the public benefits
supporting the DA -- for that reason alone, reducing the amount of it would be very difficult if not impossible. The open
space requirements will be carefully described in the project's approvals and will also be recorded against the property.
So, as with any material changes to the approved project, any material change to the open space would be very difficult
and would involve a public process and City approval. As to parking spaces, as you know, the City would like to see the
number of spaces reduced. We plan to continue advocating for the proposed number of project parking spaces in our

application.

Q: During the phased construction could Prado transfer shares in the project to provide for new or additional
investors?

A: We have no plan to transfer any shares in the project and construction lenders generally prohibit any changes of
ownership by the project developer during construction and stabilization of a project. PSKS, along with our equity
partners and lenders, intend to provide all of the capital necessary to construct, own and operate the project. We plan te





retain day-to-day control of the project during development, construction, stabilization and ongoing operations. We
design and build our projects to hold for the long-term owner.

We look forward to reconnecting and thank you again for making the time to meet with us.

Sincerely, Dan

Dan Safier | President & CEO
Prado Group, Inc.

150 Post Street, Suite 320

San Francisco, CA 94108
dsafier@pradogroup.com

T:415.395.0880 | D: 415.857.9306

From: John Rothmann [mailto:johnrothmann2@yahoo.com]

Sent: Monday, September 25, 2017 8:20 PM

To: Dan Safier <dsafier@pradogroup.com>; Dan Kingsley <dkingsley@sksre.com>

Cc: Kathy Devincenzi <krdevincenzi@gmail.com>; Catherine Carr <catherine.a.carr@gmail.com>; M.J. Thomas
<mjinsf@comcast.net>; Richard Frisbie <frfbeagle@gmail.com>

Subject: Specific qwuetions about thre proposed project

Dear Dan and Dan,

[Quoted text hidden)

John Rothmann <johnrothmann2@yahoo.com> Mon, Oct 30, 2017 at 7:21 PM

To: Kathy Devincenzi <krdevincenzi@gmail.com>

----- Forwarded Message -----

From: Dan Safier <dsafier@pradogroup com>

To: John Rothmann <johnrothmanrn2@yahoo.com>; Dan Kingsley <dkingsley@sksre comn>

Cc: Kathy Devincenzi <krdevincanzi@gmail.com>; Catherine Carr <catherine a.carr@gmail.com>; M.J. Thomas
<mjinsf@comeast.net>; Richard Frisbie <frfocagle@gmail.com=

[Quoted text hiddenj
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EXHIBIT C
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EXHIBIT D





The next slides show the horizontality of the composition as the
building steps down the hillside. As the nomination explains,
the horizontality of the architecture both in its long, low wings,
and in the specific design features of the wings—the division of
floors by continuous thin edges of concrete and the walls of the
floors consisting of long repetitions of similar window units—
helped to balance the massing of the Office Building with the
surrounding landscape.





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

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

10





Next, we see the exquisite outdoor Terrace— which was set on
the east side of the building, framed by the Office and Cafeteria
Wings, where it was “protected from the prevailing west wind”
and on a portion of the site that had been graded to provide “a
good view of a large part of San Francisco.” Here a biomorphic-
shaped lawn was framed by a patio, whose exposed aggregate
pavement was divided by rows of brick that aligned with the
window frames of the building.

11





Benches attached to the niches of the zig-zag of the seat wall,
which enclosed the eastern side of the Terrace, provided places
for employees “to relax in the sun during lunch or coffee
breaks.” P. 21

12





Here we see the views of the Transamerica Pyramid and other
notable buildings from the Terrace.

13





In these photos we see the brick aligned with the window
frames of the building.

14





It created a boundary wall along some sides of the property and
was transformed into low retaining walls that defined a series of
planting beds along the some sides of the property.

18
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The materials Rockrise used for the student housing, their scale, their immediate access to the outdoors —
particularly the sliding glass door and wide balconies — and their siting and landscaping, which landscape
architect Lawrence Halprin designed, all conform to the principles of the Second Bay Region Tradition.
In terms of integrity Aldea 10 retains a high degree of integrity of location, design, setting, workmanship,
feeling and association. Some materials have been replaced, such as wood railings or siding, but these
alterations are visually compatible. Therefore, Aldea 10 appears to be eligible for listing NRHP/CRHR
under Criterion C/3 as an intact example of Second Bay Region Tradition.

745 Parnassus Avenue/Faculty Alumni House

‘Built in 1915, this two-story building occupies a heavily wooded lot at the southeast corner of 5th
Avenue and Judah Street. The L-shaped building faces northwest and wraps around a small enclosed
courtyard covered with brick pavers. Textured stucco clads the structure. The primary window type is
wood sash, casement. The clay tile-clad, cross-gable roof features exposed rafter tails. The main entrance,
which faces the courtyard at the northwest corner of the building, consists of a round projection with a
conical roof clad with clay tiles; its door is framed by a deep shaped opening. Three wood, glazed double
doors are located at the first story on other side of the main entrance. At the second story, each facade
contains four sets of paired casement windows with shutters featuring prominent rivets. The second floor
of the west-facing fagade overhangs the first and is supported by machicolations. Each gable end features
a paired double door at the second story that opens to a small balcony supported by decorative brackets.

The Faculty Alumni House is not known to be associated with persons of significance and therefore does

not appear to be eligible for the NRHP/CRHR under Criterion B/2. It does, however, appear to be

eligible for the NRHP/CRHR under Criteria A/1 and C/3, for its association with significant

developments in the history of UCSF and as an excellent example of Spanish Eclectic architecture with

high artistic value. Built for dental students in 1915, the building marks the first attempt to address
— student needs cutside of the classtoom. Recreational facilities also coordinated by the dental students
followed within a few years. Thus the building expresses early attempts to foster student life at UCSF,
rendering it eligible under Criterion A/1. With its stucco cladding, clay tile roof, heavy brackets,
rounded entrance and carved archway, the Faculty Alumni House also stands as a fine example of
Spanish Eclectic architecture, which was entering its peak of popularity in1915. The building has not
been moved or undergone significant alterations and stands in a residential neighborhood that has
changed little since 1915. It thus retains its integrity of location, setting,-design, materials, workmanship,
feeling, and association.

3333 California Street/Laurel Heights Building
Built in 1957, this four-story building has an irregular plan and occupies the approximate center of an
irregular-shaped city block. The intervening spaces are filled with extensive landscaping or parking lots.
The concrete slab floors extend beyond the wall surface to form projecting cornices at each floor, and

—— —————between these projections, arraluminunrsash window walt with -dark; stightty mirrered glass-forms- the—-
exterior walls. Brick veneer covers the walls in certain locations, and the roof is flat. The main entry
opens on the north side of the building and features a covered entry with the roof supported on large
square brick piers, a small ground-level fountain, and sliding aluminum doors.

The Laurel Heights building appears to be eligible for listing in the NRHP/CRHR under Criteria A/l -
and C/3. It stands as the most prominent postwar commercial development in the Laurel Heights
neighborhood and dramatically transformed the former cemetery site, rendering it eligible for the
NRHP/CRHR under Criterion A/1. No persons of significance are known to be associated with the
building; thus it does not appear to be eligible under Criterion B/2. While Edward B. Page was not the
most prominent architect in San Francisco during the postwar period, his resume does accord him master

Carey & Co., Inc. 46





architect status. More importantly, this main building at the Laurel Heights campus is an excellent
example of mid-century Modernism and the International Style. Its horizontality makes it a particularly
good regional example of the architectural style. For these reasons the building appears to be eligible for
the NRHP/CRHR under Criterion C/3.

N

The Firemen’s Fund Insurance Company Building at Laurel Heights retains excellent integrity. It has not
been moved and its surroundings have not undergone many alterations. Thus the building retains its
integrity in all seven categories — location, setting, design, materials, workmanship, feeling, and
association.

513 Parnassus Avenue/Medical Sciences Building

Built in 1954, this L-shaped building rises 17 stories on a steel structural frame and forms the east
boundary and part of the north boundary of the Parnassus Heights campus’ Saunders Courtyard. The
north elevation faces Parnassus Avenue and features ten structural bays. Masonry panels clad the first
and tenth bays. In the remaining bays, masonry spandrels with horizontal ribbing separate horizontal
bands of aluminum windows. Four exhaust shafts enclosed in masonry panels project from the wall
surface and rise from the second story to above the roof line. The ground floor features floor-to-ceiling
aluminum windows separated by dark masonry panels at the structural columns. Monumental stairs rise
approximately four feet above the sidewalk level to the main entry, where three columns support a flat
entry roof. On the south and west elevations facing Saunders Courtyard, masonry panels cover the wall
surfaces and separate horizontal bands of aluminum windows. Projecting metal brackets used to support
exposed mechanical pipes and ducts attach to the wall surface in line with the structural columns.

The Medical Sciences Building was constructed at a time when UCSF was undergoing its most
significant metamorphosis since the Affiliated Colleges were founded in the 1890s. Enrollment
skyrocketed during the postwar years and the institution received unprecedented levels of government
funding for research and curriculum development. New buildings were added rapidly to meet the demand
and reflect the growing prestige. Within this context, MSB appears eligible for listing in the

= NRHP/CRHR under Criterion A/1, for its association with events or historic themes of significance in
UCSF's history. It also stands as a good example of mid-century hospital architecture and the shift from
Palladian Style campuses to International Style, highrise buildings. Blanchard and Maher, while not the
most prominent architects in the San Francisco Bay Area, also rise to the level of master architects and
this building stands as one of the firm's most prominent buildings in San Francisco. Thus, MSB appears
to be eligible for the NRHP/CRHR under Criterion C/3. The building is not known to be associated
with persons significant to history and therefore does not appear to be eligible for the NRHP/CRHR

under Criterion B/2.

MSB has undergone some alterations but appears to retain a good degree of integrity to convey its

——————historical significance- It has-net-been-moved and continuesto-stand-between Moffitt Hospital and the e
Clinical Sciences building, down the road from LPPI, and among hospital and medical school facilities.
Thus it retains its integrity of location, setting, association, and feeling. The building has undergone
some alterations, most notably a new exit to Saunders Court and a glass shaft containing a stairwell and
vents on the west elevation. As these alterations occur on secondary elevations and are not notable on
the primary, Parnassus Avenue fagade, they do not significantly detractfrom the building’s overall
design, materials, and workmanship. Thus the building retains a good degree of integrity in these areas.

707 Parnassus Avenue/School of Dentistry
Built in 1979, this L-shaped building rises four stories and steps back to form terraces. The lot contains a
parking lot to the south and a partially wooded green space at the north. This reinforced concrete
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Margaret Fitzgerald bl ]

30 Woaod Street, San Francisco, CA 9118

Date: February 28, 2016

Ms. Mary Woods

Planncr - North West Quadrant
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103-2414

RE: 3333 California St. Development

Dear Ms. Woods:

I am writing regarding the development of the 3333 California Street development, currently the UCSF Laurel Heights
Campus (the “Site”). It is my understanding that the San Francisco Planning Department is working with the developer of
the Site regarding the initial project plans for the proposed development. The owner of the fee interest and the developer of
the Site are limited in their joint ability to develop the Site because the owner of the Site does not have free and clear title;
rather the general public holds a permanent recreational interest in all of the open space at the Site. Therefore, any

development plans at the Site may not impinge upon this open space.

