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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Taylor, Michelle (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Historic Preservation Committee Review
Date: Wednesday, August 07, 2019 10:24:35 AM
Attachments: HPC_Hearing_72019.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Kelly Torres <torres.kk@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, August 06, 2019 9:34 PM
To: Kelly Torres <torres.kk@gmail.com>
Subject: Historic Preservation Committee Review
 

 

Hi Team,
 
As a UC Davis graduate, I couldn't be prouder that a fellow Aggie is sitting in the San Francisco's
Mayor office. However, moving back to S.F. to the neighborhood where my mother, father (and
myself) were born and raised, I can't help but feel the inequities surrounding not only the working
class, but the swiftly disappearing middle class.
 
I recently attended a historical preservation committee hearing on a site in San Francisco that truly
deserves historical designation. Attached is my letter of concern and I will copy and paste it below as
well.
 
~~~~~~~~~~~~
 

San Francisco Historic Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Mayor, Commissioners and Supervisor,

I am a Portola resident and member of Friends of 770 Woolsey, a San Francisco non-
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Kelly Torres 
 692 Hamilton Street, S.F., 94134 


 
San Francisco Historic Planning Commission 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
 
Dear Commissioners, 


I am a Portola resident and member of Friends of 770 Woolsey, a San Francisco non-profit 
group made up of Portola residents, that has worked for 10 years to obtain and preserve the 
property at 770 Woolsey as a San Francisco Historic Landmark. 
 
San Francisco is a remarkable and diverse city with its own style, consciousness and, 
importantly, a unique feel, distinctive from other parts of California. I believe it is essential to 
preserve the unique qualities and character that defines our city. So, I wholeheartedly support 
the designation of 770 Woolsey Street as a Landmark of historic significance to the city.  
 
I believe and am committed to this approach: urban development and revitalization that 
emphasizes community health, safety, historical preservation and equity of opportunity.  This 
city’s strategic plan goals should be strengthening and diversifying the city’s communities. 
Designating 770 Woolsey in the Portola, as a Landmark, is a grand place to start. 
 
I am writing to share with you my dismay and extreme disappointment at the July 17 hearing to 
determine the historical significance of the 770 Woolsey site. First and foremost, this hearing 
was to determine if the site met all criteria and the representative from the planning department, 
shared that the site met all four of their criteria. The ONLY issue for the commissioners at the 
hearing to discuss and decide is what they have jurisdiction over -- a yes/no on whether 
something is historically significant. This initial hearing wasn’t even a vote on making a 
designation—it was merely a vote to put the property on a list to be considered in two further 
hearings. They are NOT supposed to consider other factors. The Commissioners discussions 
about the other topics--the state of negotiations between the developers and Friends of 770, 
potential alternate settings for a farm, their (erroneous) assumptions about the financial 
feasibility of a farm--NONE of that was proper for this hearing. Their behavior was shocking and 
completely inappropriate for this hearing. They stepped out of their historical preservation 
commissioner roles and spoke on topics that had nothing to do with the purpose of the hearing.  
 
As a taxpaying resident and third generation native of this city, I don’t feel that this is how the 
Mayor’s office, the historical preservation committee or the D9 supervisor’s office should 
represent the people of this city.  You all are in your positions because we felt you were the best 
to represent us and that IS NOT what happened at this hearing. The proper move at this point is 
to schedule a new hearing on the application ONCE two new commissioners are appointed to 
the Historical Preservation Committee. Let’s make sure these are folks that truly represent the 
roles they are appointed to. 
 
The Portola is not a meek, working class neighborhood and we would really like to see the 
cultural and historical value of this neighborhood recognized. We are not a dumping ground for 
unscrupulous real estate developers to build inappropriate structures and leave us with their 
mess. We will NOT put up with another 2867-2899 San Bruno Avenue/Woolsey debacle!!!  
 
Cordially, 
Kelly Torres 







profit group made up of Portola residents, that has worked for 10 years to obtain and
preserve the property at 770 Woolsey as a San Francisco Historic Landmark.
 
San Francisco is a remarkable and diverse city with its own style, consciousness and,
importantly, a unique feel, distinctive from other parts of California. I believe it is essential to
preserve the unique qualities and character that defines our city. So, I wholeheartedly
support the designation of 770 Woolsey Street as a Landmark of historic significance to the
city.
 
I believe and am committed to this approach: urban development and revitalization that
emphasizes community health, safety, historical preservation and equity of opportunity. 
This city’s strategic plan goals should be strengthening and diversifying the city’s
communities. Designating 770 Woolsey in the Portola, as a Landmark, is a grand place to
start.
 
I am writing to share with you my dismay and extreme disappointment at the July 17
hearing to determine the historical significance of the 770 Woolsey site. First and foremost,
this hearing was to determine if the site met all criteria and the representative from the
planning department, shared that the site met all four of their criteria. The ONLY issue for
the commissioners at the hearing to discuss and decide is what they have jurisdiction over -
- a yes/no on whether something is historically significant. This initial hearing wasn’t even a
vote on making a designation—it was merely a vote to put the property on a list to be
considered in two further hearings. They are NOT supposed to consider other factors. The
Commissioners discussions about the other topics--the state of negotiations between the
developers and Friends of 770, potential alternate settings for a farm, their (erroneous)
assumptions about the financial feasibility of a farm--NONE of that was proper for this
hearing. Their behavior was shocking and completely inappropriate for this hearing. They
stepped out of their historical preservation commissioner roles and spoke on topics that had
nothing to do with the purpose of the hearing.
 
As a taxpaying citizen and third generation native of this city, I don’t feel that this is how the
Mayor’s office, the historical preservation committee or the D9 supervisor’s office should
represent the people of this city.  You all are in your positions because we felt you were the
best to represent us and that IS NOT what happened at this hearing. The proper move at
this point is to schedule a new hearing on the application ONCE two new commissioners
are appointed to the Historical Preservation Committee. Let’s make sure these folks are
committed and truly represent the roles in which they are appointed.
 
The Portola is not a meek, working class neighborhood and we would really like to see the
cultural and historical value of this neighborhood recognized. We are not a dumping ground
for unscrupulous real estate developers to build inappropriate structures and leave us with
their mess. We will NOT put up with another 2867-2899 San Bruno Avenue/Woolsey
debacle!!!
 
Cordially,
Kelly Torres
 
 
 



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

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

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED UNVEILS NEW MUNI PLATFORM IN MISSION BAY
Date: Tuesday, August 06, 2019 11:43:29 AM
Attachments: 8.06.19 New Muni Platform.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, August 06, 2019 11:41 AM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED UNVEILS NEW MUNI PLATFORM IN
MISSION BAY
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, August 6, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED UNVEILS NEW MUNI PLATFORM

IN MISSION BAY
The new platform will accommodate large crowds and will provide convenient access to the

newly constructed Chase Center, UCSF, and other local businesses
 

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, in partnership with the San Francisco
Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA), today celebrated the opening of the new
University of California, San Francisco (UCSF)/Chase Center Muni Platform in Mission Bay.
Assemblymember David Chiu, Golden State Warriors President Rick Welts, and UCSF
Chancellor Sam Hawgood joined Mayor Breed at the platform ribbon cutting.

 

In anticipation of the new Warriors’ Chase Center and the growth in jobs, housing, healthcare
and retail in the neighborhood, the SFMTA constructed a new center platform along 3rd Street
between South St., now named Warriors Way, and 16th Street. This new, larger platform will
service both inbound and outbound trains and will greatly expand transit capacity in
preparation for large crowds.
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Tuesday, August 6, 2019 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
MAYOR LONDON BREED UNVEILS NEW MUNI PLATFORM 


IN MISSION BAY 
The new platform will accommodate large crowds and will provide convenient access to the 


newly constructed Chase Center, UCSF, and other local businesses 
 


San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, in partnership with the San Francisco 
Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA), today celebrated the opening of the new University 
of California, San Francisco (UCSF)/Chase Center Muni Platform in Mission Bay. 
Assemblymember David Chiu, Golden State Warriors President Rick Welts, and UCSF 
Chancellor Sam Hawgood joined Mayor Breed at the platform ribbon cutting.  
 
In anticipation of the new Warriors’ Chase Center and the growth in jobs, housing, healthcare 
and retail in the neighborhood, the SFMTA constructed a new center platform along 3rd Street 
between South St., now named Warriors Way, and 16th Street. This new, larger platform will 
service both inbound and outbound trains and will greatly expand transit capacity in preparation 
for large crowds.  
 
“This new platform will make it easier for people get to and from the Chase Center, UCSF and 
other businesses in Mission Bay without having to rely on cars,” said Mayor Breed. “By 
encouraging people to take public transportation, we can reduce congestion on our streets, make 
our city more environmentally-friendly, and get people where they need to go safely and 
efficiently.” 
 
The larger size of the new and improved platform will accommodate 700 patrons at a time and 
will enable four, two-car trains to load simultaneously during events. When needed, the platform 
will allow trains to depart inbound from both sides of the platform to connect customers quickly 
to BART, Caltrain, and eventually the Central Subway. 
 
“This new platform will help fans get to the game quickly and efficiently while benefiting the 
surrounding neighborhood,” said Assemblymember David Chiu (D-San Francisco). “Kudos to 
Mayor Breed, SFMTA, the Warriors, UCSF, and many others for making this transit-first project 
a reality.” 
 
With recent growth in Mission Bay, public transportation options in the area have become a 
growing concern for the community. Once the Chase Center opens in September, the best way 
for patrons to get to a concert or event will be to take transit and avoid traffic and the cost of 
parking. The SFMTA is working in partnership with the Golden State Warriors to ensure that 
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Chase Center patrons can get to and from events with minimal impact on residents, merchants 
and employers in Mission Bay and the surrounding neighborhoods.  
 
“UCSF’s number one priority is to preserve access to our Medical Center at Mission Bay,” said 
UCSF Chancellor Sam Hawgood. “We support all efforts to make it easier for people to get out 
of their cars to help ensure that everyone coming to Mission Bay to work and study, attend an 
Arena event, or seek medical care can arrive in a safe and timely manner.” 
 
“This Muni platform is a critical piece of our overall transportation plan and will ensure fans and 
patrons have the easiest and most direct way to get to Chase Center and Thrive City,” said 
Warriors President and Chief Operating Officer Rick Welts. “We are incredibly proud of this 
investment and our continued commitment to being a transit-first arena. From the recently 
announced Muni bundling program to investing in transportation infrastructure, Chase Center 
and the Warriors are committed to doing what we can do to make it as simple as possible to take 
transit to events.” 
 
In order to accommodate the new platform, SFMTA widened the Muni tracks and installed new 
overhead wires to power the trains. Additionally, they updated the utility lines and street lights, 
and upgraded the nearby traffic signals.  
 
“The new UCSF/Chase Center platform will give visitors an easy, hassle-free option to get into 
and out of the area during events.” said Tom Maguire, Acting Director of Transportation of 
SFMTA. “We’re grateful to the Warriors, UCSF, and other neighbors in their support of a 
transit-first initiative to get people to Mission Bay as safely and sustainably as possible— 
especially with their event ticket being valid Muni fare.” 
 
Last month, Mayor Breed announced a partnership between the Warriors and SFMTA to create a 
“Transit Bundling” program, in which all event tickets will serve as Muni tickets for event 
patrons. Under the deal, the Warriors have agreed to pay for the Transit Bundling program. San 
Francisco will be one of the first cities in the world to offer Transit Bundling to Chase Center 
event attendees. 
 
For more information on transportation options to Chase Center, visit 
www.sfmta.com/ChaseCenter.   
 


### 
 



http://www.sfmta.com/ChaseCenter





 

“This new platform will make it easier for people get to and from the Chase Center, UCSF and
other businesses in Mission Bay without having to rely on cars,” said Mayor Breed. “By
encouraging people to take public transportation, we can reduce congestion on our streets,
make our city more environmentally-friendly, and get people where they need to go safely and
efficiently.”

 

The larger size of the new and improved platform will accommodate 700 patrons at a time and
will enable four, two-car trains to load simultaneously during events. When needed, the
platform will allow trains to depart inbound from both sides of the platform to connect
customers quickly to BART, Caltrain, and eventually the Central Subway.

 

“This new platform will help fans get to the game quickly and efficiently while benefiting the
surrounding neighborhood,” said Assemblymember David Chiu (D-San Francisco). “Kudos to
Mayor Breed, SFMTA, the Warriors, UCSF, and many others for making this transit-first
project a reality.”

 

With recent growth in Mission Bay, public transportation options in the area have become a
growing concern for the community. Once the Chase Center opens in September, the best way
for patrons to get to a concert or event will be to take transit and avoid traffic and the cost of
parking. The SFMTA is working in partnership with the Golden State Warriors to ensure that
Chase Center patrons can get to and from events with minimal impact on residents, merchants
and employers in Mission Bay and the surrounding neighborhoods.

 

“UCSF’s number one priority is to preserve access to our Medical Center at Mission Bay,”
said UCSF Chancellor Sam Hawgood. “We support all efforts to make it easier for people to
get out of their cars to help ensure that everyone coming to Mission Bay to work and study,
attend an Arena event, or seek medical care can arrive in a safe and timely manner.”

 

“This Muni platform is a critical piece of our overall transportation plan and will ensure fans
and patrons have the easiest and most direct way to get to Chase Center and Thrive City,” said
Warriors President and Chief Operating Officer Rick Welts. “We are incredibly proud of this
investment and our continued commitment to being a transit-first arena. From the recently
announced Muni bundling program to investing in transportation infrastructure, Chase Center
and the Warriors are committed to doing what we can do to make it as simple as possible to
take transit to events.”

 

In order to accommodate the new platform, SFMTA widened the Muni tracks and installed



new overhead wires to power the trains. Additionally, they updated the utility lines and street
lights, and upgraded the nearby traffic signals.

 

“The new UCSF/Chase Center platform will give visitors an easy, hassle-free option to get
into and out of the area during events.” said Tom Maguire, Acting Director of Transportation
of SFMTA. “We’re grateful to the Warriors, UCSF, and other neighbors in their support of a
transit-first initiative to get people to Mission Bay as safely and sustainably as possible—
especially with their event ticket being valid Muni fare.”

 

Last month, Mayor Breed announced a partnership between the Warriors and SFMTA to
create a “Transit Bundling” program, in which all event tickets will serve as Muni tickets for
event patrons. Under the deal, the Warriors have agreed to pay for the Transit Bundling
program. San Francisco will be one of the first cities in the world to offer Transit Bundling to
Chase Center event attendees.

 

For more information on transportation options to Chase Center, visit
www.sfmta.com/ChaseCenter. 

 
###

http://www.sfmta.com/ChaseCenter


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

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

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED PROPOSES NEW SAFE NAVIGATION CENTER IN THE

BAYVIEW
Date: Monday, August 05, 2019 12:25:47 PM
Attachments: 7.29.19 Bayview SAFE Navigation Center.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2019 7:11 AM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED PROPOSES NEW SAFE NAVIGATION
CENTER IN THE BAYVIEW
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Monday, July 29, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED PROPOSES NEW SAFE

NAVIGATION CENTER IN THE BAYVIEW
The new shelter would provide approximately 200 beds for people experiencing homelessness

in San Francisco
 

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, along with Supervisor Shamann Walton,
today proposed building a new SAFE (Shelter and Access for Everyone) Navigation Center in
the Bayview to serve people experiencing homelessness. The proposed SAFE Navigation
Center is part of Mayor Breed’s efforts to open 1,000 new shelter beds by the end of 2020. San
Francisco District 10, which includes the Bayview, has an especially urgent need for
additional shelter beds. The 2019 Point-in-Time Count found 1,889 people experiencing
homelessness in District 10, and only 455 emergency shelter beds.
 
The SAFE Navigation Center would provide approximately 200 beds for people experiencing
homelessness and will include dormitories, offices, and community space, along with laundry
facilities, and medical and social services. The Center will replace the 125 overnight mats
currently offered at Providence Church with beds and will add 75 much-needed new beds in
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 


Monday, July 29, 2019 


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


 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 


MAYOR LONDON BREED PROPOSES NEW SAFE 


NAVIGATION CENTER IN THE BAYVIEW 
The new shelter would provide approximately 200 beds for people experiencing homelessness in 


San Francisco 


 


San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, along with Supervisor Shamann Walton, today 


proposed building a new SAFE (Shelter and Access for Everyone) Navigation Center in the 


Bayview to serve people experiencing homelessness. The proposed SAFE Navigation Center is 


part of Mayor Breed’s efforts to open 1,000 new shelter beds by the end of 2020. San Francisco 


District 10, which includes the Bayview, has an especially urgent need for additional shelter 


beds. The 2019 Point-in-Time Count found 1,889 people experiencing homelessness in District 


10, and only 455 emergency shelter beds.  


 


The SAFE Navigation Center would provide approximately 200 beds for people experiencing 


homelessness and will include dormitories, offices, and community space, along with laundry 


facilities, and medical and social services. The Center will replace the 125 overnight mats 


currently offered at Providence Church with beds and will add 75 much-needed new beds in the 


area.  


 


“We have to continue to move quickly to build more shelters and housing throughout our City 


because there are too many people suffering on our streets. We especially need more shelters in 


neighborhoods like the Bayview where there aren’t currently enough resources to serve the 


people who need them,” said Mayor Breed. “This SAFE Navigation Center will be a place where 


people can get the help they need to exit homelessness.” 


 


“I am extremely proud to join Mayor Breed in announcing the opening of a homeless shelter at 


1925 Evans, which will provide shelter for 200 people who are unhoused right here in Bayview,” 


said Supervisor Walton. “This shelter is a result of our efforts as a district to address the shelter 


and housing needs, and will be on top of our two existing Navigation Centers in D10, as well as 


over 15,000 proposed units of housing being built in our district. I would like thank United 


Council (Gwen Westbrook), Providence Foundation (Helen LaMar), and all the members of the 


community for their continued fight to get ‘Beds in Bayview!’” 


 


The new SAFE Navigation Center will be located at 1925 Evans Avenue, which is an 


approximately 45,000-square-foot parcel owned by the California Department of Transportation 


(Caltrans). The Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing (HSH) will work with area 


providers to operate the proposed SAFE Navigation Center and to provide onsite services, 


including the Providence Foundation and the United Council of Human Services (UCHS). 
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“District 10 has the second highest number of individuals experiencing homelessness on any 


given night,” said Jeff Kositsky, Director of Department of Homelessness and Supportive 


Housing. “Additionally, 37% of San Francisco’s homeless population identifies as Black or 


African American, while comparatively the City’s general population is only 6%. It is vital to 


increase shelter capacity for this disproportionately impacted community. HSH is excited to 


partner with community leaders, Providence and UCHS to bring a much needed resource to the 


Bayview area.”  


 


Funding for the new SAFE Navigation Center is included in the City’s budget for Fiscal Years 


2019-20 and 2020-21, which leverages a mix of local and State funding sources to make 


significant new investments in homeless services. The Bayview SAFE Navigation Center would 


be the third Navigation Center to be constructed on land leased from Caltrans, following the 


opening of the Division Circle Navigation Center in August 2018 and the Bryant Street 


Navigation Center opened in January 2019.  


 


“It’s gratifying to see Assembly Bill 857 being used by San Francisco to potentially open a third 


Navigation Center on under-utilized Caltrans property. State and local partnerships are key to 


tackling California’s homeless crisis,” said Assemblymember Phil Ting (D-San Francisco), 


Assembly Budget Chair and author of AB 857. “I’m also proud to have led the efforts last 


year to secure $500 million in State funds to establish the Homeless Emergency Aid Program, 


from which the City received a $27 million grant to help build and maintain Navigation Centers. 


This year’s State budget allocated an additional $650 million, a portion of which will go to 


San Francisco to continue supporting the good work the City has done to address homelessness.” 
 


The City is able to use underutilized Caltrans locations like 1925 Evans Avenue for emergency 


food and shelter programs at affordable rates and appreciates Caltrans’s partnership to ensure 


that this site can help provide assistance to those experiencing homelessness in San Francisco. 


 


“We definitely need a shelter in the Bayview and coming together with the United Council of 


Human Services in one central location will be beneficial for the community and clients,” said 


Helen LaMar, Executive Director of the Providence Foundation. 


 


“Everybody should have a roof over their heads. It’s something that has been needed in Bayview 


for years, and I’ve been working on getting something like this in the community since 2011,” 


said Gwendolyn Westbrook, Executive Director of the United Council of Human Services. “So, 


it’s like a dream come true. Without Mayor Breed, we’d still be struggling.” 


 


An advisory committee of local residents, merchants, faith leaders, and advocates will work 


closely with the City throughout the development and implementation of this project. HSH will 


conduct at least two public community meetings in August. These will take place from 6:00-


7:30pm on Thursday, August 8th at 4301 3rd Street, and from 6:00-7:30pm on Monday, August 


19th at the Southeast Community Facility, located at 1800 Oakdale Avenue. 
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Since announcing the 1,000 bed initiative last October, Mayor Breed has opened 286 new shelter 


beds. With the addition of this proposed SAFE Navigation Center, there will be a total of 504 


beds in the construction pipeline and scheduled to open within the next year. 


 


### 


 







the area.
 
“We have to continue to move quickly to build more shelters and housing throughout our City
because there are too many people suffering on our streets. We especially need more shelters
in neighborhoods like the Bayview where there aren’t currently enough resources to serve the
people who need them,” said Mayor Breed. “This SAFE Navigation Center will be a place
where people can get the help they need to exit homelessness.”
 
“I am extremely proud to join Mayor Breed in announcing the opening of a homeless shelter at
1925 Evans, which will provide shelter for 200 people who are unhoused right here in
Bayview,” said Supervisor Walton. “This shelter is a result of our efforts as a district to
address the shelter and housing needs, and will be on top of our two existing Navigation
Centers in D10, as well as over 15,000 proposed units of housing being built in our district. I
would like thank United Council (Gwen Westbrook), Providence Foundation (Helen LaMar),
and all the members of the community for their continued fight to get ‘Beds in Bayview!’”
 
The new SAFE Navigation Center will be located at 1925 Evans Avenue, which is an
approximately 45,000-square-foot parcel owned by the California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans). The Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing (HSH)
will work with area providers to operate the proposed SAFE Navigation Center and to provide
onsite services, including the Providence Foundation and the United Council of Human
Services (UCHS).
 
“District 10 has the second highest number of individuals experiencing homelessness on any
given night,” said Jeff Kositsky, Director of Department of Homelessness and Supportive
Housing. “Additionally, 37% of San Francisco’s homeless population identifies as Black or
African American, while comparatively the City’s general population is only 6%. It is vital to
increase shelter capacity for this disproportionately impacted community. HSH is excited to
partner with community leaders, Providence and UCHS to bring a much needed resource to
the Bayview area.”
 
Funding for the new SAFE Navigation Center is included in the City’s budget for Fiscal Years
2019-20 and 2020-21, which leverages a mix of local and State funding sources to make
significant new investments in homeless services. The Bayview SAFE Navigation Center
would be the third Navigation Center to be constructed on land leased from Caltrans,
following the opening of the Division Circle Navigation Center in August 2018 and the Bryant
Street Navigation Center opened in January 2019.