The general public holds a permanent right of recreational use on all of the open space at 3333 California and such rights
were obtained by implied dedication. Dedication is a common law principle that enables a private landowner to donate his
land for public use. Implied dedication is also a common law principle and is established when the public uses private land
for a long period of time, which period of time is five (5) years in California. In 1972, the California legislature enacted Civil
Code Section 1009 to modify the common law doctrine of implied dedication and to limit the ability of the public to secure
permanent adverse rights in private property. Here, however, the existing open space at the Site was well established and
well used as a park by the general public long before the completion of the construction of the full footprint of the
improvements at the Site in 1966. Therefore, the general public has permanent recreational rights to the open space at the
Site; the rights were obtained by implied dedication prior to the enactment of Cal. Civil Code Sec. 1009 in 1972,

Even if the general public had not secured permanent rights to recreational use through implied dedication prior to 1972,
the public and countless individuals have acquired a prescriptive easement over the recreational open space. The
recreational use has been continuous, uninterrupted for decades, open and notorious and hostile (in this context, hostile
means without permission). Every day, individuals and their dogs use the green space along Laurel, Euclid and along the
back of the Site at Presidio. Individuals ignore the brick wall along Laurel and regularly use the green space behind the wall
as a park for people and for their dogs. The use of the Site has not been permissive. For example, the owner of the Site has
not posted permission to pass signs in accordance with Cal. Civil Code Sec. 1008. If such signs ever were posted, they have
not been reposted at least once per year. Although it is counterintuitive, an owner typically posts such signs to protect
against the public securing adverse rights. One might assume the owner of the Site has not posted such signs, as the owner is

aware of the pre-existing and permanent recreational rights the general public has secured to the open space. Because the
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public’s rights to the open space were secured decades ago through implied dedication, it is not necessary for the general

public to rely upon its prescriptive easement rights outlined in this paragraph; rather it is another means to the same end.

It is important that the Planning Department understand these legal issues as any project plan (or any future project
description in an Environmental Impact Report (‘EIR”) for the Site) cannot include development of the open land over
which the public has a secured permanent rights of recreational use. It would not be a concession by the owner/developer
to leave the open space undeveloped and allow public recreational use as the general public holds permanent recreational
rights to this space. It is important to note that even the open space behind the walls that has been used as park space is also
included in this dedication to the public. According to well-established case law, a wall or fence is not effective in preventing

the development of adverse property rights if individuals go around the wall, as is the case here.

In sum, the open space at the Site cannot be developed as the public secured such rights through implied dedication prior to
1972 (or, alternatively, by prescriptive easement). In reviewing the development plans for the Site, the City cannot decide to
allow development of any of the open space as the recreational rights to the space are held by the public at large. Any
project description in the future EIR for the Site that contemplates development of any of the open space would be an
inadequate project description and would eviscerate any lower impact alternative presented in the EIR. One only need to
look to the seminal land use case decided by the California Supreme Court regarding this very Site’ to see that an EIR will
not be upheld if the project alternatives are legally inadequate. It would be misleading to the public to suggest that a lesser
impact alternative is one that allows the public to use the space to which it already has permanent recreational use rights.

In sum, please be advised of the public’s permanent recreational rights to all of the existing open space at the Site and please

ensure that a copy of this letter is placed in the project file.

Sincerely,

fMeg F itzgemfcf

Margaret N. Iitzgerald

With copies to:

Mark Farrell, Supervisor

Dan Safir, Prado Group

Kathy D1Vicenzi, Laurel Heights Improvement Association
Robert Charles Friese, Esq.

' Laurel Heights Improvement Association of San Francisco, Inc. v. The Regents of the University of California, 47 Cal. 3" 376 (1988).
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CITY PIANNING COMMISSION
RESOLUTION HO. 4109

HRESOILVED; That Proposal No. 2Z=52,62,2, an application to

change the Use District Classification of the hereinafter de=
goribed parcel of land from a Firat Residential Distriet to a
is hereby APFROVED: sub=

Conmercial District, be, and the same
Ject to tho.:tipuln%lqm submitied by the applicant and set

Lorth hsreing

Commenoing at & point on the §/L of California Street
distant thereon 187 feet west of the W/L of Presidio -
Avenus (produced), thence westerly on said 1line 707,375
Teet to a ourve to the left having e radius of 15 feet,
thenoe 25,562. feet measured on the are of the curve to
the left %o the B/L of Laurel Street, thense southerly
on the E/L of Laurel Street 127,227 feet to the curve

to the left having a radius of 60 feet thencs 77,113
fest measured on the ars of the curve éo the left to a
surve to the right having a radiuas of 120 feat, thence
149,153 feet measured on the are of the curve to the
ight to a curve to the night having a radius of 4033
faet, thence 388,710 feet measured on the arc of the
curve to ths right to a curve to the left havingau radi-
us of 20 feet, thence 35,188 feet measured on t arc

of the curve to the left to the northwest line of Euclid
Avenue, thence N 73° 12' E on the northwest 1ine of Eu-
¢lid Avenue 312,034 fest to a curve to the left having
& radins of 65 feet, thence 42,316 feet, measursd on
the are of the curve to the left to the northweaterly
line of Masonio Avenue (gropoaed extension), thenca N
35° B4 B; 380,068 feet to the are of a curve %o the
left having e radius of 425 feet, thence 254,178 feet
measured on the ars of the curve to the left, thence W
52° 361 29,74% W, 252,860 feet to the point of eommensce=
ment, Be the major portion of Iot 1A, Block 1032,
containing 10,2717 acres, more or less.

1. The character of the improvement for commercial
Purposes of the subject property, or any portion thers-
of, shall be limited %o a building or bulldings design-
ed as professional, institutional ow office buildings,
including mervice buildings which are normally acces-
sory thereto,

2 The aggregate gross floor area of all such buildings,
calculated exclusive of cellara, of basement areas used
only for storage or services Incidental to the operation
and maintenance of a building, and of indoor or other
¢overed automobile parking space, shall not exceed the
total area of ths proparty allotted to such use,





%, For each five hundred square feet of gross £loor

area in such buildinge, calculated aa in stipulation 2,
above, thers shall be reserved and kept available on
the property or the portion thereof allotted to such
use, one off=-gtrest automobile perking space, Or equi-
valent open spade suitable for the ultimate provision
of such parking space aa nsaded for the accommodation

of users of the premisese

4, No such building, other than a minor socessory
building having a floor eree of not more than 400 asquare
feet, shall ocoupy any goﬂinn of the property whish is
within 100 feet of the line of the Buolid Avenue bound-
ary thersof, or which is within 100 feet of the easter~
1y line of inural Streat and south of the northerly line

of Mayfair Drive extended.

§, 1If the subject property, or any portion thersof, 13
developed as & site for residential buildings, sush
buildings shall be 1imited as followai

oceupy any portien of the property which is
within 100 feet of the Buolid Avenue boundary
iine thnereof, or whick iz within 100 feet of
the easterly line of Laurel Street and south of
the northerly line of Mayfair Drive extended,

bs No 4welling within the said deacribed por-
tion of the subjeot area shall occupy & parcel
of land having an area of lesa than thirty

three hundred (3300) aquare feet, nor shall any
such dwelling cover more than fifty percent (50%)
of tha-area of such parcel or be less than twelve
(12) feet from any other such dwelling, or be set
back lsas than ten (10) feet from any presently
uintininor future public street, or have a
haight excess of forty (40) feet, measured and
regulated as set forth in srtinent section of
the Building Code of the City and County of San
Franoisco. YW

6. No residential building in other portions of
the subject property shall have & ground coverage
in excess of £ifty percent (50%) of the area al-
lotted to such building.

6. Development of the subject property, or of any separate
portion thereof, for commercial use as stipulated herein,
shall inelude provisions for appropriate and reasonable
landscaping of the required open spaces, énd prior to the
issuance of a permit for an{ buildininor buildings there
3hall be submitted to the City Planning Commlsaion, for
approval as to conformlty with these stipulations, a site
plan showing the character and location of the proposed

S T —— —





building or buildings, and related parking spaces
and landscaped areas upon the proparty, or upom
such separate portion thereof as 1s allotted to
asuch building or buildings. It shall be understood
that approval of any such plan shall not precluds
subsequent approval by the Comnmission of a revised
;rtiltornnti?o Plan which conforms to these stipu-
Atlona, .

I hereby certify that the foregoing resolution waa adopted
by the ¢ity Planning Commisaion at its apecial meat on Novem=
ber 15, 1952, and I further certify that the stipulations set
forth In the said resalution were submitted in & wrltten statee

ment placed on file, '
la .”4 L]

¢

4
Joséph
S8ectet

Ayes : Commissioners Kilduff, Towle, Devine, Williams
Noes : None

Absent: = Commissioners Brooks, lLopeg, Prince

Passed: November 13, 1952
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5. If the suliject property, or any portion thercof, is
dcvelogod us a sito for rosidential bulldings, such bul]ulnus
shall be limited as tollows:

a. No residential bullding vther than # onew
family dwelling or a two-famlly dwelling choll

. occupy any portion of the progwrty which 39
within 100 feet of tho Euclld Avecnue boundary
line thereuf, or which ls wlthin 100 fret of
the eastorly line ol Laurel Utrect and south
of Llis northerly lino ol Huylair Lrive exiended.

L, No dwolling within the snid descriliad por-
tion of the nubjeact area shall occupy n parcel
of land having an area of leas than thl:-ui

three hundeed (3300) square feet, nor shall any
such dwalling cover more than fifty jerceat (%)
of' the avea of such parcel or be less than twelve
(12) fect from any other gnch dwelling, or be sct
back less than ten (10) feet from any presently
existineg or future publlc satrest, or have &
height in oxcoss of forty (40) fvet, meusured and
repgulated ng sec foeth In pertinent sectlon ol

the Bullding Code of the ity and Cuunty of dan
¥ranclaco,

¢e o residential bullding in other portivns of
the subject property shall have & ¢rround coveriye
ia excoua of rifty percent (40.) of' the arou allot-
ted to such building.

L. Development of the mubiject property, ur ol any scpuarato
prortion thereof, for commercial use as stipulated by reln, shinll
Inclulde provisions for appropriste mut rensonable londscaping
of the required open spaces, and prior to the Lonuance of a peir-
mit for any nuilding or buildings there shull Le mulmitted to
the City Flonnlng Comnission, for approval as Lo contormity with
these stipulations, a slie plan showlng the chuarscter mnd loca-
tion of the proposed bhulldiag or buildings, snd velated patinding
spaces and Jandscaped uroas upon the property, or ujon such
svparatu portion thereol &s Js allotled Lo such wullding or
buildings., 1t chall Le understood thut approval of any sueh lan
ahall not preclwie subsequent approval by the Commlssion ol a
revised or alternative plan which contorms to theue stipulatiouns,
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EXHIBIT H





STATE OF CALIFORNIA - THE NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN, JR., Governo!

OFFICE OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
P.O. BOX 942896

SACRAMENTO, CA 94296-0001

(916) 445-7000 Fax: (916) 445-7053

calshpo@parks.ca.gov

August 31, 2018

John Rothman, President

Kathryn Devincenzi, Vice President

Laurel Heights Improvement Association of San Francisco
22 Iris Avenue

San Francisco, California 94118

RE: Fireman’s Fund Insurance Company, Determination of Eligibility
National Register of Historic Places

Dear Mr. Rothman and Ms. Devincenzi:

I am writing to inform you that on August 29, 2018, Fireman’s Fund Insurance Company
was determined eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (National Register).
As a result of being determined eligible for the National Register, this property has been
listed in the California Register of Historical Resources, pursuant to Section 4851(a)(2) of
the California Code of Regulations.