 
“It’s gratifying to see Assembly Bill 857 being used by San Francisco to potentially open a
third Navigation Center on under-utilized Caltrans property. State and local partnerships are
key to tackling California’s homeless crisis,” said Assemblymember Phil Ting (D-San
Francisco), Assembly Budget Chair and author of AB 857. “I’m also proud to have led the
efforts last year to secure $500 million in State funds to establish the Homeless Emergency
Aid Program, from which the City received a $27 million grant to help build and maintain
Navigation Centers. This year’s State budget allocated an additional $650 million, a portion of
which will go to San Francisco to continue supporting the good work the City has done to
address homelessness.”
 
The City is able to use underutilized Caltrans locations like 1925 Evans Avenue for
emergency food and shelter programs at affordable rates and appreciates Caltrans’s



partnership to ensure that this site can help provide assistance to those experiencing
homelessness in San Francisco.
 
“We definitely need a shelter in the Bayview and coming together with the United Council of
Human Services in one central location will be beneficial for the community and clients,” said
Helen LaMar, Executive Director of the Providence Foundation.
 
“Everybody should have a roof over their heads. It’s something that has been needed in
Bayview for years, and I’ve been working on getting something like this in the community
since 2011,” said Gwendolyn Westbrook, Executive Director of the United Council of Human
Services. “So, it’s like a dream come true. Without Mayor Breed, we’d still be struggling.”
 
An advisory committee of local residents, merchants, faith leaders, and advocates will work
closely with the City throughout the development and implementation of this project. HSH
will conduct at least two public community meetings in August. These will take place from
6:00-7:30pm on Thursday, August 8th at 4301 3rd Street, and from 6:00-7:30pm on Monday,
August 19th at the Southeast Community Facility, located at 1800 Oakdale Avenue.
 
Since announcing the 1,000 bed initiative last October, Mayor Breed has opened 286 new
shelter beds. With the addition of this proposed SAFE Navigation Center, there will be a total
of 504 beds in the construction pipeline and scheduled to open within the next year.
 

###
 
 
 



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

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

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** BOARD OF SUPERVISORS UNANIMOUSLY PASSES MAYOR LONDON BREED’S

LEGISLATION TO ELIMINATE BUILDING CODE FEES FOR 100% AFFORDABLE HOUSING AND ACCESSORY
DWELLING UNITS

Date: Monday, August 05, 2019 12:18:17 PM
Attachments: 7.30.19 100% Affordable and ADU Fee Waiver.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 30, 2019 2:36 PM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** BOARD OF SUPERVISORS UNANIMOUSLY PASSES MAYOR LONDON
BREED’S LEGISLATION TO ELIMINATE BUILDING CODE FEES FOR 100% AFFORDABLE HOUSING AND
ACCESSORY DWELLING UNITS
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, July 30, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS UNANIMOUSLY PASSES MAYOR

LONDON BREED’S LEGISLATION TO ELIMINATE
BUILDING CODE FEES FOR 100% AFFORDABLE HOUSING

AND ACCESSORY DWELLING UNITS
The legislation reduces barriers to building affordable housing in San Francisco by waiving

certain Department of Building Inspection fees for qualifying projects
 

San Francisco, CA — The Board of Supervisors today voted unanimously to approve
legislation introduced by Mayor London N. Breed to make it less expensive to build 100%
affordable housing and Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs), also known as in-law units. The
legislation was co-sponsored by Supervisors Vallie Brown and Gordon Mar.

 

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Tuesday, July 30, 2019 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS UNANIMOUSLY PASSES MAYOR 


LONDON BREED’S LEGISLATION TO ELIMINATE 
BUILDING CODE FEES FOR 100% AFFORDABLE HOUSING 


AND ACCESSORY DWELLING UNITS 
The legislation reduces barriers to building affordable housing in San Francisco by waiving 


certain Department of Building Inspection fees for qualifying projects 
 


San Francisco, CA — The Board of Supervisors today voted unanimously to approve 
legislation introduced by Mayor London N. Breed to make it less expensive to build 100% 
affordable housing and Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs), also known as in-law units. The 
legislation was co-sponsored by Supervisors Vallie Brown and Gordon Mar. 
 
“San Francisco desperately needs more housing—especially new rent-controlled housing—and 
this legislation will encourage the construction of new homes in all our neighborhoods,” said 
Mayor Breed. “With building costs already so high, we shouldn’t be adding fees that get in the 
way of new homes in our City. We need to keep getting rid of barriers that get in the way of 
building affordable housing, and by waiving inspection fees for 100% affordable housing and 
ADUs, we can do just that.” 
 
The legislation establishes a one-year pilot program to waive Department of Building Inspection 
fees for ADUs and 100% affordable housing projects. The waivers would apply to building 
inspection, plan review, records retention and site surcharge fees. Permitting fees are a 
significant part of ADU project costs and fees on 100% affordable housing can range upwards of 
$100,000-$150,000 per project. 
 
“There’s no question the fees waived by this legislation will make a big, positive difference for 
100% affordable housing projects,” said District 5 Supervisor Vallie Brown. “I hope the same 
will be true for ADUs because we know that many of the property owners building this housing 
are doing so to house their senior parents, college-age children, or other family members, or else 
to rent out to single person households at lower rents for supplemental income.” 
 
ADUs are an important part of Mayor Breed’s strategy to create more housing throughout the 
City, and the only way to add new rent controlled units to San Francisco’s housing supply. In 
August 2018, Mayor Breed issued an Executive Directive to accelerate the approvals of ADUs. 
Since the Executive Directive was issued, the City has permitted 573 ADUs and has cleared its 
backlog of ADU applications. As a result, the City has permitted more in-law units than it did in 
the previous three years, when the City’s in-law program was first launched. When an ADU is 
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built within a rent-controlled building, that new ADU is also subject to rent control. Over 90% of 
ADU applications in the city are subject to rent control. 
 
Prior to the creation of the ADU program in 2014, the City departments involved in permitting 
housing did not have clear and consistent standards on what is required to add new ADUs to 
existing single-family homes and apartment buildings. Instead, departments handled these 
complex applications on a case-by-case basis, resulting in unnecessarily long review periods, 
inconsistencies in direction to project applicants, and a large backlog of permit applications. 
 
Further information about the City of San Francisco’s Accessory Dwelling Unit program is 
available online at sfdbi.org/adu.  
 


### 



http://sfdbi.org/adu





“San Francisco desperately needs more housing—especially new rent-controlled housing—
and this legislation will encourage the construction of new homes in all our neighborhoods,”
said Mayor Breed. “With building costs already so high, we shouldn’t be adding fees that get
in the way of new homes in our City. We need to keep getting rid of barriers that get in the
way of building affordable housing, and by waiving inspection fees for 100% affordable
housing and ADUs, we can do just that.”

 

The legislation establishes a one-year pilot program to waive Department of Building
Inspection fees for ADUs and 100% affordable housing projects. The waivers would apply to
building inspection, plan review, records retention and site surcharge fees. Permitting fees are
a significant part of ADU project costs and fees on 100% affordable housing can range
upwards of $100,000-$150,000 per project.

 

“There’s no question the fees waived by this legislation will make a big, positive difference
for 100% affordable housing projects,” said District 5 Supervisor Vallie Brown. “I hope the
same will be true for ADUs because we know that many of the property owners building this
housing are doing so to house their senior parents, college-age children, or other family
members, or else to rent out to single person households at lower rents for supplemental
income.”

 

ADUs are an important part of Mayor Breed’s strategy to create more housing throughout the
City, and the only way to add new rent controlled units to San Francisco’s housing supply. In
August 2018, Mayor Breed issued an Executive Directive to accelerate the approvals of
ADUs. Since the Executive Directive was issued, the City has permitted 573 ADUs and has
cleared its backlog of ADU applications. As a result, the City has permitted more in-law units
than it did in the previous three years, when the City’s in-law program was first launched.
When an ADU is built within a rent-controlled building, that new ADU is also subject to rent
control. Over 90% of ADU applications in the city are subject to rent control.

 

Prior to the creation of the ADU program in 2014, the City departments involved in permitting
housing did not have clear and consistent standards on what is required to add new ADUs to
existing single-family homes and apartment buildings. Instead, departments handled these
complex applications on a case-by-case basis, resulting in unnecessarily long review periods,
inconsistencies in direction to project applicants, and a large backlog of permit applications.

 
Further information about the City of San Francisco’s Accessory Dwelling Unit program is
available online at sfdbi.org/adu.
 

###
 

http://sfdbi.org/adu


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

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

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** SAN FRANCISCO MAYOR LONDON BREED AND OAKLAND MAYOR LIBBY SCHAAF

ANNOUNCE BATTLE FOR THE BAY CHALLENGE
Date: Monday, August 05, 2019 12:13:34 PM
Attachments: 8.01.19 Battle for the Bay.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Thursday, August 01, 2019 7:07 AM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** SAN FRANCISCO MAYOR LONDON BREED AND OAKLAND MAYOR
LIBBY SCHAAF ANNOUNCE BATTLE FOR THE BAY CHALLENGE
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, August 1, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
SAN FRANCISCO MAYOR LONDON BREED AND OAKLAND

MAYOR LIBBY SCHAAF ANNOUNCE BATTLE FOR THE
BAY CHALLENGE

As part of Coastal Cleanup Day, Mayors Breed and Schaaf challenge each other to a cleaning
and greening competition, and launch volunteer drives

 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed and Oakland Mayor Libby Schaaf today
announced that they are leading volunteers from their two cities to face off in a cleaning and
greening competition on Saturday, September 21, 2019, as part of the annual California
Coastal Cleanup Day. The challenge is on to protect the San Francisco Bay by cleaning
neighborhoods and combatting illegal dumping in both cities.
 
The competition, The Battle for the Bay, is in honor of the 30th anniversary of the 1989
“Battle of the Bay” Major League Baseball World Series between the San Francisco Giants
and the Oakland A’s. The Battle is a friendly contest for the most impactful cleanup effort.
Residents and businesses are invited to show their love for San Francisco, Oakland, and the
environment, by joining their city’s Battle for the Bay team.
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Thursday, August 1, 2019 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
SAN FRANCISCO MAYOR LONDON BREED AND OAKLAND 


MAYOR LIBBY SCHAAF ANNOUNCE BATTLE FOR THE BAY 
CHALLENGE 


As part of Coastal Cleanup Day, Mayors Breed and Schaaf challenge each other to a cleaning 
and greening competition, and launch volunteer drives 


 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed and Oakland Mayor Libby Schaaf today 
announced that they are leading volunteers from their two cities to face off in a cleaning and 
greening competition on Saturday, September 21, 2019, as part of the annual California Coastal 
Cleanup Day. The challenge is on to protect the San Francisco Bay by cleaning neighborhoods 
and combatting illegal dumping in both cities. 
 
The competition, The Battle for the Bay, is in honor of the 30th anniversary of the 1989 “Battle of 
the Bay” Major League Baseball World Series between the San Francisco Giants and the 
Oakland A’s. The Battle is a friendly contest for the most impactful cleanup effort. Residents and 
businesses are invited to show their love for San Francisco, Oakland, and the environment, by 
joining their city’s Battle for the Bay team.  
 
“The Battle for the Bay will help protect our treasured Bay, and is part of our broader efforts to 
keep every neighborhood in our City clean and green,” said Mayor Breed. “San Francisco is 
known for being an environmental champion, and we’ll continue working to keep our City and 
environment clean and safe by working with the community and engaging volunteers year-
round.” 
 
“Oakland residents all across our city can come together to make our Bay brighter and our streets 
cleaner,” Oakland Mayor Libby Schaaf said. “Our community turns out by the thousands every 
year for Creek to Bay Day, and this year I’m calling on thousands more to join us in every 
neighborhood as well.” 
 
Volunteers are invited to join the competition on Coastal Cleanup Day, which is an annual event 
organized by the California Coastal Commission. Projects include trash removal, habitat 
restoration, tree planting, and neighborhood beautification. On this day, thousands of 
volunteers remove litter from waterways and shorelines, as well as upstream areas across 
California, throughout the United States, and in about 100 participating Coastal Cleanup 
countries. At the Battle for the Bay, volunteers will pick up litter, clean up our neighborhoods 
and beaches, and participate in other beautification projects in San Francisco and Oakland. 
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“Public Works has been participating in Coastal Cleanup Day for decades and this year’s 
challenge will bring our efforts to a whole new level,” said Mohammed Nuru, San Francisco 
Public Works Director. “We are ready to sign up volunteers, clean up our neighborhoods and 
protect our bay. I want to thank our steadfast community partners and welcome new volunteers 
to Battle for the Bay on Coastal Cleanup Day.” 


Which City can turn out the most volunteers? Collect the most trash? Have the most creative 
projects? Volunteers can show their civic pride and make a difference in their community by 
joining their City’s team and can choose from dozens of volunteer sites in San Francisco and 
Oakland. 
 
To sign up as a site coordinator, find volunteer locations, register as a group, or for more 
information go to: www.battleforthebay2019.org 


 
### 


 



http://www.battleforthebay2019.org/





 
“The Battle for the Bay will help protect our treasured Bay, and is part of our broader efforts
to keep every neighborhood in our City clean and green,” said Mayor Breed. “San Francisco is
known for being an environmental champion, and we’ll continue working to keep our City and
environment clean and safe by working with the community and engaging volunteers year-
round.”
 
“Oakland residents all across our city can come together to make our Bay brighter and our
streets cleaner,” Oakland Mayor Libby Schaaf said. “Our community turns out by the
thousands every year for Creek to Bay Day, and this year I’m calling on thousands more to
join us in every neighborhood as well.”
 
Volunteers are invited to join the competition on Coastal Cleanup Day, which is an annual
event organized by the California Coastal Commission. Projects include trash removal, habitat
restoration, tree planting, and neighborhood beautification. On this day, thousands of
volunteers remove litter from waterways and shorelines, as well as upstream areas across
California, throughout the United States, and in about 100 participating Coastal Cleanup
countries. At the Battle for the Bay, volunteers will pick up litter, clean up our neighborhoods
and beaches, and participate in other beautification projects in San Francisco and Oakland.

“Public Works has been participating in Coastal Cleanup Day for decades and this year’s
challenge will bring our efforts to a whole new level,” said Mohammed Nuru, San Francisco
Public Works Director. “We are ready to sign up volunteers, clean up our neighborhoods and
protect our bay. I want to thank our steadfast community partners and welcome new
volunteers to Battle for the Bay on Coastal Cleanup Day.”

Which City can turn out the most volunteers? Collect the most trash? Have the most creative
projects? Volunteers can show their civic pride and make a difference in their community by
joining their City’s team and can choose from dozens of volunteer sites in San Francisco and
Oakland.
 
To sign up as a site coordinator, find volunteer locations, register as a group, or for more
information go to: www.battleforthebay2019.org

 
###

http://www.battleforthebay2019.org/


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

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

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED SIGNS CITY BUDGET WITH SIGNIFICANT INVESTMENTS

IN HOUSING, HOMELESSNESS SERVICES, PUBLIC HEALTH, CLEAN STREETS, AND EQUITY
Date: Monday, August 05, 2019 12:11:05 PM
Attachments: 8.01.19 Budget Signing.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Thursday, August 01, 2019 11:22 AM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED SIGNS CITY BUDGET WITH SIGNIFICANT
INVESTMENTS IN HOUSING, HOMELESSNESS SERVICES, PUBLIC HEALTH, CLEAN STREETS, AND
EQUITY
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, August 1, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED SIGNS CITY BUDGET WITH

SIGNIFICANT INVESTMENTS IN HOUSING,
HOMELESSNESS SERVICES, PUBLIC HEALTH, CLEAN

STREETS, AND EQUITY
The $12 billion City budget for Fiscal Years 2019-20 and 2020-21 funds housing affordability,
homelessness prevention and services, behavioral health, clean streets, and equity programs

 

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, joined by Board President Norman Yee,
Supervisor Sandra Lee Fewer and community members, today signed the City’s budget for
Fiscal Years (FY) 2019-20 and 2020-21 at the Richmond Neighborhood Center. The budget
includes important new investments in programs to create more housing, prevent
homelessness and transition people into services and housing, clean the City’s streets, provide
behavioral health treatment, and ensure that the City government is working for all
San Franciscans.
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Thursday, August 1, 2019 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
MAYOR LONDON BREED SIGNS CITY BUDGET WITH 


SIGNIFICANT INVESTMENTS IN HOUSING, HOMELESSNESS 
SERVICES, PUBLIC HEALTH, CLEAN STREETS, AND 


EQUITY 
The $12 billion City budget for Fiscal Years 2019-20 and 2020-21 funds housing affordability, 
homelessness prevention and services, behavioral health, clean streets, and equity programs 


 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, joined by Board President Norman Yee, 
Supervisor Sandra Lee Fewer and community members, today signed the City’s budget for 
Fiscal Years (FY) 2019-20 and 2020-21 at the Richmond Neighborhood Center. The budget 
includes important new investments in programs to create more housing, prevent homelessness 
and transition people into services and housing, clean the City’s streets, provide behavioral 
health treatment, and ensure that the City government is working for all San Franciscans. 
 
The City’s budget focuses on equity and accountability, which includes investing in 
neighborhoods and communities that have been traditionally overlooked and are in dire need of 
key housing and infrastructure improvements. The budget makes significant investments in 
housing, which is one of Mayor Breed’s priorities. Mayor Breed has identified over $1 billion for 
affordable housing since taking office, including the $600 million affordable housing bond that 
will be on the November ballot. 
 
“This budget is the result of months of hard work and collaboration, and I’m proud of the new 
investments we’ve identified to make San Francisco more equitable and accountable for all our 
residents,” said Mayor Breed. “With this funding we can continue creating more housing, help 
our homeless residents get the care and shelter they need, clean up our streets, support our small 
businesses, and invest in programs that will help all San Franciscans.” 
 
“I believe that our budget reflects the values and priorities of everyday San Franciscans, while 
also being strategic and responsible with taxpayers’ dollars,” stated Supervisor Norman Yee, 
President of the Board of Supervisors. “We are fortunate to have a robust economy that provides 
us the opportunity to serve our most vulnerable residents, but also expand on basic services to 
improve the quality of life for everyone. We made essential investments to keep our residents 
housed, improve public safety, retain workers like our childcare providers and educators, and 
expand programming for youth and families. I commend Mayor Breed and Budget Chair Sandra 
Lee Fewer for their leadership in bringing together a forward-thinking, comprehensive budget.” 
  
“I am proud to have worked closely with my colleagues on the Board and with Mayor Breed, as 
well as departments and community stakeholders, to pass this comprehensive and consensus-
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based city budget,” said Supervisor Sandra Lee Fewer, Chair of the Budget and Finance 
Committee. “This budget addresses the needs of communities across San Francisco, with a focus 
on services and support for our most vulnerable and marginalized residents.” 
 
Increasing Affordable Housing 
The City’s two-year budget makes significant new investments in creating more housing and 
supporting low- and middle-income residents who are struggling to afford the high cost of 
housing in San Francisco. Over $180 million in new funding will go to the creation of new 
affordable housing, preservation of existing affordable units, and prevention of eviction and 
displacement. When taken together with the $600 million Affordable Housing Bond that Mayor 
Breed and Board of Supervisors President Norman Yee proposed, and the Mayor’s housing 
investments in FY 2018-19, these investments result in the Mayor identifying over $1 billion in 
total discretionary funding for affordable housing since taking office. 
 
Preventing and Reducing Homelessness 
To address the homelessness crisis, the City’s budget contains over $100 million in new funding 
over two years for homelessness services to bolster the City’s ability to help people off of the 
streets and into care and shelter. This includes investments in Rapid Rehousing programs, new 
permanent supportive housing, homelessness prevention, and an expansion of Navigation Center 
and shelter beds to reach Mayor Breed’s goal of opening 1,000 new beds by the end of next year. 
 
Responding to Critical Health Needs 
Continuing Mayor Breed’s commitment to helping people with behavioral health and substance 
use issues, the City’s budget contains over $50 million to support the expansion of behavioral 
health and other health services. This funding will support over 100 additional behavioral health 
treatment and recovery beds at multiple different levels of treatment, including Dual Open 
Residential Treatment beds, Behavioral Health Respite beds, and Behavioral Health Assisted 
Living beds. These beds are in addition to the 100 that have been opened in the last year. 
 
Cleaning San Francisco’s Streets 
The City budget includes a new, nearly $12 million investment in programs to promote 
cleanliness on San Francisco’s streets by adding 7 new staffed portable Pit Stop public toilets, 80 
new BigBelly trash cans, and increased street cleaning. The funding will also expand service 
hours at existing Pit Stops across the City, and maintain the 2 Pit Stops and 20 BigBelly trash 
cans that opened during the current budget cycle in highly-trafficked commercial areas. In total, 
this will fund an increase of 100 trash cans and 9 Pit Stops since Mayor Breed took office.  
 
The clean streets investments will also expand the Tenderloin Clean block sweeper program by 
adding an afternoon and evening shift seven days a week and continue the weekend expansion of 
the Tenderloin Clean and SOMA Clean programs. It will maintain the Downtown Streets Team, 
a workforce development initiative that employs formerly incarcerated, homeless, and other 
hard-to-employ individuals to do targeted street cleaning in the Mission and the Haight. Finally, 
it will add funding for the Chinatown Clean program, which will operate five days a week. 
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Creating Better Transportation 
In order to improve transportation in San Francisco, the budget includes $130 million for road 
repairs, $30.7 million for fleet modernization and rail service improvements and $2.5 million for 
Vision Zero improvements over the next two years. This includes funding to complete Mayor 
Breed’s commitment of 20 miles of new bike lanes over the next two years. 
 
Investing in Small Businesses 
The budget includes $9 million over two years to support small businesses start, stay and thrive 
in San Francisco. These investments include increased funding for the City’s Revolving Loan 
Fund, and the expansion of the SF Shines Program, which provides grants for small businesses to 
fund storefront and interior improvements, as well as design services for issues like compliance 
with the Americans with Disabilities Act. Additionally, funding will provide new small business 
fee assistance, as well as a new Community Cornerstones program to help small businesses and 
nonprofits occupy and stabilize ground floor retail spaces at affordable housing developments.  
 
Creating Equitable Opportunities for Youth and Students 
The budget continues Mayor Breed’s commitment to not only addressing San Francisco’s 
immediate problems, but also investing in the City’s future by providing $8 million for her 
signature program, Opportunities for All, a youth workforce development program that connects 
high-school aged youth with paid job training and internship experiences. Additionally, the 
budget provides full funding for Free City College, and invests $10 million to retain talented 
educators at schools that serve historically underserved populations and experience high teacher 
turnover. 
 


### 







 

The City’s budget focuses on equity and accountability, which includes investing in
neighborhoods and communities that have been traditionally overlooked and are in dire need
of key housing and infrastructure improvements. The budget makes significant investments in
housing, which is one of Mayor Breed’s priorities. Mayor Breed has identified over $1 billion
for affordable housing since taking office, including the $600 million affordable housing bond
that will be on the November ballot.
 
“This budget is the result of months of hard work and collaboration, and I’m proud of the new
investments we’ve identified to make San Francisco more equitable and accountable for all
our residents,” said Mayor Breed. “With this funding we can continue creating more housing,
help our homeless residents get the care and shelter they need, clean up our streets, support our
small businesses, and invest in programs that will help all San Franciscans.”