There are no restrictions placed upon a private property owner with regard to normal use,
maintenance, or sale of a property determined eligible for the National Register. However,
a project that may cause substantial adverse changes in the significance of a registered
property may require compliance with local ordinances or the California Environmental
Quality Act. In addition, registered properties damaged due to a natural disaster may be
subject to the provisions of Section 5028 of the Public Resources Code regarding
demolition or significant alterations, if imminent threat to life safety does not exist.

If you have any questions or require further information, please contact Jay Correia of the
Registration Unit at (916) 445-7008.

Sincerely,

Julianne Polanco
State Historic Preservation Officer

Enclosure





August 31, 2018

Previous Weekly Lists are available here: http.//www.nps.gov/history/nr/nrlist. htm

Please visit our homepage: http .//www.nps.gov/nr/

Check out what's Pending: https://www.nps.gov/nr/pending/pending htm

Prefix Codes:

SG - Single nomination

MC - Multiple cover sheet

MP — Muitiple nomination (a nomination under a multiple cover sheet)
FP - Federal DOE Project

FD - Federal DOE property under the Federal DOE project

NL - NHL

BC - Boundary change (increase, decrease, or both)

MV - Move request

AD - Additional documentation

OT - All other requests (appeal, removal, delisting, direct submission)
RS — Resubmission

WEEKLY LIST OF ACTIONS TAKEN ON PROPERTIES: 8/16/2018 THROUGH
8/31/2018

KEY: State, County, Property Name, Address/Boundary, City, Vicinity, Reference
Number, NHL, Action, Date, Multiple Name

CALIFORNIA, SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY,

Fireman's Fund Insurance Company Home Office,

3333 California St.,

San Francisco, RS100002709,

OWNER OBJECTION DETERMINED ELIGIBLE, 8/29/2018






Please see letter attached and attachments A-H

Laurel Heights Improvement Association of SF, Inc.



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

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

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES CIVIC CENTER HOLIDAY SCHEDULE OF
EVENTS

Date: Friday, November 30, 2018 10:34:57 AM

Attachments: 11.30.18 Winter Season Events.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR)

Sent: Friday, November 30, 2018 9:38 AM

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

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES CIVIC CENTER HOLIDAY
SCHEDULE OF EVENTS

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, November 30, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

#%% PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES CIVIC CENTER

HOLIDAY SCHEDULE OF EVENTS

Attractions include the Winter Park Ice Rink and holiday events at City Hall, including the
Mayor’s Holiday Fair

San Francisco, CA— Mayor London N. Breed today announced the schedule of upcoming
events at Civic Center celebrating the many holidays of the season. The events will be
headlined by the Mayor’s Holiday Fair at City Hall on December 9™, which will include Santa
Claus in the Rotunda, Hanukkah and Kwanzaa stations, and other family-friendly activities for

people of all ages.

The events and attractions are part of Mayor Breed’s continued efforts to increase the vibrancy
of the Civic Center area. Additional attractions during the holiday season will include the
Winter Park at Civic Center with an ice rink and lighted tree forest, and Family Weekends in
Civic Center with free kids activities. Families are also invited to play at the recently
renovated Helen Diller Civic Center Playgrounds, visit the Main Library’s holiday train
model, and enjoy warm drinks at the new Bi-Rite Caf¢ in Civic Center Plaza.
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LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, November 30, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES CIVIC CENTER
HOLIDAY SCHEDULE OF EVENTS

Attractions include the Winter Park Ice Rink and holiday events at City Hall, including the
Mayor ’s Holiday Fair

San Francisco, CA— Mayor London N. Breed today announced the schedule of upcoming
events at Civic Center celebrating the many holidays of the season. The events will be headlined
by the Mayor’s Holiday Fair at City Hall on December 9", which will include Santa Claus in the
Rotunda, Hanukkah and Kwanzaa stations, and other family-friendly activities for people of all
ages.

The events and attractions are part of Mayor Breed’s continued efforts to increase the vibrancy
of the Civic Center area. Additional attractions during the holiday season will include the Winter
Park at Civic Center with an ice rink and lighted tree forest, and Family Weekends in Civic
Center with free Kkids activities. Families are also invited to play at the recently renovated Helen
Diller Civic Center Playgrounds, visit the Main Library’s holiday train model, and enjoy warm
drinks at the new Bi-Rite Café in Civic Center Plaza.

“I want Civic Center to be a place where families and kids can celebrate the holidays,” said
Mayor Breed. “Since taking office, one of my priorities has been working with our City
departments to make Civic Center a more welcoming place for all our residents. We have made
consistent progress over the past few months, and | am excited for people to be able to come
together and celebrate with those they love this holiday season.”

Holiday Events Scheduled in City Hall and Civic Center:

The Winter Park at Civic Center Ice Rink Opening Event
Friday, November 30, 11am - 12pm (rink open from 12pm - 10pm daily through January 6)
Ribbon-cutting featuring Brian Boitano, SF Ice Theater, and Yerba Buena Little Skaters.

Family Weekends in Civic Center
December 1-2, 8-9, 15-16, 22; 10am - 4pm
Free kids games and activities including face-painting and photos with Santa Claus.

City Hall Pop Up Holiday Shop in Northern Light Court
Tuesday, December 4, 11am - 6pm
Over 50 local makers and manufacturers will have stands where the public can purchase their
goods; live music, raffle, sweets.
1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, Room 200

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





LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

Annual Civic Center Plaza Tree Lighting

Wednesday, December 5, 5pm - 7pm

Hosted by San Francisco Recreation and Park Department and Civic Center Commons. Another
Planet Entertainment and SFPD will sponsor a Toy Giveaway for 400 kids; performances by
Tap Dancing Trees, San Francisco Girls Chorus, and Boxcar Theatre holiday characters; snow,
music, drinks, and sweets.

Mayor’s Holiday Fair

Sunday, December 9, 10am - 4pm

Attractions in the outdoor plaza will be complemented with activities inside City Hall, including
photos with Santa Claus, Hanukkah and Kwanzaa festivities, and a view of the City Hall Tree
inside the Rotunda.

More information on these events can be found at www.civiccentercommons.org/2018-holiday-
season-in-civic-center-commons/. For general information about the area and the overall efforts
of the City and its many partners to improve the City’s central civic spaces, please visit
WWW.Civiccentercommons.org.

it

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, Room 200
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681
TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141
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“I want Civic Center to be a place where families and kids can celebrate the holidays,” said
Mayor Breed. “Since taking office, one of my priorities has been working with our City
departments to make Civic Center a more welcoming place for all our residents. We have
made consistent progress over the past few months, and I am excited for people to be able to
come together and celebrate with those they love this holiday season.”

Holiday Events Scheduled in City Hall and Civic Center:

The Winter Park at Civic Center Ice Rink Opening Event
Friday, November 30, 11am - 12pm (rink open from 12pm - 10pm daily through January 6)
Ribbon-cutting featuring Brian Boitano, SF Ice Theater, and Yerba Buena Little Skaters.

Family Weekends in Civic Center
December 1-2, 8-9, 15-16, 22; 10am - 4pm
Free kids games and activities including face-painting and photos with Santa Claus.

City Hall Pop Up Holiday Shop in Northern Light Court

Tuesday, December 4, 11am - 6pm

Over 50 local makers and manufacturers will have stands where the public can purchase their
goods, live music, raffle, sweets.

Annual Civic Center Plaza Tree Lighting

Wednesday, December 5, Spm - 7pm

Hosted by San Francisco Recreation and Park Department and Civic Center Commons.
Another Planet Entertainment and SFPD will sponsor a Toy Giveaway for 400 kids,
performances by Tap Dancing Trees, San Francisco Girls Chorus, and Boxcar Theatre
holiday characters; snow, music, drinks, and sweets.

Mayor’s Holiday Fair

Sunday, December 9, 10am - 4pm

Attractions in the outdoor plaza will be complemented with activities inside City Hall,
including photos with Santa Claus, Hanukkah and Kwanzaa festivities, and a view of the City
Hall Tree inside the Rotunda.

More information on these events can be found at www.civiccentercommons.org/2018-
holiday-season-in-civic-center-commons/. For general information about the area and the
overall efforts of the City and its many partners to improve the City’s central civic spaces,

please visit www.civiccentercommons.org.
HitH
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From: Silva, Christine (CPC)

To: Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram; Black, Kate (CPC); Dianematsuda@hotmail.com; Ellen Johnck - HPC;
Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY; CTYPLN - CP TEAM (TAC - Preservation); RUIZ-ESQUIDE, ANDREA (CAT);
WONG, VICTORIA (CAT); Joslin, Jeff (CPC); Rahaim, John (CPC)

Subject: HPC Calendar for December 5, 2018

Date: Thursday, November 29, 2018 2:56:21 PM

Attachments: 20181205 hpc.pdf

20181205 hpc.docx
HPC Advance - 201801205.xIsx
HPC Hearing Results 2018.docx

Hi Commissioners,

Attached are your HPC calendars for December 5, 2018.

Regards,

Christine L. Silva

Senior Planner, Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9085 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map
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Know Your Rights Under the Sunshine Ordinance

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

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

For more information on your rights under the Sunshine Ordinance (Chapter 67 of the San Francisco Administrative Code) or to report a violation of
the ordinance, contact the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force at City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 409; phone (415) 554-7724; fax (415)
554-7854; or e-mail at sotf@sfgov.org.

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

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

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

Accessible Meeting Information

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

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

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

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

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

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

SPANISH:

Agenda para la Comisién de Preservacion de Edificios y Lugares Histdricos (Historic Preservation Commission). Si desea asistir a la audiencia, y
quisiera obtener informacién en Espafiol o solicitar un aparato para asistencia auditiva, llame al 415-558-6309. Por favor llame por lo menos 48 horas
de anticipacion a la audiencia.

CHINESE:
JE SRR B E i . R RN B S I R W Bk 4, SR 415-558-6309. & /1 R € BT 2 A 2 /4810 /)N
P2 2K

TAGALOG:

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

RUSSIAN:

MoBecTka gHa Komucecum no sawwmnte naMmsaTHUKOB NUCTOPpUN. 3a nomoubio nepesoavunka nnn 3a sCrnomMoratesibHbIM CITyXOBbIM
yCTpOVICTBOM Ha BpeMA CJ'IyLLIaHI/II7I o6pau.|,a|7|Ter no Homepy 415-558-6309. 3anp00b| JOJKHbI AenaTtbcsa MUHUMYM 3a 48 YacoB
00 Havyana cnywaHus.
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San Francisco Historic Preservation Commission Wednesday, December 5, 2018

ROLL CALL:
President: Andrew Wolfram
Vice-President: Aaron Hyland
Commissioners: Kate Black, Ellen Johnck, Richard S.E. Johns, Diane

Matsuda, Jonathan Pearlman
A. GENERAL PUBLIC COMMENT

At this time, members of the public may address the Commission on items of interest to the public
that are within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Commission except agenda items. With
respect to agenda items, your opportunity to address the Commission will be afforded when the
item is reached in the meeting. Each member of the public may address the Commission for up to
three minutes.