 
“I believe that our budget reflects the values and priorities of everyday San Franciscans, while
also being strategic and responsible with taxpayers’ dollars,” stated Supervisor Norman Yee,
President of the Board of Supervisors. “We are fortunate to have a robust economy that
provides us the opportunity to serve our most vulnerable residents, but also expand on basic
services to improve the quality of life for everyone. We made essential investments to keep
our residents housed, improve public safety, retain workers like our childcare providers and
educators, and expand programming for youth and families. I commend Mayor Breed and
Budget Chair Sandra Lee Fewer for their leadership in bringing together a forward-thinking,
comprehensive budget.”
 

“I am proud to have worked closely with my colleagues on the Board and with Mayor Breed,
as well as departments and community stakeholders, to pass this comprehensive and
consensus-based city budget,” said Supervisor Sandra Lee Fewer, Chair of the Budget and
Finance Committee. “This budget addresses the needs of communities across San Francisco,
with a focus on services and support for our most vulnerable and marginalized residents.”

 

Increasing Affordable Housing

The City’s two-year budget makes significant new investments in creating more housing and
supporting low- and middle-income residents who are struggling to afford the high cost of
housing in San Francisco. Over $180 million in new funding will go to the creation of new
affordable housing, preservation of existing affordable units, and prevention of eviction and
displacement. When taken together with the $600 million Affordable Housing Bond that
Mayor Breed and Board of Supervisors President Norman Yee proposed, and the Mayor’s
housing investments in FY 2018-19, these investments result in the Mayor identifying over $1
billion in total discretionary funding for affordable housing since taking office.

 

Preventing and Reducing Homelessness

To address the homelessness crisis, the City’s budget contains over $100 million in new
funding over two years for homelessness services to bolster the City’s ability to help people



off of the streets and into care and shelter. This includes investments in Rapid Rehousing
programs, new permanent supportive housing, homelessness prevention, and an expansion of
Navigation Center and shelter beds to reach Mayor Breed’s goal of opening 1,000 new beds
by the end of next year.

 

Responding to Critical Health Needs

Continuing Mayor Breed’s commitment to helping people with behavioral health and
substance use issues, the City’s budget contains over $50 million to support the expansion of
behavioral health and other health services. This funding will support over 100 additional
behavioral health treatment and recovery beds at multiple different levels of treatment,
including Dual Open Residential Treatment beds, Behavioral Health Respite beds, and
Behavioral Health Assisted Living beds. These beds are in addition to the 100 that have been
opened in the last year.

 

Cleaning San Francisco’s Streets

The City budget includes a new, nearly $12 million investment in programs to promote
cleanliness on San Francisco’s streets by adding 7 new staffed portable Pit Stop public toilets,
80 new BigBelly trash cans, and increased street cleaning. The funding will also expand
service hours at existing Pit Stops across the City, and maintain the 2 Pit Stops and 20
BigBelly trash cans that opened during the current budget cycle in highly-trafficked
commercial areas. In total, this will fund an increase of 100 trash cans and 9 Pit Stops since
Mayor Breed took office.

 

The clean streets investments will also expand the Tenderloin Clean block sweeper program
by adding an afternoon and evening shift seven days a week and continue the weekend
expansion of the Tenderloin Clean and SOMA Clean programs. It will maintain the
Downtown Streets Team, a workforce development initiative that employs formerly
incarcerated, homeless, and other hard-to-employ individuals to do targeted street cleaning in
the Mission and the Haight. Finally, it will add funding for the Chinatown Clean program,
which will operate five days a week.

 

Creating Better Transportation

In order to improve transportation in San Francisco, the budget includes $130 million for road
repairs, $30.7 million for fleet modernization and rail service improvements and $2.5 million
for Vision Zero improvements over the next two years. This includes funding to complete
Mayor Breed’s commitment of 20 miles of new bike lanes over the next two years.

 

Investing in Small Businesses



The budget includes $9 million over two years to support small businesses start, stay and
thrive in San Francisco. These investments include increased funding for the City’s Revolving
Loan Fund, and the expansion of the SF Shines Program, which provides grants for small
businesses to fund storefront and interior improvements, as well as design services for issues
like compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act. Additionally, funding will provide
new small business fee assistance, as well as a new Community Cornerstones program to help
small businesses and nonprofits occupy and stabilize ground floor retail spaces at affordable
housing developments.

 

Creating Equitable Opportunities for Youth and Students

The budget continues Mayor Breed’s commitment to not only addressing San Francisco’s
immediate problems, but also investing in the City’s future by providing $8 million for her
signature program, Opportunities for All, a youth workforce development program that
connects high-school aged youth with paid job training and internship experiences.
Additionally, the budget provides full funding for Free City College, and invests $10 million
to retain talented educators at schools that serve historically underserved populations and
experience high teacher turnover.

 

###



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

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

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED AND COMMUNITY PARTNERS PROVIDE BACKPACKS FOR

STUDENTS
Date: Monday, August 05, 2019 12:08:46 PM
Attachments: 8.02.19 Backpack Giveaway.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Friday, August 02, 2019 7:07 AM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED AND COMMUNITY PARTNERS PROVIDE
BACKPACKS FOR STUDENTS
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, August 2, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED AND COMMUNITY PARTNERS

PROVIDE BACKPACKS FOR STUDENTS
Over 5,000 backpacks with school supplies will be distributed to students across San

Francisco in advance of the new school year
 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed will join nonprofit and community based
organizations to distribute thousands of backpacks to students throughout San Francisco. Over
the next two weeks, the Mayor and several organizations will host 29 backpack giveaways and
will distribute over 5,000 backpacks and school supplies to help prepare students for the new
school year. Many of the giveaway events will also offer food and entertainment, and will
provide families with information about health, employment, and other social services in their
neighborhood.
 
“Providing students with the materials they need for the new school year allows them to focus
on their education,” said Mayor Breed. “We know that San Francisco is an expensive place to
live, especially for families that are raising children. These backpack giveaways are one way
we can help ease the financial burden for our families and make our City more equitable. We
want students to be excited about going back to school and to have the tools they need to

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:Frank.Fung@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:richhillissf@gmail.com
mailto:aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:andrew@tefarch.com
mailto:kate.black@sfgov.org
mailto:kate.black@sfgov.org
mailto:dianematsuda@hotmail.com
mailto:jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:rsejohns@yahoo.com
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/



OFFICE OF THE MAYOR  LONDON N. BREED 
 SAN FRANCISCO                                                                    MAYOR  
     
 


 


1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, ROOM 200 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681 


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 
 


 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Friday, August 2, 2019 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
MAYOR LONDON BREED AND COMMUNITY PARTNERS 


PROVIDE BACKPACKS FOR STUDENTS 
Over 5,000 backpacks with school supplies will be distributed to students across San Francisco 


in advance of the new school year 
 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed will join nonprofit and community based 
organizations to distribute thousands of backpacks to students throughout San Francisco. Over 
the next two weeks, the Mayor and several organizations will host 29 backpack giveaways and 
will distribute over 5,000 backpacks and school supplies to help prepare students for the new 
school year. Many of the giveaway events will also offer food and entertainment, and will 
provide families with information about health, employment, and other social services in their 
neighborhood. 
 
“Providing students with the materials they need for the new school year allows them to focus on 
their education,” said Mayor Breed. “We know that San Francisco is an expensive place to live, 
especially for families that are raising children. These backpack giveaways are one way we can 
help ease the financial burden for our families and make our City more equitable. We want 
students to be excited about going back to school and to have the tools they need to succeed.” 
 
Mayor Breed and the Office of Housing and Community Development are partnering with 
organizations, including the Salvation Army, United Playaz, HOPE SF, the Boys and Girls Club 
of San Francisco, Mission Economic Development Association, Tenderloin Neighborhood 
Development Corporation, and Collective Impact to provide the backpacks and school supplies. 
 
“Helping our families in the Western Addition and throughout the city get a strong start back-to-
school shows that San Francisco is delivering on our promise to ensure all of our residents—
especially our low-income families—share in the prosperity and opportunity of our City,” said 
Brittany Ford, Mo’Magic Director. “These communities are our communities, our 
San Francisco.” 
 
San Francisco is home to thousands of students in need of financial support both inside and 
outside the classroom. Providing over 5,000 backpacks to students and hosting back-to-school 
fairs is a way of responding to those needs while also connecting students and their families to 
resources that can help support academic achievement throughout the year. 
 
Mayor Breed is committed to making San Francisco more equitable, and ensuring all students 
have access to a high quality education is an important part of that effort. Yesterday, Mayor 
Breed signed the City budget for Fiscal Years 2019-20 and 2020-21, which includes $10 million 
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over two years to retain educators at schools that serve historically underserved populations and 
experience high teacher turnover. The budget also invests $3.5 million for peer resources 
teachers and other staffing to support the mental and physical wellbeing of high school and 
middle school students. 
 


### 







succeed.”
 
Mayor Breed and the Office of Housing and Community Development are partnering with
organizations, including the Salvation Army, United Playaz, HOPE SF, the Boys and Girls
Club of San Francisco, Mission Economic Development Association, Tenderloin
Neighborhood Development Corporation, and Collective Impact to provide the backpacks and
school supplies.
 
“Helping our families in the Western Addition and throughout the city get a strong start back-
to-school shows that San Francisco is delivering on our promise to ensure all of our residents
—especially our low-income families—share in the prosperity and opportunity of our City,”
said Brittany Ford, Mo’Magic Director. “These communities are our communities, our
San Francisco.”
 
San Francisco is home to thousands of students in need of financial support both inside and
outside the classroom. Providing over 5,000 backpacks to students and hosting back-to-school
fairs is a way of responding to those needs while also connecting students and their families to
resources that can help support academic achievement throughout the year.
 
Mayor Breed is committed to making San Francisco more equitable, and ensuring all students
have access to a high quality education is an important part of that effort. Yesterday, Mayor
Breed signed the City budget for Fiscal Years 2019-20 and 2020-21, which includes $10
million over two years to retain educators at schools that serve historically underserved
populations and experience high teacher turnover. The budget also invests $3.5 million for
peer resources teachers and other staffing to support the mental and physical wellbeing of high
school and middle school students.
 

###

 



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

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

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED HOSTS FIRST OF ITS KIND HIRING FAIR FOR OLDER

ADULTS AND PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES
Date: Monday, August 05, 2019 12:05:44 PM
Attachments: 8.05.19 Dignity Fund Fair.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 7:07 AM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED HOSTS FIRST OF ITS KIND HIRING FAIR FOR
OLDER ADULTS AND PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Monday, August 5, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED HOSTS FIRST OF ITS KIND

HIRING FAIR FOR OLDER ADULTS AND PEOPLE WITH
DISABILITIES

The fair will provide a wide-range of employment resources and job opportunities for
San Francisco residents

 

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, the Office of Economic and Workforce
Development (OEWD), the Department of Aging and Adult Services (DAAS), and the
Dignity Fund Coalition today will host a hiring fair focused on connecting older adults and
people with disabilities with employment opportunities. The fair will include on the spot
interviews, making it the first of its kind in San Francisco. The fair is from 10:00am-2:00pm in
the War Memorial Green Room, located at 401 Van Ness Ave., 2nd floor. Mayor Breed will
attend the fair and address attendees at 11:15am. The event is open to the public.
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Monday, August 5, 2019 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
MAYOR LONDON BREED HOSTS FIRST OF ITS KIND 


HIRING FAIR FOR OLDER ADULTS AND PEOPLE WITH 
DISABILITIES 


The fair will provide a wide-range of employment resources and job opportunities for 
San Francisco residents 


 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, the Office of Economic and Workforce 
Development (OEWD), the Department of Aging and Adult Services (DAAS), and the Dignity 
Fund Coalition today will host a hiring fair focused on connecting older adults and people with 
disabilities with employment opportunities. The fair will include on the spot interviews, making 
it the first of its kind in San Francisco. The fair is from 10:00am-2:00pm in the War Memorial 
Green Room, located at 401 Van Ness Ave., 2nd floor. Mayor Breed will attend the fair and 
address attendees at 11:15am. The event is open to the public.  
 
“This hiring fair isn’t just another job fair. It is a way to break down barriers and make sure that 
our older adults and residents with disabilities have the resources and support they need to secure 
employment so that no one is left behind,” said Mayor Breed. “These groups face a unique set of 
challenges that make them especially vulnerable to poverty, eviction, homelessness, social 
isolation, and depression. Helping them get a job is critical to ensuring they can live a healthy 
and happy life.” 
 
“San Francisco is leading the way with this groundbreaking Job Fair to offer unique resources 
and connections for older adults and people with disabilities,” stated Supervisor Norman Yee, 
President of the Board of Supervisors. “This is not just about employment, but about dismantling 
stereotypes and recognizing that these jobseekers have so much to offer in terms of experience 
and skills. As our aging population grows, we have to adapt to changing times by providing more 
practical tools to ensure that our older adults are able to stay active, engaged, and fulfilled.”  
 
Over 200 people are expected to attend, including job seekers, dozens of employers, Dignity 
Fund providers, and representatives from City Departments. Participants with résumés will be 
able to interview on the spot with some employers, and have the potential of walking out the 
door with a new job. The event will include workshops and resource tables for job seekers who 
need assistance with their resume, interview preparation, job searching, or have questions about 
government benefits. Representatives from LinkedIn will also attend to help fair participants 
create online profiles.  
 
“In San Francisco, more and more older adults find themselves having to work later in life just to 
make ends meet, and jobseekers with disabilities are at least three times more likely to be 
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unemployed,” said Josh Arce, Director of Workforce Development at OEWD. “We’re grateful to 
our service providers and employers for coming together for this job fair to bring jobs and 
resources directly to those community members.” 
 
“One in four San Franciscans is an older adult or adult with a disability, yet they often face 
unique barriers to employment, including discrimination,” said Shireen McSpadden, Executive 
Director of the Department of Aging and Adult Services. “Many in these communities are 
looking for work and would be excellent assets to employers. In fact, seniors are the fastest 
growing segment of the labor force. With this first ever hiring fair for older adults and those with 
disabilities, we applaud the many organizations who are participating in this event, as they are 
truly leading by example.” 
 
Older adults and adults with disabilities make up more than a quarter of all San Francisco 
residents. Moreover, over half of all people with disabilities in San Francisco are also seniors. 
While San Francisco’s economy has grown and the overall unemployment rate has seen record 
lows, older adults and people with disabilities face relatively high levels of unemployment and 
job discrimination, and comprise the largest portion of those living below the poverty level. A 
decades-long national study found that 56% of older workers are laid off or pushed out of their 
jobs, and two-thirds have experienced ageism. Last week, Mayor Breed signed the City budget 
for Fiscal Years 2019-20 and 2020-21, which includes $14.1 million for rental subsidies for 
seniors and rent-burdened families. 
 
Seniors are the fastest growing segment in the labor market. While positions are currently left 
unfilled at organizations, many older adults and adults with disabilities have the experience and 
skills that employers are seeking. This hiring event will bring these parties together. 
 
“A job fair for older adults is important because there are many older adults out there that need a 
job and they aren’t even given the opportunities. We are responsible, we will deliver, and we pay 
attention to detail on what needs to be done,” said Shomari Kenyatta, a resident of North 
Beach/Chinatown. “I am very accountable and take pride in my work and haven’t missed a day 
yet. This job fair personally means a lot to me because it lets me know that someone is paying 
attention and providing actions to support older adults and people with disabilities.” 
 
“I retired a few years ago, but I enjoyed my working life, and I feel that I still have a lot to offer 
in terms of experience and work-place ‘wisdom,’” said Kathy Barr. “For the past 25 years, my 
work has kept me active and social, and I’ve been an engaged member of the non-profit 
community. In addition to all the benefits working gives me, I am also able to earn money to 
make ends meet here in San Francisco.” 
 
About the Dignity Fund Coalition 
The Dignity Fund Coalition is a broad coalition of San Francisco nonprofit and community 
organizations and advocates who have come together to address the growing need for services 
and support for seniors, adults with disabilities, veterans, and those living with chronic illnesses. 
The Dignity Fund, established via a charter amendment passed by voters in 2016, guarantees 
funding to enhance supportive services for older adults and adults with disabilities. The fund is 
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administered by the Department of Aging and Adult Services and together with the Dignity Fund 
Coalition ensures that San Francisco seniors and adults with disabilities are able to live with 
dignity, independence, and good health in their homes and communities by making our City a 
more aging and disability-friendly place. 
 
About the Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
The Office of Economic and Workforce Development advances shared prosperity for 
San Franciscans by growing sustainable jobs, supporting businesses of all sizes, creating great 
places to live and work, and helping everyone achieve economic self-sufficiency. For more 
information, please visit www.oewd.org. 
 
About the Department of Aging and Adult Services 
Part of the Human Services Agency, DAAS provides services for older adults, veterans, people 
with disabilities and their caregivers to maximize their safety, health, and independence. The 
Benefits and Resources Hub streamlines access to services by providing information and making 
connections to available services throughout the City. For more information and to apply for 
available services, call (415) 355-6700, or visit 2 Gough St.   
 


### 
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https://www.sfhsa.org/about/departments/department-aging-and-adult-services-daas

https://www.sfhsa.org/services/access-empowerment/daas-benefits-and-resources-hub





“This hiring fair isn’t just another job fair. It is a way to break down barriers and make sure
that our older adults and residents with disabilities have the resources and support they need to
secure employment so that no one is left behind,” said Mayor Breed. “These groups face a
unique set of challenges that make them especially vulnerable to poverty, eviction,
homelessness, social isolation, and depression. Helping them get a job is critical to ensuring
they can live a healthy and happy life.”
 

“San Francisco is leading the way with this groundbreaking Job Fair to offer unique resources
and connections for older adults and people with disabilities,” stated Supervisor Norman Yee,
President of the Board of Supervisors. “This is not just about employment, but about
dismantling stereotypes and recognizing that these jobseekers have so much to offer in terms
of experience and skills. As our aging population grows, we have to adapt to changing times
by providing more practical tools to ensure that our older adults are able to stay active,
engaged, and fulfilled.”

 

Over 200 people are expected to attend, including job seekers, dozens of employers, Dignity
Fund providers, and representatives from City Departments. Participants with résumés will be
able to interview on the spot with some employers, and have the potential of walking out the
door with a new job. The event will include workshops and resource tables for job seekers
who need assistance with their resume, interview preparation, job searching, or have questions
about government benefits. Representatives from LinkedIn will also attend to help fair
participants create online profiles.

 

“In San Francisco, more and more older adults find themselves having to work later in life just
to make ends meet, and jobseekers with disabilities are at least three times more likely to be
unemployed,” said Josh Arce, Director of Workforce Development at OEWD. “We’re grateful
to our service providers and employers for coming together for this job fair to bring jobs and
resources directly to those community members.”

 

“One in four San Franciscans is an older adult or adult with a disability, yet they often face
unique barriers to employment, including discrimination,” said Shireen McSpadden, Executive
Director of the Department of Aging and Adult Services. “Many in these communities are
looking for work and would be excellent assets to employers. In fact, seniors are the fastest
growing segment of the labor force. With this first ever hiring fair for older adults and those
with disabilities, we applaud the many organizations who are participating in this event, as
they are truly leading by example.”

 

Older adults and adults with disabilities make up more than a quarter of all San Francisco
residents. Moreover, over half of all people with disabilities in San Francisco are also seniors.
While San Francisco’s economy has grown and the overall unemployment rate has seen record
lows, older adults and people with disabilities face relatively high levels of unemployment and
job discrimination, and comprise the largest portion of those living below the poverty level. A



decades-long national study found that 56% of older workers are laid off or pushed out of their
jobs, and two-thirds have experienced ageism. Last week, Mayor Breed signed the City budget
for Fiscal Years 2019-20 and 2020-21, which includes $14.1 million for rental subsidies for
seniors and rent-burdened families.
 
Seniors are the fastest growing segment in the labor market. While positions are currently left
unfilled at organizations, many older adults and adults with disabilities have the experience
and skills that employers are seeking. This hiring event will bring these parties together.
 
“A job fair for older adults is important because there are many older adults out there that need
a job and they aren’t even given the opportunities. We are responsible, we will deliver, and we
pay attention to detail on what needs to be done,” said Shomari Kenyatta, a resident of North
Beach/Chinatown. “I am very accountable and take pride in my work and haven’t missed a
day yet. This job fair personally means a lot to me because it lets me know that someone is
paying attention and providing actions to support older adults and people with disabilities.”

 

“I retired a few years ago, but I enjoyed my working life, and I feel that I still have a lot to
offer in terms of experience and work-place ‘wisdom,’” said Kathy Barr. “For the past 25
years, my work has kept me active and social, and I’ve been an engaged member of the non-
profit community. In addition to all the benefits working gives me, I am also able to earn
money to make ends meet here in San Francisco.”

 

About the Dignity Fund Coalition

The Dignity Fund Coalition is a broad coalition of San Francisco nonprofit and community
organizations and advocates who have come together to address the growing need for services
and support for seniors, adults with disabilities, veterans, and those living with chronic
illnesses. The Dignity Fund, established via a charter amendment passed by voters in 2016,
guarantees funding to enhance supportive services for older adults and adults with disabilities.
The fund is administered by the Department of Aging and Adult Services and together with
the Dignity Fund Coalition ensures that San Francisco seniors and adults with disabilities are
able to live with dignity, independence, and good health in their homes and communities by
making our City a more aging and disability-friendly place.

 

About the Office of Economic and Workforce Development

The Office of Economic and Workforce Development advances shared prosperity for
San Franciscans by growing sustainable jobs, supporting businesses of all sizes, creating great
places to live and work, and helping everyone achieve economic self-sufficiency. For more
information, please visit www.oewd.org.

 

About the Department of Aging and Adult Services
Part of the Human Services Agency, DAAS provides services for older adults, veterans,

https://academic.oup.com/workar/article/4/1/1/4762672
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https://www.sfhsa.org/about/departments/department-aging-and-adult-services-daas


people with disabilities and their caregivers to maximize their safety, health, and
independence. The Benefits and Resources Hub streamlines access to services by providing
information and making connections to available services throughout the City. For more
information and to apply for available services, call (415) 355-6700, or visit 2 Gough St. 

 

###
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From: Silva, Christine (CPC)
To: Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Dianematsuda@hotmail.com; Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E.

Johns
Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY; CTYPLN - CP TEAM (TAC - Preservation); WONG, VICTORIA (CAT); RUIZ-

ESQUIDE, ANDREA (CAT); Joslin, Jeff (CPC); Rahaim, John (CPC)
Subject: HPC Calendars for August 7, 2019
Date: Thursday, August 01, 2019 2:37:39 PM
Attachments: HPC Advance - 20190807.xlsx

HPC Hearing Results 2019.docx
20190807_hpc.pdf
20190807_hpc.docx

Commissioners,
 

Please see attached calendars for August 7th.
 
 
Thank you,
 
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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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.