The Brown Act forbids a commission from taking action or discussing any item not appearing on
the posted agenda, including those items raised at public comment. In response to public
comment, the commission is limited to:
(1) responding to statements made or questions posed by members of the public; or
(2) requesting staff to report back on a matter at a subsequent meeting; or
(3) directing staff to place the item on a future agenda. (Government Code Section 54954.2(a))
B. DEPARTMENT MATTERS
1. Director’s Announcements
2. Review of Past Events at the Planning Commission, Staff Report and Announcements
C COMMISSION MATTERS

3. President’s Report and Announcements

4, Consideration of Adoption:
e Draft Minutes for November 7, 2018

Adoption of Commission Minutes — Charter Section 4.104 requires all commissioners to
vote yes or no on all matters unless that commissioner is excused by a vote of the
Commission. Commissioners may not be automatically excluded from a vote on the
minutes because they did not attend the meeting.

5. Commission Comments & Questions
e Disclosures.

¢ Inquiries/Announcements. Without discussion, at this time Commissioners may
make announcements or inquiries of staff regarding various matters of interest to
the Commissioner(s).
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6.

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

Proposed 2019 Hearing Schedule

D. CONSIDERATION OF ITEMS PROPOSED FOR CONTINUANCE

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

7.

2016-007303PCA (E. TUFFY: (415) 575-9191)
5 THIRD STREET (HEARST BUILDING) - located on the east side between Market and
Stevenson Streets, Assessor’s Block 3707, Lot 057 (District 6). Consideration of Planning
Code Text Amendments to Planning Code Section 188 — Noncomplying Structures:
Enlargements, Alterations and Reconstruction. The Historic Preservation Commission will
consider the proposal from the Project Sponsor to adopt an Ordinance that would extend
the expiration date of Section 188(g) to allow Terrace Infill on a noncomplying structure
designated as a Significant Building under Article 11 of the Code and would amend the
text to allow for rooftop infill along the primary building frontage if obscured from view by
existing parapet walls.

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve the resolution to recommend approval of the Planning
Code amendments to the Board of Supervisors.

(Continued from Regular Hearing on September 19, 2018)

(Proposed for Continuance to March 6, 2018)

2016-007303PTA (E. TUFFY: (415) 575-9191)
5 THIRD STREET (HEARST BUILDING) - located on the east side between Market and
Stevenson Streets, Assessor’s Block 3707, Lot 057 (District 6). Request for a Major Permit to
Alter to convert the existing 131,650 gross square foot, 154-foot tall office building for use
as a 170-room hotel. Retail will be retained on the ground floor facing Market Street. The
project will retain 5,920 gsf of office use. Existing rooftop structures will be altered to
create a rooftop lounge, pending approval of a legislative amendment to Planning Code
Sec. 188. The project site, which includes the buildings at 5 3rd Street, 17-29 3d Street, and
190 Stevenson Street, is designated as a Category | (Significant) building under Article 11
of the Planning Code. Historically known as the Hearst Building and San Francisco
Examiner offices, the main building is 13 stories over two basement levels. Designed in
1909 by architects Kirby, Petit & Green, various aspects of the original Renaissance Revival
facade were redesigned in 1938 by architect Julia Morgan. The brick American
Commercial-style building at the southwest corner of the site was completed in 1910,
housed an early “newspaper bar” from 1910-1917, and was later purchased by the Hearst
Corporation in a 1940s expansion.

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

(Continued from Regular Hearing on September 19, 2018)

(Proposed for Continuance to March 6, 2018)
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E. CONSENT CALENDAR

9.

10.

2018-002677COA (R. SALGADO: (415) 575-9101)
1179 HAYES STREET - located on the south side of Hayes Street between Scott Street and
Pierce Street, Assessor's Block 0824, Lot 007 (District 5). Request for a Certificate of
Appropriateness for the removal of a limited amount of historic stucco cladding at the first
floor bay of the Hayes Street facade in connection with the creation of two new window
openings and the enlargement of one existing window opening, to allow for the
installation of three new double-hung wood windows. The project also includes interior
alterations at the first floor. All of the proposed work is in connection with the addition of
one new accessory dwelling unit at the first floor of the building in a portion of the
building currently serving as storage space. The subject property is located within the
Article 10 Alamo Square Landmark District, and is located within an RM-2 (Residential-
Mixed, Moderate Density) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District.

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

2018-011663PTA-02 (J. VIMR: (415) 575-9109)
500 SUTTER STREET - located on the north side of Sutter Street at its intersection with
Powell Street, Assessor’s Block 0284, Lot 004 (District 3). Request for a Major Permit to
Alter for the installation of a roof-mounted powered davit carriage and track system for
the purposes of exterior building maintenance. As part of this work, the parapet would be
extended and a painted safety rail would be placed behind the parapet. The subject
property is a Category | (Significant) Building located within the Article 11 Kearny-Market-
Mason-Sutter Conservation District, and is located within a C-3-R (Downtown-Retail)
Zoning District and 80-130-F Height and Bulk District.

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

F. REGULAR CALENDAR

11.

2015-014028ENV (K. ZUSHI: (415) 575-9038)
3333 CALIFORNIA STREET MIXED-USE PROJECT - located on the south side of California
Street between Laurel Street and Presidio Avenue, Lot 003 in Assessor's Block 1032
(District 2) - Draft Environmental Impact Report. The project would redevelop the 10.25-
acre site currently occupied by the University of California San Francisco Laurel Heights
Campus with a total of fifteen residential and mixed-use buildings. The project would
demolish the existing one-story, 14,000-gross-square-foot (gsf) annex building and surface
parking lots; construct thirteen new buildings, ranging in height from 37 to 45 feet, along
the perimeter of the site; and partially demolish the existing four-story, 455,000-gsf office
building, which is a historic resource for the purpose of CEQA. The project would include
rooftop additions to the existing office building, and it would be adapted as two separate
residential buildings, ranging in height from 80 to 92 feet. The project would provide 558
dwelling units; 49,999 gsf of office space; 54,117 gsf of retail space; a 14,690-gsf child care
center; 896 parking spaces; 693 bicycle parking spaces; and 236,000 sf of open areas.
Parking would be provided in four below-grade parking garages and six individual, two-
car parking garages. A project variant that would increase the height of one of the
proposed buildings to approximately 67 feet and replace the proposed office space in it
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12.

13.

ADJOURNMENT

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

Preliminary Recommendation: Review and Comment

2015-016239PRJ (N. KWIATKOWSKA: (415) 575-9185)
1170 HARRISON STREET - located on the north side of Harrison Street between Berwick
Place and 8th Streets, Assessor’s Block 3755, Lot 029 (District 6). Request for Review and
Comment, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 803.9(b) and 844.65, on the proposed
change in use and proposed addition resulting with approximately 21,500 square feet of
office use. The subject property determined to be individually-eligible for listing in the
California Register of Historical Resources and has been placed on the Historic Preservation
Commission’s Landmark Designation Work Program. It is located within the WMUG
(Western SoMa Mixed Use-General) Zoning District, Western SoMa Special Use District and
55-X Height/Bulk Limit.

Preliminary Recommendation: The Historic Preservation Commission may draft comments to
the Planning Commission regarding the proposed use and its ability to enhance the feasibility
of preserving the historic building.

2016-016549PRJ (N. KWIATKOWSKA: (415) 575-9185)
149 9™ STREET - located on the north side of 9th Street between Natoma and Minna
Streets, Assessor’s Block 3728, Lot 048 (District 6). Request for Review and Comment,
pursuant to Planning Code Sections 703.9 and 758, on the proposed change in use of
approximately 31,000 square feet from mixed-use to non-retail service use. The subject
property is rated Category Ill pursuant to Appendix C to Article 11 of the Planning Code. It
is located within the RCD (Regional Commercial District) Zoning District, Western SoMa
Special Use District and 55-X Height/Bulk Limit.

Preliminary Recommendation: The Historic Preservation Commission may draft comments to
the Planning Commission regarding the proposed use and its ability to enhance the feasibility
of preserving the historic building.
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Historic Preservation Officer
Timothy Frye
tim.frye@sfgov.org

(415) 575-6822

Privacy Policy
Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the

Commission or Department. All written or oral communications, including submitted personal contact information, may be
made available to the public for inspection and copying upon request and may appear on the Department's website or in other
public documents.

Hearing Procedures
The Historic Preservation Commission holds public hearings on the first and third Wednesday, of most months. The full hearing

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

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

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

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

For most cases that are considered by the Historic Preservation Commission, after being introduced by the Commission
Secretary, shall be considered by the Commission in the following order:

1. Presentation by Staff;

2. Presentation by the Project Sponsor's Team (which includes: the sponsor, representative, legal counsel, architect,
engineer, expeditor and/or any other advisor) for a period not to exceed ten (10) minutes, at the discretion of the Chair;

3. Public testimony from supporters of the Project not to exceed three (3) minutes, at the discretion of the Chair;

4. Presentation by Organized Opposition recognized by the Commission President through written request prior to the

hearing for a period not to exceed ten (10) minutes, at the discretion of the Chair;

Public testimony from opponents of the Project not to exceed three (3) minutes, at the discretion of the Chair;

Staff follow-up and/or conclusions;

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

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

ow

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

Hearing Materials
Each item on the Agenda may include the following documents:

e  Planning Department Case Executive Summary

e  Planning Department Case Report

o  Draft Motion or Resolution with Findings and/or Conditions
e  Public Correspondence

Materials submitted to the Historic Preservation Commission prior to a scheduled hearing will become part of the public record
only when the materials are also provided to the Commission Secretary and/or Project Planner. Correspondence may be emailed
directly to the Commission Secretary at: commissions.secretary@sfgov.org.
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Persons unable to attend a hearing may submit written comments regarding a scheduled item to: Historic Preservation
Commission, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103-2414. Written comments received by the close of the
business day prior to the hearing will be brought to the attention of the Historic Preservation Commission and made part of the
official record.

Advance Submissions: To allow Commissioners the opportunity to review material in advance of a hearing, materials must be
received by the Planning Department reception eight (8) days prior to the scheduled public hearing. All submission packages
must be delivered to1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, by 5:00 p.m. and should include fifteen (15) copies.

Day-of Submissions: Material related to a calendared item may be distributed at the hearing. Please provide ten (10) copies for
distribution.

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

Case Type Case Suffix Appeal Period* Appeal Body
Certificate of Appropriateness COA (A) 30 calendar days Board of Appeals**
CEQA Determination - EIR ENV (E) 30 calendar days Board of Supervisors
Permit to Alter/Demolish PTA (H) 30 calendar days Board of Appeals**

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

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

Challenges

Pursuant to Government Code Section 65009, if you challenge, in court, the approval of (1) a Certificate of Appropriateness, (2) a
Permit to Alter, (3) a Landmark or Historic District designation, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or someone
else raised at the public hearing described in this notice, or in written correspondence delivered to the Historic Preservation
Commission, at, or prior to, the public hearing.
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Know Your Rights Under the Sunshine Ordinance

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

 

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



For more information on your rights under the Sunshine Ordinance (Chapter 67 of the San Francisco Administrative Code) or to report a violation of the ordinance, contact the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force at City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 409; phone (415) 554-7724; fax (415) 554-7854; or e-mail at sotf@sfgov.org.

 

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

 

San Francisco Lobbyist Ordinance

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

 

Accessible Meeting Information

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



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



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



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



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



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



SPANISH:

Agenda para la Comisión de Preservación de Edificios y Lugares Históricos (Historic Preservation Commission).  Si desea asistir a la audiencia, y quisiera obtener información en Español o solicitar un aparato para asistencia auditiva, llame al 415-558-6309. Por favor llame por lo menos 48 horas de anticipación a la audiencia.



CHINESE:

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



TAGALOG:

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



RUSSIAN:

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



ROLL CALL:		

		President:	Andrew Wolfram 

	Vice-President:	Aaron Hyland

		Commissioners:                	Kate Black, Ellen Johnck, Richard S.E. Johns, Diane Matsuda, Jonathan Pearlman



A.	GENERAL PUBLIC COMMENT



At this time, members of the public may address the Commission on items of interest to the public that are within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Commission except agenda items. With respect to agenda items, your opportunity to address the Commission will be afforded when the item is reached in the meeting.  Each member of the public may address the Commission for up to three minutes.



The Brown Act forbids a commission from taking action or discussing any item not appearing on the posted agenda, including those items raised at public comment.  In response to public comment, the commission is limited to: 



(1)  responding to statements made or questions posed by members of the public; or

(2)  requesting staff to report back on a matter at a subsequent meeting; or 

(3)  directing staff to place the item on a future agenda.  (Government Code Section 54954.2(a))



B.	DEPARTMENT MATTERS



1.	Director’s Announcements	

	

2.	Review of Past Events at the Planning Commission, Staff Report and Announcements



C.	COMMISSION MATTERS 



3.	President’s Report and Announcements



4.	Consideration of Adoption:

· Draft Minutes for November 7, 2018



Adoption of Commission Minutes – Charter Section 4.104 requires all commissioners to vote yes or no on all matters unless that commissioner is excused by a vote of the Commission.  Commissioners may not be automatically excluded from a vote on the minutes because they did not attend the meeting.

	

5.	Commission Comments & Questions

· Disclosures.

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

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



6. 	Proposed 2019 Hearing Schedule



D.	CONSIDERATION OF ITEMS PROPOSED FOR CONTINUANCE



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



7.	2016-007303PCA	(E. TUFFY: (415) 575-9191)

5 THIRD STREET (HEARST BUILDING) – located on the east side between Market and Stevenson Streets, Assessor’s Block 3707, Lot 057 (District 6). Consideration of Planning Code Text Amendments to Planning Code Section 188 – Noncomplying Structures: Enlargements, Alterations and Reconstruction. The Historic Preservation Commission will consider the proposal from the Project Sponsor to adopt an Ordinance that would extend the expiration date of Section 188(g) to allow Terrace Infill on a noncomplying structure designated as a Significant Building under Article 11 of the Code and would amend the text to allow for rooftop infill along the primary building frontage if obscured from view by existing parapet walls.

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve the resolution to recommend approval of the Planning Code amendments to the Board of Supervisors.

(Continued from Regular Hearing on September 19, 2018)

(Proposed for Continuance to March 6, 2018)



8.	2016-007303PTA	(E. TUFFY: (415) 575-9191)

5 THIRD STREET (HEARST BUILDING) – located on the east side between Market and Stevenson Streets, Assessor’s Block 3707, Lot 057 (District 6). Request for a Major Permit to Alter to convert the existing 131,650 gross square foot, 154-foot tall office building for use as a 170-room hotel. Retail will be retained on the ground floor facing Market Street. The project will retain 5,920 gsf of office use. Existing rooftop structures will be altered to create a rooftop lounge, pending approval of a legislative amendment to Planning Code Sec. 188. The project site, which includes the buildings at 5 3rd Street, 17-29 3rd Street, and 190 Stevenson Street, is designated as a Category I (Significant) building under Article 11 of the Planning Code. Historically known as the Hearst Building and San Francisco Examiner offices, the main building is 13 stories over two basement levels. Designed in 1909 by architects Kirby, Petit & Green, various aspects of the original Renaissance Revival façade were redesigned in 1938 by architect Julia Morgan. The brick American Commercial-style building at the southwest corner of the site was completed in 1910, housed an early “newspaper bar” from 1910-1917, and was later purchased by the Hearst Corporation in a 1940s expansion.

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

(Continued from Regular Hearing on September 19, 2018)

(Proposed for Continuance to March 6, 2018)



E.	CONSENT CALENDAR



9.	2018-002677COA	(R. SALGADO: (415) 575-9101)

1179 HAYES STREET – located on the south side of Hayes Street between Scott Street and Pierce Street, Assessor’s Block 0824, Lot 007 (District 5).  Request for a Certificate of Appropriateness for the removal of a limited amount of historic stucco cladding at the first floor bay of the Hayes Street facade in connection with the creation of two new window openings and the enlargement of one existing window opening, to allow for the installation of three new double-hung wood windows. The project also includes interior alterations at the first floor. All of the proposed work is in connection with the addition of one new accessory dwelling unit at the first floor of the building in a portion of the building currently serving as storage space. The subject property is located within the Article 10 Alamo Square Landmark District, and is located within an RM-2 (Residential-Mixed, Moderate Density) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District.  

Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions

	

10.	2018-011663PTA-02	(J. VIMR: (415) 575-9109)

500 SUTTER STREET – located on the north side of Sutter Street at its intersection with Powell Street, Assessor’s Block 0284, Lot 004 (District 3).  Request for a Major Permit to Alter for the installation of a roof-mounted powered davit carriage and track system for the purposes of exterior building maintenance. As part of this work, the parapet would be extended and a painted safety rail would be placed behind the parapet. The subject property is a Category I (Significant) Building located within the Article 11 Kearny-Market-Mason-Sutter Conservation District, and is located within a C-3-R (Downtown-Retail) Zoning District and 80-130-F Height and Bulk District.  

Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions



F.	REGULAR CALENDAR  



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

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

Preliminary Recommendation: Review and Comment 



12.	2015-016239PRJ	(N. KWIATKOWSKA: (415) 575-9185)

1170 HARRISON STREET – located on the north side of Harrison Street between Berwick Place and 8th Streets, Assessor’s Block 3755, Lot 029 (District 6).  Request for Review and Comment, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 803.9(b) and 844.65, on the proposed change in use and proposed addition resulting with approximately 21,500 square feet of office use. The subject property determined to be individually-eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources and has been placed on the Historic Preservation Commission’s Landmark Designation Work Program. It is located within the WMUG (Western SoMa Mixed Use-General) Zoning District, Western SoMa Special Use District and 55-X Height/Bulk Limit.  

Preliminary Recommendation: The Historic Preservation Commission may draft comments to the Planning Commission regarding the proposed use and its ability to enhance the feasibility of preserving the historic building.



13.	2016-016549PRJ	(N. KWIATKOWSKA: (415) 575-9185)

149 9TH STREET  – located on the north side of 9th Street between Natoma and Minna Streets, Assessor’s Block 3728, Lot 048 (District 6).  Request for Review and Comment, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 703.9 and 758, on the proposed change in use of approximately 31,000 square feet from mixed-use to non-retail service use. The subject property is rated Category III pursuant to Appendix C to Article 11 of the Planning Code. It is located within the RCD (Regional Commercial District) Zoning District, Western SoMa Special Use District and 55-X Height/Bulk Limit.  

Preliminary Recommendation: The Historic Preservation Commission may draft comments to the Planning Commission regarding the proposed use and its ability to enhance the feasibility of preserving the historic building.

	

ADJOURNMENT




Historic Preservation Officer

Timothy Frye

tim.frye@sfgov.org

(415) 575-6822



Privacy Policy

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



Hearing Procedures

The Historic Preservation Commission holds public hearings on the first and third Wednesday, of most months. The full hearing schedule for the calendar year and the Commission Rules & Regulations may be found online at: www.sfplanning.org. 



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

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



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



For most cases that are considered by the Historic Preservation Commission, after being introduced by the Commission Secretary, shall be considered by the Commission in the following order:



1. Presentation by Staff;

2. Presentation by the Project Sponsor’s Team (which includes: the sponsor, representative, legal counsel, architect, engineer, expeditor and/or any other advisor) for a period not to exceed ten (10) minutes, at the discretion of the Chair;

3. Public testimony from supporters of the Project not to exceed three (3) minutes, at the discretion of the Chair;

4. Presentation by Organized Opposition recognized by the Commission President through written request prior to the hearing for a period not to exceed ten (10) minutes, at the discretion of the Chair;

5. Public testimony from opponents of the Project not to exceed three (3) minutes, at the discretion of the Chair;

6. Staff follow-up and/or conclusions;

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

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



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



Hearing Materials

Each item on the Agenda may include the following documents:

· Planning Department Case Executive Summary

· Planning Department Case Report

· Draft Motion or Resolution with Findings and/or Conditions

· Public Correspondence



Materials submitted to the Historic Preservation Commission prior to a scheduled hearing will become part of the public record only when the materials are also provided to the Commission Secretary and/or Project Planner.  Correspondence may be emailed directly to the Commission Secretary at: commissions.secretary@sfgov.org.  



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



Advance Submissions: To allow Commissioners the opportunity to review material in advance of a hearing, materials must be received by the Planning Department reception eight (8) days prior to the scheduled public hearing.  All submission packages must be delivered to1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, by 5:00 p.m. and should include fifteen (15) copies.



Day-of Submissions: Material related to a calendared item may be distributed at the hearing. Please provide ten (10) copies for distribution. 



Appeals

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



		Case Type

		Case Suffix

		Appeal Period*

		Appeal Body



		Certificate of Appropriateness

		COA (A)

		30 calendar days

		Board of Appeals**



		CEQA Determination - EIR

		ENV (E)

		30 calendar days

		Board of Supervisors



		Permit to Alter/Demolish

		PTA (H)

		30 calendar days

		Board of Appeals**







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



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



Challenges

Pursuant to Government Code Section 65009, if you challenge, in court, the approval of (1) a Certificate of Appropriateness, (2) a Permit to Alter, (3) a Landmark or Historic District designation, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at the public hearing described in this notice, or in written correspondence delivered to the Historic Preservation Commission, at, or prior to, the public hearing.
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Advance

				To:		Historic Preservation Commission

				From:		Jonas P. Ionin, Director of Commission Affairs

				Re:		Advance Calendar

						All items and dates are tentative and subject to change.