				August 7, 2019						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

		2015-000940ENV		the Hub 										Cleeman

						DEIR 

		2018-013212COA		78 Carmelita Street				CONSENT						Ferguson

						COA

		2018-015774COA		581 Waller St										Ferguson

						COA

		2019-001734PTA		149 9th Street 										Giacomucci

						elevator penthouse

				August 21, 2019 - ARC						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

				August 21, 2019						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

		2015-009783PTA 		220 Battery Street 										Vimr

						four-story vertical addition atop the existing building

		2019-000539PTA 		1000 Market Street 										Vimr

						alterations to the historic building cornice 

		2018-007244COA		3347 21st Street 										Kwiatkowska

						Certificate of Appropriateness

				GWHS Murals										Staff

						Informational

				LBR Hold										Caltagirone



				LBR Hold										Caltagirone



				LBR Hold										Caltagirone



				LBR Hold										Caltagirone



				UCSF Research Building at SF General Hospital										Vanderslice

						Review and Comment

				September 4, 2019						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner





				September 18, 2019						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

				Civic Center Public Realm Plan										Perry

						Informational

		2018-008528COA 		3733-3735 20th Street										Giacomucci

						COA for a garage addition in the front setback.

				October 2, 2019						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

		2019-001666SRV		Ocean Avenue Historic Resources Survey										Smith

						Adoption

		2019-005831MLS		2168 Market Street										Taylor

						Mills Act 

		2019-006323MLS		2251 Webster Street  										Taylor

						Mills Act 

		2019-006384MLS		1401 Howard Street  										Taylor

						Mills Act 

		2019-006322MLS		64 Potomac Street  										Taylor

						Mills Act 

		2019-006455MLS		2731-35 Folsom Street  										Taylor

						Mills Act 

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

						Informational

				October 16, 2019						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner





				November 6, 2019						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

				November 20, 2019						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

				December 4, 2019						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

				December 18, 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:  1079

NEXT MOTION No:  0383

NEXT COMMENT LETTER:  0089

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

July 17, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC June 19, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted 

		+5 -0



		M-0378

		2016-006157COA

		Fulton Street, Adjacent to the Asian Art Museum

		Flynn

		Approved

		+5 -0



		M-0379

		2018-013697COA

		3500 Jackson Street

		Ferguson

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0



		

		2018-013697VAR

		3500 Jackson Street

		Ferguson

		ZA Closed the PH and intends to Grant

		



		M-0380

		2017-013745COA

		443 Folsom Street

		Kwiatkowska

		Approved with Conditions as Amended

		+5 -0



		M-0381

		2019-005599COA

		970 Tennessee Street

		Vimr

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0



		M-0382

		2019-002884PTA

		220 Post Street

		Vimr

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0



		

		2019-002774DES

		770 Woolsey Street

		Taylor

		After a motion to not add to the Work Program failed +3 -1 (Hyland recused); no alternate motion was made; Disapproved

		



		R-1063

		2019-013281LBR

		1320 Egbert Avenue

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1064

		2019-013282LBR

		370 Hayes Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1065

		2019-013283LBR

		5150 Geary Boulevard

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1066

		2019-013674LBR

		3982 24th Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1067

		2019-013289LBR

		2031 Bush Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+4 -0 (Matsuda recused



		R-1068

		2019-013291LBR

		309 Sutter Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1069

		2019-013678LBR

		1899 Irving Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1070

		2019-013310LBR

		1832 Buchanan Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+4 -0 (Matsuda recused



		R-1071

		2019-013312LBR

		1684 Post Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+4 -0 (Matsuda recused



		R-1072

		2019-013680LBR

		601 Union Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1073

		2019-013681LBR

		444 Battery Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1074

		2018-016406LBR

		1965 Al Scoma Way

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1075

		2019-013682LBR

		1950 Innes Avenue #2

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1076

		2019-013291LBR

		1790 Sutter Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+4 -0 (Matsuda recused



		R-1077

		2019-012703CRV

		2168 Market Street

		Cisneros

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1078

		2019-012704CRV

		Glen Park Bart Station (2901 Diamond Street)

		Greving

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		

		2015-000940CWPENV

		Market Octavia Plan Amendment

		Cleeman

		Reviewed and Commented

		







June 19, 2019 ARC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2012.1384ENV

		645 Harrison Street

		Greving

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2019-000539PRJ

		1000 Market Street

		Kirby

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2018-00767PTA

		865 Market Street

		Vimr

		Reviewed and Commented

		







June 19, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for ARC May 1, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC May 15, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		

		2019-002774DES

		770 Woolsey Street

		Taylor

		Continued to July 17, 2019

		+5 -0 (Hyland recused)



		R-1057

		2019-012009LBR

		305 Divisadero Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0



		R-1058

		2019-011977LBR

		3625 Balboa Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0



		R-1059

		2019-011979LBR

		50 West Portal Avenue

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0



		R-1060

		2019-011976LBR

		499 Alabama Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0



		R-1061

		2019-011974LBR

		1705 Mariposa Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0



		R-1062

		2019-012004LBR

		815 Burnett Avenue

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0



		M-0377

		2018-009197COA

		1470-1474 McAllister Street

		Ferguson

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include:

1. Cornice wrapped around to the end of the building;

2. Steps to remain as is; and

3. Continue working with Staff to move the fence further back from the property line.

		+5 -0 (Johns absent)



		

		2019-006264DES

		1315 Waller Street

		McMillen

		Adopted a Motion directing Staff to add the subject property and surrounding three properties to the Landmarks Work Program.

		+5 -0 (Johns absent)







May 15, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for ARC April 3, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC May 1, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		

		

		Future Meetings

		Ionin

		Canceled June 5, 2019 and July 3, 2019 hearings

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		

		

		Certified Local Government Program (Clg) Annual Report

		Frye

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-0375

		2016-014964COA

		Civic Center Commons Exploratorium Temporary Art Project at SFPL

		Flynn

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-1053

		2019-006245LBR

		1552 Haight Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-1054

		2019-006247LBR

		4200 18th Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-1055

		2019-006250LBR

		1100 Cesar Chavez Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-1056

		2019-006426PCA

		Mills Act Amendment

		Taylor

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		

		2015-007181OTH

		Landmark Designation and Cultural Heritage Work Program Quarterly Reports

		Taylor; Caltagirone

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-0376

		2019-006507CRV

		Administrative Certificate of Appropriateness and Minor Permits to Alter Delegation

		LaValley

		Approved Delegation Amendments

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)







May 1, 2019 ARC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-013697COA

		3500 Jackson Street

		Ferguson

		Reviewed and Commented

		







May 1, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC April 17, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		R-1046

		2019-005451PCA

		Establishing the Castro Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, and Queer Cultural District Ordinance

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval as amended to include recommendations for:

1. Adding the HPC as a technical advisor (pg. 14); and

2. Including an asterisk, for a community-based effort that the selected organization would facilitate (pg. 15).

		+7 -0



		R-1047

		2019-00004943LBR

		354 11th Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Wolfram absent)



		R-1048

		2019-00004982LBR

		1490 Howard Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Wolfram absent)



		R-1049

		2019-00004945LBR

		1263 Leavenworth Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Wolfram absent)



		R-1050

		2019-00004947LBR

		1367 Valencia Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Wolfram absent)



		R-1051

		2019-00004948LBR

		1935 Ocean Avenue

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Wolfram absent)



		R-1052

		2019-00004952LBR

		1698 Post Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0 (Matsuda recused; Wolfram absent)







April 17, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for ARC March 6, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Pearlman absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC April 3, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Pearlman absent)



		

		2017-004557ENV

		550 O’Farrell Street

		Greving

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2019-000895ENV

		1610 Geary Blvd

		Taylor

		None - Informational

		







April 3, 2019 ARC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2016-014964CWP

		Civic Center Commons Exploratorium Temporary Art Project At SFPL

		Flynn

		Reviewed and Commented

		







April 3, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC March 20, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		M-0373

		2018-014839COA

		1 Bush Street

		Vimr

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		R-1041

		2018 -016401CRV

		Accessory Dwelling Unit Architectural Review Standards

		Flores

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		R-1042

		2018-017223DES

		2851-2861 24th Street

		Smith

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval with modifications:

1. Replacing the term “sign” with “mural frame and canvas” +6 -0; and

2. Removing section 3(A) from the proposed ordinance, regarding landmarking the interior volume +5 -1 (Matsuda against).

		



		R-1043

		2017-012291DES

		2031 Bush Street

		Smith

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0 (Matsuda recused; Hyland absent)



		M-0374

		2018-016789COA

		900 North Point Street

		Salgado

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Wolfram recused; Hyland absent)



		R-1044

		2019-002877LBR

		200 Capp Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		R-1045

		2019-004051LBR

		290 De Haro Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)







March 20, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for March 6, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		M-0371

		2018-016242COA

		1088 Sansome Street

		Vimr

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		

		2014.0012E

		Better Market Street

		Thomas

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		R-1035

		2016-007303PCA

		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)

		Adina

		Adopted a Resolution Recommending Approval

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		M-0372

		2016-007303PTA

		5 Third Street

		Salgado

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include:

1. An interpretive program; and

2. In the event the penthouse part of the project is reduced in scope, that the review be delegated to staff.

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-1036

		2019-002369LBR

		1747 Buchanan Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0 (Matsuda recused; Johns absent)



		R-1037

		2019-002396LBR

		330 Ellis Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-1038

		2019-002399LBR

		5124 Geary Boulevard

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-1039

		2019-002404LBR

		1101 Ocean Avenue

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-1040

		2019-002485LBR

		1400 Judah Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)







March 6, 2019 ARC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2015-009783PTA

		220 Battery Street

		Salgado

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2018-009197COA

		1470-1474 McAllister Street

		Ferguson

		Reviewed and Commented

		







March 6, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for ARC Hearing on February 6, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC Hearing on February 20, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		M-0367

		2018-000619COA

		50-52 Fair Oaks Street

		Salgado

		Approved

		+5 -0 (Pearlman recused; Johnck absent)



		

		2018-000619VAR

		50-52 Fair Oaks Street

		Salgado

		Assistant ZA closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-0368

		2017-003843COA

		809 Montgomery Street

		Salgado

		Approved with Conditions as amended to require the hip skylights and to continue working with Staff.

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		M-0369

		2018-003593COA

		906 Broadway

		Vimr

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		M-0370

		2015-016326COA

		Seawall Lots 323 and 324

		Vimr

		Adopted Findings as amended by Staff and read into the record.