				December 5, 2018 - CLOSED						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

		2016-007303PCA		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)				fr: 9/19						Tuffy

						Review and Comment		to: TBD

		2016-007303PTA		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)				fr: 9/19						Tuffy

						Permit to Alter		to: TBD

		2018-002677COA		1179 Hayes Street 				CONSENT						Salgado

						two new windows to the first floor 

		2015-014028ENV		3333 California Street										Greving

						DEIR

		2015-016239PRJ 		1170 Harrison Street										Kwiatkowska

						review and comment of HBMP

		2016-016549PRJ 		149 9th Street 										Kwiatkowska

						review and comment of HBMP

		2018-011663PTA-02 		500 Sutter Street										Vimr

						roof mounted davit carriage and track system

				Façade Retention: Part 4				fr: 10/17						Greving

						Review and Comment

				December 19, 2018 - ARC						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

		2018-000619COA		50-52 Fair Oaks Street 										Salgado

						vertical and horizontal addition visible from a public right of way in the Liberty Hill LD

				December 19, 2018						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

				10 LBRs										Caltagirone



		2018-008948DES		906 Broadway (AKA Our Lady of Guadalupe Church)										Smith

						Interior landmark designation (amendment to existing landmark)

		2017-003843COA 		809 Montgomery Street										Salgado

						one-story rooftop addition

		2008.0014U		690 Market Street										Ferguson

						Mills Act Contract Non-Renewal

				Historic Resource Assessments pilot program										LaValley

						informational presentation 

				January 2, 2019 - CANCELED						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner





				January 16, 2019 - ARC						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

		2014.0012E		Better Market Street										McMillen

						Review of draft EIR preservation alternatives   

		2014.0012E		Better Market Street										McMillen

						Path of Gold

				January 16, 2019						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

				Work Program, Budget, and Performance Measures 										Landis

						Informational

		2017-003989COA		1231 Fulton Street 										Salgado

						New and modified window openings on the front façade in the Alamo Square LD

		2017-008875COA		920 North Point Street 										Salgado

						Replace the rooftop Ghirardelli sign with a new sign matching the historic sign

				February 6, 2019 - ARC						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

		2018-014839COA 		1 Bush Street 										Vimr

						120-square foot kiosk 

		TBD		920 North Point Street 										Salgado

						Modifications to the non-historic Restroom structure in the main plaza of Ghirardelli Square

				February 6, 2019						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

				Budget and Work Program 										Landis

						Adoption

		2015-009783PTA		220 Battery Street 										Salgado

						4-story visible addition on a 2-story building in the Front-California CD

		TBD		920 North Point Street 										Salgado

						Modifications to the non-historic Restroom structure in the main plaza of Ghirardelli Square

				February 20, 2019						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner





				March 6, 2019 - ARC						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

				March 6, 2019						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

		2017-004557ENV		550 O’Farrell Street										Greving

						Review and comment on the Preservation Alternatives

				March 20, 2019						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

		2014.0012E		Better Market Street  										Thomas

						DEIR

				April 3, 2019						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

				April 17, 2019						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner
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Action Items

		HPC Action Items								 

		Date		Item						CONT.		NOTES		HEARING DATE

		3/7/12		Priorities on Landmark Designation Work Program										TBD

						Pending completion of Preserve America Grant Tasks

		3/21/12		Discussion of incentives and preservation tools for historic cultural uses/resources										TBD

						Follow-up based on 12/5/12 Hearing

		6/20/12		HPC Review and Comment of CEQA Ducuments										TBD

						Pending request with Environmental Planning

		12/19/12		Condition of Mothers Building										TBD

						With RecPark and Arts Commission Representatives

		2/6/13		Update on monastery materials to return back to Santa Maria de 'Ovila Monastery in Spain										TBD

						Request by Commissioner Martinez

		2/6/13		Status update on Settlement Agreement re: mitigation monitoring and enforcement										TBD

						Request by President Damkroger & Commissioner Martinez

		2/6/13		Status of Golden Gate Park Landmark Designation, including Stow Lake Boat House										TBD

						Request by President Damkroger

		3/6/13		Update on Preservation Website										5/15/13

						Request by Commissioner Wolfram

		10/2/13		Inventory of Interpretive displays associated with EIRs										TBD

						Request by Commissioner Johns

		5/15/13		2nd Update on Preservation Website										TBD

						Request by Commissioner Wolfram

		10/2/13		Inventory of Interpretive displays associated with EIRs										TBD

						Request by Commissioner Johns

		2/5/14		Discuss HPC promotion and involvement in 20% Federal Rehabilitation Tax Credit Program										TBD

						Request by Vice President Wolfram, with representatives from OHP

		2/19/14		Update on Draft Preservation Element										TBD

						Request by Commissioner Matsuda, President Hasz 

		2/19/14		Discuss local application of Secretary of the Interior's Standards										TBD

						Request by Commissioner Pearlman

		2/19/14		Status of Golden Gate Park Landmark Designation, including Stow Lake Boat House										TBD

						Request by Commissioner Matsuda
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To:	Staff

From:	Jonas P. Ionin, Director of Commission Affairs

Re:	Historic Preservation Commission Hearing Results

	

NEXT RESOLUTION No:  1003

NEXT MOTION No:  0362

NEXT COMMENT LETTER:  0088

M = Motion; R = Resolution; L = HPC Comment Letter

November 28, 2018 Special Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for November 7, 2018

		Ionin

		Continued to December 5, 2018

		



		R-1002

		2018-015807PCA

		Establishing the African American Arts and Cultural District  Ordinance

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval with Amendments

		+4 -0 (Johns, Pearlman, Wolfram absent)







November 7, 2018 ARC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-008528COA

		3733-3735 20th Street

		Giacomucci

		Reviewed and Commented

		







November 7, 2018 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for October 17, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted as Corrected

		+7 -0



		M-0359

		2018-005952COA

		59 Potomac Street

		Kirby

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		CL-087

		2015-004568ENV

		10 South Van Ness Avenue

		Schuett

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-0360

		2016-010079COA

		3620 Buchanan Street

		Cisneros

		After a motion to Continue failed +3 -4 (Black, Johns, Pearlman, Wolfram against); Approved

		+4 -3 (Johnck, Matsuda, Hyland against)



		M-0361

		2018-000571COA

		1348 South Van Ness Avenue

		Salgado

		Approved

		+7 -0



		R-999

		2018-008827DES

		22 Beaver Street

		Ferguson

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1000

		2018-014691DES

		2 Henry Adams Street

		Smith

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1001

		2018-014198LBR

		1743 Buchanan Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		

		

		Legacy Business Registry Marketing Plan

		Caltagirone

		None - Informational

		



		

		2015-007181OTH

		Landmark Designation and Cultural Heritage Work Program Quarterly Reports

		Smith, Caltagirone

		None - Informational

		







October 17, 2018 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for October 3, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		

		

		Commission Matters

		Ionin

		Canceled November 21, 2018 Hearing

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		

		2017-011878ENV

		Potrero Power Station

		Schuett

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-0353  M-0356  M-0357

M-0358

		2017-009220COA-03

		San Francisco Public Works and JCDecaux Replacement of Public Toilets and Kiosks

		Kwiatkowska

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		M-0354

		2017-009220PTA

		San Francisco Public Works and JCDecaux Replacement of Public Toilets and Kiosks

		Kwiatkowska

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		R-995

		2017-001773DES

		524 Union Street (Paper Doll)

		Ferguson

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		M-0355

		2017-015622COA

		925 Pierce Street

		Vimr

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		R-996

		2018-013136LBR

		3630 Balboa Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		R-997

		2018-013141LBR

		2117 Chestnut Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		R-998

		2018-013142LBR

		5030 Geary Boulevard

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		

		

		Façade Retention: Part 4

		Greving

		Continued to December 5, 2018

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)







October 3, 2018 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for ARC Hearing on August 15, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC Hearing on September 19, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		M-0349

		

		Administrative Certificate of Appropriateness and Minor Permits to Alter Delegation

		LaValley

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		M-0350

		2018-007997PTA

		495 Geary Street

		Salgado

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		M-0351

		2018-004761COA

		1800 Mission Street

		Salgado

		Approved

		+5 -0 (Johnck absent); Wolfram recused)



		M-0352

		2017-001477COA

		903 Minnesota Street

		Kwiatkowska

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		R-989

		2018-006629MLS

		2253 Webster Street

		Ferguson

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		R-990

		2018-006717MLS

		353 Kearny Street

		Ferguson

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		R-991

		2018-006796MLS

		465-467 Oak Street

		Ferguson

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		R-992

		2018-006629MLS

		587 Waller Street

		Ferguson

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		R-993

		2018-006794MLS

		354-356 San Carlos Street

		Ferguson

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		R-994

		2018-007338MLS

		811 Treat Avenue

		Ferguson

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		

		2016-004157OTH

		Mills Act Program

		Ferguson

		Reviewed and Commented

		







September 19, 2018 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for September 5, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		

		2017-009220COA-03

		San Francisco Public Works and JCDecaux Replacement of Public Toilets and Kiosks

		Kwiatkowska

		Continued to October 17, 2018

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		

		2017-009220PTA

		San Francisco Public Works and JCDecaux Replacement of Public Toilets and Kiosks

		Kwiatkowska

		Continued to October 17, 2018

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		

		2016-007303PCA

		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)

		Tuffy

		Continued to December 5, 2018

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		

		2016-007303PTA

		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)

		Tuffy

		Continued to December 5, 2018

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		

		2017-000465OTH

		LGBTQ+ Cultural Heritage Strategy

		McMillen, Caltagirone 

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		R-977

		2018-001876PCA

		Obstructions in Required Setbacks, Yards and Open Space

		Butkus

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		M-0348

		2018-002272COA

		1513 Golden Gate Avenue

		Vimr

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-978

		2018-006347DES

		449 14th Street

		Smith

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-979

		2018-008827DES

		22 Beaver Street

		Ferguson

		Initiated

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-980

		2017-005434MLS

		215 & 229 Haight (Formerly 55 Laguna)

		Ferguson

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0 (Johns, Matsuda absent)



		R-981

		2017-005880MLS

		627 Waller Street

		Ferguson

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0 (Johns, Matsuda absent)



		R-982

		2017-005419MLS

		973 Market Street

		Ferguson

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0 (Johns, Matsuda absent)



		R-983

		2018-011943LBR

		4917 3rd Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0 (Johns, Matsuda absent)



		R-984

		2018-011973LBR

		2113 Chestnut Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0 (Johns, Matsuda absent)



		R-985

		2018-011975LBR

		3245 16th Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0 (Johns, Matsuda absent)



		R-986

		2018-011978LBR

		1821 Taraval Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0 (Johns, Matsuda absent)



		R-987

		2018-011980LBR

		2331 Market Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0 (Johns, Matsuda absent)



		R-988

		2018-011983LBR

		1590 Pacific Avenue

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0 (Johns, Matsuda absent)







September 5, 2018 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for Joint Hearing on July 18, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC Hearing on August 1, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC Hearing on August 15, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted as Corrected

		+7 -0



		M-0347

		2018-005952COA

		59 Potomac

		Kirby

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		R-970

		2018-008949DES

		175 Golden Gate Avenue

		Ferguson

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-971

		2017-001773DES

		524 Union Street (Paper Doll)

		Ferguson

		Initiated

		+7 -0



		R-972

		2018-011493LBR

		1399 Church Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval with findings, recommendations and features listed in the case report

		+7 -0



		R-973

		2018-011495LBR

		1632 Haight Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval with findings, recommendations and features listed in the case report

		+7 -0



		R-974

		2018-011496LBR

		501 Haight Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval with findings, recommendations and features listed in the case report

		+7 -0



		R-975

		2018-011497LBR

		2323 Chestnut Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval with findings, recommendations and features listed in the case report

		+7 -0



		R-976

		2018-010966LBR

		Pier 39

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval with findings, recommendations and features listed in the case report

		+7 -0







August 15, 2018 ARC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2016-010079COA

		3620 Buchanan Street

		Cisneros

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2015-001821GPA

		The Central Waterfront - Dogpatch Public Realm

		Abad

		None - Informational

		







August 15, 2018 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Certified Local Government Program (CLG) Annual Report

		Frye

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-0346

		2018-002110COA

		904 Steiner Street

		Kirby

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Matsuda absent)



		R-968

		

		1776 Vallejo Street

		Vimr

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Matsuda absent)



		R-969

		2018-006347DES

		449 14th Street

		Smith

		Initiated

		+6 -0 (Matsuda absent)



		

		

		Landmark Designation and Cultural Heritage Work Program Quarterly Reports

		Smith; Caltagirone

		None - Informational

		







August 1, 2018 Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft ARC Minutes for June 6, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted as Amended

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		

		

		Draft HPC Minutes for June 20, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		CL-0086

		

		Central SoMa Plan

		Chen

		Directed Staff to Draft a Letter to the BoS with recommendations

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		

		2018-008949DES

		175 Golden Gate Avenue

		Ferguson

		Continued to September 5, 2018

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		R-965

		

		2694 McAllister Street

		Vimr

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		M-0344

		2018-000537COA-02

		1001 Tennessee Street

		Vimr

		Approved with modifications allowing substitute material and for staff to review final details prior to issuance.

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		M-0345

		2015-001033COA

		940 Battery Street

		Salgado

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		R-966

		2018-008807LBR

		320 Hayes Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		R-967

		2018-008754LBR

		3199 Fillmore Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		

		2017-011878ENV

		Potrero Power Station Mixed-Use Project (1201 Illinois Street

		Vanderslice

		None - Informational

		







July 18, 2018 Joint Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-009220PTACOA-02

		San Francisco Public Works and JCDecaux Replacement of Public Toilets and Kiosks

		Kwiatkowska

		Reviewed and Commented

		







June 20, 2018 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft HPC Minutes for June 6, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		2694 McAllister

		Frye

		Initiated

		+7 -0



		M-0342

		2018-002987COA-02

		966 Minnesota Street

		Salgado

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-0343

		2017-001456COA

		1100 Fulton Street

		Vimr

		Approved with Conditions as amended to add a finding that garage door openings are not a character defining feature of the District; and a condition of approval for the depths of windows and doors to match existing.

		+7 -0



		

		2015-010013ENV

		30 Otis Street

		Moore

		Reviewed and Commented

		Pearlman recused







June 06, 2018 ARC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2015-000937CWP

		Civic Center Public Realm Plan

		Race

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2012.0893ENV

		Pier 22 ½, aka Fire Station 35

		Cleemann

		Reviewed and Commented

		







June 06, 2018 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Election of Chair

		Ionin

		Elected Commissioner Matsuda Chair

		+5 -0 (Hyland, Wolfram absent)



		

		

		Draft ARC Minutes for May 2, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Hyland, Wolfram absent)



		

		

		Draft HPC Minutes for May 16, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Hyland, Wolfram absent)



		R-962

		2017-014684PCA

		Process for Establishment of Cultural Districts  Ordinance

		Sanchez

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval with Staff Modifications

		+5 -0 (Hyland, Wolfram absent)



		M-0341

		2015-007715COA-02

		2342-2344 3rd Street

		Kwiatkowska

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Hyland, Wolfram absent)



		R-963

		2018-007306LBR

		1307 Castro Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0 (Hyland, Wolfram absent)



		R-964

		2018-007311LBR

		4299 24th Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0 (Hyland, Wolfram absent)







May 16, 2018 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		President’s Report

		Wolfram

		Appointed Commissioners Johns and Black to replace Hyland and Johnck as ARC Committee members for the hearing of June 6th.

		



		

		

		Draft ARC Minutes for February 21, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Pearlman absent)



		

		

		Draft ARC Minutes for March 21, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Pearlman absent)



		

		

		Draft HPC Minutes for May 2, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Pearlman absent)



		R-959

		2018-004633PCA

		Mayor’s Process Improvements Ordinance  

		Bintliff

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval as amended to include reconsideration of posting requirements

		+6 -0 (Pearlman absent)



		R-960

		2018-004346FED

		3333 California Street

		Smith

		Adopted a Recommendation in support of the nomination with modifications

		+6 -0 (Pearlman absent)



		R-961

		2017-012290DES

		6301 Third Street

		Smith

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Pearlman absent)



		M-0340

		2018-003700COA

		Washington Square - LM #226

		Jonckheer

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Pearlman absent)



		

		2016-004157OTH

		Mills Act Program

		Ferguson

		Reviewed and Commented

		







May 2, 2018 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes HPC April 18, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		R-957

		2017-010156DES

		Mint-Mission Conservation District

		McMillen

		Initiated

		+7 -0



		M-0338

		2017-011755COA

		1942 Sutter Street

		Kirby

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-0339

		2018-003886COA

		Murphy Windmill

		Jonckheer

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include steel stair throughout and wood tread for the first run.

		+7 -0



		

		2018-004346FED

		3333 California Street

		Smith

		Continued to May 16, 2018

		+7 -0



		R-958

		2018-005337LBR

		255 Mendell Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		

		

		Landmark Designation and Cultural Heritage Work Program Quarterly Reports

		Smith

		Reviewed and Commented

		







May 2, 2018 ARC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2016-012542ENV

		4848-4950 Mission Street

		Cleeman

		Reviewed and Commented

		







April 18, 2018 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for ARC March 7, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC April 4, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		2017-010156DES

		Mint-Mission Conservation District  

		McMillen

		Continued to May 2, 2018

		+7 -0



		M-0336

		2016-016161PTA

		120 Stockton Street

		Tuffy

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		R-951

		2017-012290DES

		6301 Third Street

		Smith

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include consideration for an interpretive plaque.

		+7 -0



		R-952

		2017-004023DES

		228-248 Townsend

		Smith

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-953

		2017-002874DES

		457 Bryant Street

		Ferguson

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-954

		2017-004129DES

		500-504 Fourth Street

		McMillen

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-955

		2017-010250DES

		Clyde And Crooks Warehouse Historic

		McMillen

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-956

		2018-003615DES

		Request To Initiate Designation And Change Of Designation Pursuant To Planning Code Section 1106

		McMillen

		Initiated

		+7 -0



		M-0337

		2017-008881COA

		349 Lexington Street

		Kwiatkowska

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0







April 4, 2018 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		HPC March 21, 2018 Minutes

		

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		

		2016-016161PTA

		120 Stockton Street

		Tuffy

		Continued to April 18, 2018

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		M-0334

		2017-013687COA

		930 Grove Street

		Kirby

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include:

1. A construction schedule, submitted prior to building permit application issuance;

2. An informational update; and

3. A finding that “the inaction to date is tantamount to demolition by neglect” or statement with similar sentiment to be crafted by staff and reviewed by the CAO and enforcement team.

		+7 -0



		M-0335

		2016-008750COA

		88 Broadway/735 Davis

		Boudreaux

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		R-949

		2018-003774LBR

		781 Beach Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-950

		2018-003775LBR

		3040 16th  Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		

		

		California State Senate Bill 827

		Ikezoe

		None - Informational

		







March 21, 2018 ARC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-011878ENV

		Potrero Power Station Mixed-Use Project (1201 Illinois Street)

		Vanderslice

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2015-014028ENV

		3333 California Street

		Greving

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2015-005890DES

		554 Fillmore Street

		Kirby

		Reviewed and Commented

		







March 21, 2018 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		HPC March 7, 2018 Minutes

		

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		2015-005890DES

		546-554 Fillmore, 735 Fell Street, 660 Oak Street

		Ferguson

		Continued Indefinitely

		+7 -0



		

		2017-010156DES

		Mint-Mission Conservation District

		Mcmillen

		Continued to April 18, 2018

		+7 -0



		R-942

		2018-003341LBR

		5267 3rd Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		M-0333

		2015-009647COA

		3rd Street Bridge

		Caltagirone

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		R-943

		2011.1356MTZ

		Central Soma Plan 

		Wertheim

		Adopted a Resolution Recommending the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors Approve Amendments to the GP, Administrative Code, Planning Code and Zoning Map as amended to include:

1. Increasing the contribution for rehabilitation of the Old Mint building to at least $50M; and

2. Increasing the funding for cultural heritage tangible and intangible programming efforts to at least $50M.

		+7 -0



		R-944

		2017-004023DES

		228-248 Townsend Street

		Smith

		Initiated Landmark Designation

		+7 -0



		R-945

		2017-002874DES

		457 Bryant Street

		Ferguson

		Initiated Landmark Designation

		+7 -0



		R-946

		2017-004129DES

		500-504 Fourth Street

		McMillen

		Initiated Landmark Designation

		+7 -0



		R-947

		2017-010250DES

		Clyde and Crooks Warehouse Historic District

		McMillen

		Initiated Landmark Designation

		+7 -0



		R-948

		2018-002775DES

		Kearny-Market-Mason-Sutter Conservation District

		McMillen

		Initiated Landmark Designation

		+7 -0



		

		2007.0946CWP

		Candlestick Point Hunters Point Shipyard Phase II Development Project

		Snyder

		None – Informational 

		







March 7, 2018 ARC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2016-016161PTA

		120 Stockton Street

		Tuffy

		Reviewed and Commented

		







March 7, 2018 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		ARC January 17, 2018 Minutes

		

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Hyland absent)



		

		

		HPC February 21, 2018 Minutes

		

		Adopted as Corrected

		+5 -0 (Hyland absent)



		R-940

		2017-013035DES

		246 1st Street

		Ferguson

		Approved

		+5 -0 (Hyland absent)



		M-0332

		2016-012813COA

		31-33 Liberty Street

		Kwiatkowska

		Approved

		+5 -0 (Hyland absent)



		

		2016-012813VAR

		31-33 Liberty Street

		Kwiatkowska

		Acting ZA indicated an intent to Grant

		



		R-941

		2018-002342LBR

		1750 Geary Blvd

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0 (Hyland absent)







February 21, 2018 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		February 7, 2018 Minutes

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		M-0330

		2017-013417COA

		294 Page Street

		Vimr

		Approved

		+6 -0



		M-0331

		2017-015491COA

		Pioneer Monument (Fulton Street Right-of-Way)

		Tuffy

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include a plaque detailing why the statue was removed.

		+6 -0



		

		

		Alcatraz Embarkation Site at Piers 31-33

		Paez

		None - Informational

		



		

		2016-004157OTH

		Mills Act Program

		Ferguson

		Continued Indefinitely

		+6 -0







February 21, 2018 ARC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2016-014360PTA

		433 Mason Street

		Tuffy

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2018-002022COA

		SFDPW Replacement of Path of Gold Light Standards

		Cisneros

		Reviewed and Commented

		







February 7, 2018 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		ARC December 6, 2017 Minutes

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		

		

		CHA December 20, 2017 Minutes

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		

		

		HPC December 20, 2017 Minutes

		Ionin

		Adopted as Amended

		+6 -0



		

		

		HPC January 17, 2018 Minutes

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		

		

		Election of Officers

		Ionin

		Wolfram – President;

Hyland – Vice President.

		+6 -0



		M-0329

		2017-014443PTA

		335 Powell Street

		Salgado

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		R-934

		2017-014010CRV

		FY 2018-2020 Proposed Department Budget and Work Program

		Landis

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0



		R-935

		2018-001173LBR

		63 Bluxome Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0



		R-936

		2018-001174LBR

		2876 California Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0



		R-937

		2018-001176LBR

		2095 Clement Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0



		R-938

		2018-001181LBR

		333 11th Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0



		R-939

		2018-001258LBR

		2948 16th Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0



		

		2016-004157OTH

		Mills Act Program

		Ferguson

		Continued to February 21, 2018

		+6 -0







January 17, 2018 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		ARC September 20, 2017 Minutes

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Johns absent)



		

		

		HPC December 6, 2017 Minutes

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Johns absent)



		

		

		Election of Officers

		Ionin

		Continued to February 7, 2018

		+5 -0 (Johns absent)



		

		2017-014010CRV

		FY 2018-2020 Proposed Department Budget And Work Program

		Landis

		None - Informational

		



		

		2015-005890DES

		546-554 Fillmore, 735 Fell Street, 660 Oak Street

		Ferguson

		Continued to March 21, 2018

		+5 -0 (Johns absent)



		M-0328

		2017-007097COA

		3639 20th Street

		Salgado

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-927

		2017-015688FED

		1 Telegraph Hill Boulevard

		Ferguson

		Adopted a Resolution supporting an amendment to the National Register of Historic Places nomination

		+5 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-928

		2017-015684FED

		3543 18th Street

		Smith

		Adopted a Resolution supporting the nomination to the National Register of Historic Places 

		+5 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-929

		2017-015656FED

		220 Golden Gate Avenue

		McMillen

		Adopted a Resolution supporting the nomination, with revisions, to the National Register of Historic Places 

		+5 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-930

		2017-016394LBR

		1663 Mission Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-931

		2017-016397LBR

		4073 24th Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval, as modified by Staff

		+5 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-932

		2017-016398LBR

		2095 Jerrold Avenue

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-933

		2017-016399LBR

		2120 Chestnut Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0 (Johns absent)



		

		2014-001272DVA

		Pier 70 Mixed-Use Project

		Sucre

		None - Informational

		



		

		

		Alcatraz Embarkation Site At Piers 31-33

		Paez

		Continued to February 21, 2018

		+5 -0 (Johns absent)



		

		

		Landmark Designation Work Program And Draft Cultural Heritage Work Program Quarterly Reports

		Smith

		None - Informational

		







January 17, 2018 ARC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2015-016239ENV

		1170 Harrison Street

		Kwiatkowska

		Reviewed and Commented
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

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

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED JOINS SALESFORCE CHAIRMAN AND CO-CEO MARC
BENIOFF AND TENDERLOIN HOUSING CLINIC TO ANNOUNCE NEW HOUSING FOR FORMERLY HOMELESS
INDIVIDUALS

Date: Thursday, November 29, 2018 10:42:43 AM

Attachments: 11.29.18 Bristol Announcement.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR)

Sent: Thursday, November 29, 2018 10:39 AM

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

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED JOINS SALESFORCE CHAIRMAN AND CO-
CEO MARC BENIOFF AND TENDERLOIN HOUSING CLINIC TO ANNOUNCE NEW HOUSING FOR
FORMERLY HOMELESS INDIVIDUALS

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, November 29, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

#%% PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED JOINS SALESFORCE CHAIRMAN
AND CO-CEO MARC BENIOFF AND TENDERLOIN HOUSING
CLINIC TO ANNOUNCE NEW HOUSING FOR FORMERLY
HOMELESS INDIVIDUALS

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today joined Salesforce Chariman and co-CEO
Marc Benioff to announce 58 units of housing for formerly homeless individuals. The Bristol
Hotel, located at 56 Mason Street, will be preserved as housing for formerly homeless people
instead of being converted into market-rate units. The Tenderloin Housing Clinic will be the
recipient of the funds, the lease-holder, and operator of the building.

At the request of Mayor Breed, Marc and Lynne Benioff have agreed to donate $6.1 million to
fund the first 5 years of a 20 year lease of the Bristol Hotel, a completely renovated vacant 58-
unit SRO hotel (including on-site resident manager’s unit) in the Tenderloin. Mayor Breed is
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, November 29, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*** PRESS RELEASE ***

MAYOR LONDON BREED JOINS SALESFORCE CHAIRMAN
AND CO-CEO MARC BENIOFF AND TENDERLOIN HOUSING
CLINIC TO ANNOUNCE NEW HOUSING FOR FORMERLY
HOMELESS INDIVIDUALS

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today joined Salesforce Chariman and co-CEO
Marc Benioff to announce 58 units of housing for formerly homeless individuals. The Bristol
Hotel, located at 56 Mason Street, will be preserved as housing for formerly homeless people
instead of being converted into market-rate units. The Tenderloin Housing Clinic will be the
recipient of the funds, the lease-holder, and operator of the building.

At the request of Mayor Breed, Marc and Lynne Benioff have agreed to donate $6.1 million to
fund the first 5 years of a 20 year lease of the Bristol Hotel, a completely renovated vacant 58-
unit SRO hotel (including on-site resident manager’s unit) in the Tenderloin. Mayor Breed is

committed to working with partners to identify ongoing funding for the remainder of the lease.

“l am committed to helping our homeless residents off the streets and into housing, and in order
to do so it is critical we provide people with the housing they need to transition to a new phase in
their lives,” said Mayor Breed. “As we wait for new funding to become available, | am working
with business and civic leaders like Marc and Lynne Benioff to identify other funding sources
and fund important programs like this one to make an immediate difference in our City.”

“Lynne and I are thrilled to join Mayor Breed and the city to make the Bristol Hotel a place
where San Franciscans can work their way out of homelessness and toward independence,” said
Marc Benioff, Chairman and co-CEO, Salesforce. “It's part of our larger vision for San Francisco
where every person and family has a home of their own.”

The Tenderloin Housing Clinic plans to rent the building as “step up housing,” which provides
exits for residents of permanent supportive housing who no longer need services and can live
independently. The units they vacate will then be available to persons leaving street
homelessness. Tenderloin Housing Clinic will rent small units for $500 a month, medium sized
rooms for $575 a month, and large rooms for $650 a month.

“l want to thank both Mayor Breed and Marc Benioff for taking this historic step toward
providing high-quality, affordable housing to those who will truly appreciate it,” said Randy
Shaw, Executive Director of the Tenderloin Housing Clinic. “With their partnership, we have
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preserved the Bristol Hotel as a valuable community asset that will help to transform people’s
lives and open up more opportunities for people trying to exit homelessness.”

This project is part of Mayor Breed’s larger plan to address homelessness in San Francisco. She
has announced that San Francisco will open 1,000 new shelter beds by 2020, the largest
expansion of shelter in San Francisco in 30 years. The City has recently opened the Division
Circle Navigation Center and the Bayshore Navigation Center, a total of 254 beds, with an
additional Navigation Center scheduled to open by the end of the year.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

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

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: Holiday Gathering

Date: Wednesday, November 28, 2018 3:03:05 PM

Commissioners,
Commission President Wolfram is suggesting to have our annual Holiday Gathering at 5 pm after our final

9th

hearing of the year on December 19" at a Legacy Business Bar.

Please reply only to me with your availability. We will then plan accordingly.

Cheers,

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

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

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED CELEBRATES GROUNDBREAKING OF NEW SEISMICALLY-
SAFE AMBULANCE DEPLOYMENT FACILITY IN THE BAYVIEW

Date: Wednesday, November 28, 2018 2:57:59 PM

Attachments: 11.28.18 Ambulance Deployment Facility.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR)

Sent: Wednesday, November 28, 2018 11:55 AM

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

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED CELEBRATES GROUNDBREAKING OF NEW
SEISMICALLY-SAFE AMBULANCE DEPLOYMENT FACILITY IN THE BAYVIEW

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:

Wednesday, November 28, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

#%+ PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED CELEBRATES
GROUNDBREAKING OF NEW SEISMICALLY-SAFE
AMBULANCE DEPLOYMENT FACILITY IN THE BAYVIEW

Construction to begin for essential emergency response headquarters, which will help improve
emergency response times

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today joined City officials and community
leaders for the groundbreaking of a new seismically-safe Ambulance Deployment Facility in
the Bayview neighborhood.

The new 58,451-square-foot facility will help improve emergency response times and serve as
the headquarters for the San Francisco Fire Department’s emergency medical services, which
is currently housed in a seismically-deficient warehouse.

“In San Francisco, we must always be prepared to respond quickly and effectively in
emergency situations,” said Mayor Breed. “During my time on the Board of Supervisors, I led
the charge to improve our ambulance response time and make sure the City was making
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LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:

Wednesday, November 28, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED CELEBRATES
GROUNDBREAKING OF NEW SEISMICALLY-SAFE
AMBULANCE DEPLOYMENT FACILITY IN THE BAYVIEW

Construction to begin for essential emergency response headquarters, which will help improve
emergency response times

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today joined City officials and community
leaders for the groundbreaking of a new seismically-safe Ambulance Deployment Facility in the
Bayview neighborhood.

The new 58,451-square-foot facility will help improve emergency response times and serve as
the headquarters for the San Francisco Fire Department’s emergency medical services, which is
currently housed in a seismically-deficient warehouse.

“In San Francisco, we must always be prepared to respond quickly and effectively in emergency
situations,” said Mayor Breed. “During my time on the Board of Supervisors, I led the charge to
improve our ambulance response time and make sure the City was making important investments
in our City’s emergency preparedness. As Mayor, | am committed to making sure that our first
responders have what they need to do their jobs effectively, which is why this facility is so
important.”

The new facility, located at 2241 Jerrold Avenue directly behind Fire Station 9, is designed to
achieve LEED Gold rating for new construction and will allow ambulances to provide optimal
operations for first responders across the city. Upon completion, which is targeted for winter
2020, the modern building will be equipped with ample parking for the City’s ambulance fleet,
storage for ambulance supplies and restocking, emergency medical services offices, conference
and training rooms, locker rooms and communal space. The location also will have on-site
fueling, an emergency generator, solar panels and entry gates featuring art panels by artist
Michael Bartalos.

“It is the responsibility of the San Francisco Fire Department to respond during times of crisis
and emergency,” said San Francisco Fire Chief Joanne Hayes-White. “With this new capital
investment from the City, our emergency response members will be able to better serve residents
when they need us the most.”
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San Francisco Public Works is managing the $50.1 million project and has partnered with MEI
Architects and YamaMar Design for the design of the building. S.J. Amoroso Construction is the
general contractor for the project.

“As with each of our building and design jobs, Public Works is determined to deliver this project
to San Francisco’s first responders in a timely and fiscally responsible manner,” said San
Francisco Public Works Director Mohammed Nuru. “We are looking forward to working closely
with the architects and contractors hired for this project to bring a world-class facility to life.”

The capital costs for the Ambulance Deployment Facility replacement project are funded by the
2016 Public Health and Safety Bond sponsored by then-Supervisor Breed, which allocates $350
million toward capital improvements for City facilities. The bond was approved with nearly 80
percent voter support.

For more information about the Ambulance Deployment Facility and the 2016 Public Health and
Safety Bond, please visit sfpublicworks.org/publichealthbond.
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To:

Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Attachments:

Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis; Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram (andrew@tefarch.com);
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Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Department Holiday Party - Friendly Reminder
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JOIN US FOR A

CMasquerade

HOLIDAY PARTY

FRIDAY, DECEMBER 7, 2018
AT 5:30 IN THE EVENING

CAFE DU NORD - SWEDISH AMERICAN HALL
2174 MARKET STREET

ADULTS: $35/PERSON
CHILDREN 5+: $15/CHILD

RSVP TO CPC.EVENTS@SFGOV.ORG
BY NOVEMBER 29, 2018
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