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		R-1032

		2018-016401PCA

		Accessory Dwelling Units in New Construction

		Flores

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		

		2018-016401CRV

		Accessory Dwelling Unit Architectural Review Standards

		Flores

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		R-1033

		2019-001834LBR

		333 Turk Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		R-1034

		2019-001835LBR

		2506 Fillmore Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)







February 20, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for ARC January 16, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC January 16, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for January 24, 2019 – Joint with CPC

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC February 6, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		

		2018-003593COA

		906 Broadway

		Vimr

		Continued to March 6, 2019

		



		R-1027

		2019-001299LBR

		3639 18th STREET

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		R-1028

		2019-001334LBR

		2210 Fillmore Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		R-1029

		2019-001335LBR

		3725 Balboa Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		R-1030

		2019-001336LBR

		3225 22nd Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		R-1031

		2019-001337LBR

		1950 Innes Avenue, #3

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		

		2016-013156SRV

		Citywide Cultural Resources Survey

		LaValley

		Reviewed and Commented

		







February 6, 2019 ARC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-016789COA

		900 North Point Street

		Salgado

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2018-014839COA

		1 Bush Street

		Vimr

		Reviewed and Commented

		







February 6, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for ARC December 19, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		2018-003593COA

		906 Broadway

		Vimr

		Continued to February 20, 2019

		



		R-1019

		2018-015471CRV

		FY 2019-2021 Proposed Department Budget and Work Program

		Landis

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1020

		2018-016400PCA

		Arts Activities and Nighttime Entertainment Uses in Historic Buildings

		Sanchez

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval with Modifications as amended by Staff

		+7 -0



		R-1021

		2018-008948DES

		906 Broadway

		Smith

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1022

		2017-012291DES

		2031 Bush Street

		Smith

		Initiated

		+6 -0 (Matsuda Recused)



		R-1023

		2019-000639LBR

		369 West Portal Avenue

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1024

		2019-000701LBR

		5641 Geary Boulevard

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1025

		2019-000703LBR

		1461 Grant Avenue

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1026

		2019-000705LBR

		1300 Stockton Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		

		2016-003351CWP

		Racial & Social Equity Plan

		Flores

		None - Informational

		



		

		2015-007181OTH

		Landmark Designation and Cultural Heritage Work Program Quarterly Report

		Smith, Caltagirone

		Reviewed and Commented

		







January 16, 2019 ARC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-002022COA

		SFDPW Replacement of Path of Gold Light Standards

		Cisneros

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2014.0012E

		Better Market Street

		McMillen

		Reviewed and Commented

		







January 16, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC December 19, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Election of Officers

		Ionin

		Hyland – President

Matsuda – Vice 

		+7 -0



		M-0365

		2017-003989COA

		1231 Fulton Street

		Salgado

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		2018-015471CRV

		FY 2019-2021 Proposed Department Budget and Work Program

		Landis

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-0366

		2017-008875COA

		920 North Point Street

		Salgado

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Wolfram Recused)



		R-1015

		2018-017223DES

		2851-2861 24th Street

		Smith

		Initiated

		+7 -0



		R-1016

		2019-000267LBR

		56 Gold Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1017

		2019-000269LBR

		521 Clement Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1018

		2019-000316LBR

		2050 McKinnon Avenue

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		

		2018-002650OTH

		Legacy Business Registry Semi-Annual Report

		Caltagirone

		Reviewed and Commented
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Know Your Rights Under the Sunshine Ordinance 
Government's duty is to serve the public, reaching its decisions in full view of the public. Commissions, boards, councils and other agencies of the 
City and County exist to conduct the people's business. This ordinance assures that deliberations are conducted before the people and that City 
operations are open to the people's review.  
 
For more information on your rights under the Sunshine Ordinance (Chapter 67 of the San Francisco Administrative Code) or to report a violation of 
the ordinance, contact the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force at City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 409; phone (415) 554-7724; fax (415) 
554-7854; or e-mail at sotf@sfgov.org. Copies of the Sunshine Ordinance can be obtained from the Clerk of the Sunshine Task Force, the San 
Francisco Library and on the City’s website at www.sfbos.org/sunshine. 
  
Privacy Policy 
Personal information that is provided in communications to the Planning Department is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act 
and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted.  
 
Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Planning Department and its 
commissions. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Department regarding projects or hearings will be made 
available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Department does not redact any information from these submissions. This 
means that personal information including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a member of the public elects to submit 
to the Department and its commissions may appear on the Department’s website or in other public documents that members of the public may 
inspect or copy. 
  
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.



mailto:sotf@sfgov.org

http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine

http://www.sfgov.org/ethics

mailto:commissions.secretary@fgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@fgov.org
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ROLL CALL:   
 President: Aaron Hyland 
 Vice President: Diane Matsuda 


  Commissioners:                 Kate Black, Richard S.E. Johns, 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 HPC July 17, 2019 
 


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 



http://commissions.sfplanning.org/hpcpackets/20190717_hpc_min.pdf
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could be placed on the agenda of the next meeting and other future meetings of 
the Historic Preservation Commission. 


 
D. CONSENT CALENDAR 
 


All matters listed hereunder constitute a Consent Calendar, are considered to be routine by the 
Historic Preservation Commission, and may be acted upon by a single roll call vote of the 
Commission.  There will be no separate discussion of these items unless a member of the 
Commission, the public, or staff so requests, in which event the matter shall be removed from the 
Consent Calendar and considered as a separate item at this or a future hearing. 
 
6. 2018-13212COA (S. FERGUSON: (415) 575-9074) 


78 CARMELITA STREET – east side between Waller Street and Duboce Park. Assessor’s Block 
0864, Lot 018 (District 8) – Request for Certificate of Appropriateness to enclose an open 
area under a cantilevered room built on columns; construct a contemporary rear yard deck 
and stair not visible from the public right of way that requires construction of a firewall; 
and remove/add a minor amount of window area on the north elevation not visible from 
the public right of way. The property is located in the Duboce Park Historic District and is in 
a RH-2 (Residential-House, Two Family) District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. 
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve 


 
E. REGULAR CALENDAR   
 


7. 2015-000940ENV (J. CLEEMANN: (415) 575-8763) 
THE HUB PLAN, 30 VAN NESS AVENUE PROJECT, 98 FRANKLIN STREET PROJECT, AND HUB 
HOUSING SUSTAINABILITY DISTRICT – Review and Comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report.  The Hub Plan proposes to amend the 2008 Market and Octavia Area Plan of 
the San Francisco General Plan for the easternmost portions of the Market and Octavia 
Area Plan.  The Hub Plan would change current zoning controls applicable to the area and 
implement public realm improvements. The Planning Department also proposes the 
designation of all or portions of the Hub Plan area as a Housing Sustainability District to 
allow the City of San Francisco to exercise streamlined ministerial approval of residential 
and mixed-use development projects meeting certain requirements. The Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) also evaluates environmental impacts of two 
individual development projects located within the Hub Plan Area at 30 Van Ness Avenue 
and 98 Franklin Street. The DEIR includes a historic resources survey, impacts to historic 
resources, mitigation measures, and project alternatives.    
Preliminary Recommendation: Review and Comment 


 
8. 2018-015774COA (S. FERGUSON: (415) 575-9074) 


581 WALLER STREET – south side between Pierce and Potomac Streets. Assessor’s Block 
0865, Lot 022 (District 8) – Request for Certificate of Appropriateness to comply with 
Planning Enforcement Case No. 2018-012859ENF for demolition exceeding the approved 
scope of work. The property is located in the Duboce Park Historic District and is in a RTO 
(Residential Transit Oriented) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. 
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions 


 



http://commissions.sfplanning.org/hpcpackets/HPC%20Packet%20%20-%2078%20Carmelita%20St%20-%2008.07.19.pdf

http://commissions.sfplanning.org/hpcpackets/2015-000940ENV%20Hub%20DEIR%20HPC%20Memo.pdf

http://commissions.sfplanning.org/hpcpackets/2018-015774COA_581%20Waller%20St_HPC%2008.07.2019.pdf
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9. 2019-001734PTA (M. GIACOMUCCI: (415) 575-8714) 
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 Major Permit to Alter to 
construct a roof deck and elevator penthouse and restore two window bays on the Natoma 
Street façade. 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: Approve with Conditions 


 
ADJOURNMENT 
  



http://commissions.sfplanning.org/hpcpackets/2019-001734PTA_149%209th%20St.pdf
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Historic Liaison 
Jeff Joslin 
jeff.joslin@sfgov.org 
(415) 575-9117 
 
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.   
 



mailto:jeff.joslin@sfgov.org

http://www.sfplanning.org/

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
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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. 
 
 
 



mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org
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Wednesday, August 7, 2019

12:30 p.m.

Regular Meeting



Commissioners:

Aaron Hyland, President 

Diane Matsuda, Vice President

Kate Black, Richard S.E. Johns, 

Jonathan Pearlman



Commission Secretary:

Jonas P. Ionin









Hearing Materials are available at:

Website: http://www.sfplanning.org

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





Commission Hearing Broadcasts:

Live stream: http://www.sfgovtv.org









Disability accommodations available upon request to:

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







Know Your Rights Under the Sunshine Ordinance

[bookmark: _Hlk879281]Government's duty is to serve the public, reaching its decisions in full view of the public. Commissions, boards, councils and other agencies of the City and County exist to conduct the people's business. This ordinance assures that deliberations are conducted before the people and that City operations are open to the people's review. 



For more information on your rights under the Sunshine Ordinance (Chapter 67 of the San Francisco Administrative Code) or to report a violation of the ordinance, contact the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force at City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 409; phone (415) 554-7724; fax (415) 554-7854; or e-mail at sotf@sfgov.org. Copies of the Sunshine Ordinance can be obtained from the Clerk of the Sunshine Task Force, the San Francisco Library and on the City’s website at www.sfbos.org/sunshine.

 

Privacy Policy

Personal information that is provided in communications to the Planning Department is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. 



Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Planning Department and its commissions. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Department regarding projects or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Department does not redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a member of the public elects to submit to the Department and its commissions may appear on the Department’s website or in other public documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.

 

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:	Aaron Hyland

	Vice President:	Diane Matsuda

		Commissioners:                	Kate Black, Richard S.E. Johns, 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 HPC July 17, 2019



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.



D.	CONSENT CALENDAR



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



[bookmark: _Hlk15286673]6.	2018-13212COA	(S. FERGUSON: (415) 575-9074)

78 CARMELITA STREET – east side between Waller Street and Duboce Park. Assessor’s Block 0864, Lot 018 (District 8) – Request for Certificate of Appropriateness to enclose an open area under a cantilevered room built on columns; construct a contemporary rear yard deck and stair not visible from the public right of way that requires construction of a firewall; and remove/add a minor amount of window area on the north elevation not visible from the public right of way. The property is located in the Duboce Park Historic District and is in a RH-2 (Residential-House, Two Family) District and 40-X Height and Bulk District.

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve



E.	REGULAR CALENDAR  



7.	2015-000940ENV	(J. CLEEMANN: (415) 575-8763)

THE HUB PLAN, 30 VAN NESS AVENUE PROJECT, 98 FRANKLIN STREET PROJECT, AND HUB HOUSING SUSTAINABILITY DISTRICT – Review and Comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report.  The Hub Plan proposes to amend the 2008 Market and Octavia Area Plan of the San Francisco General Plan for the easternmost portions of the Market and Octavia Area Plan.  The Hub Plan would change current zoning controls applicable to the area and implement public realm improvements. The Planning Department also proposes the designation of all or portions of the Hub Plan area as a Housing Sustainability District to allow the City of San Francisco to exercise streamlined ministerial approval of residential and mixed-use development projects meeting certain requirements. The Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) also evaluates environmental impacts of two individual development projects located within the Hub Plan Area at 30 Van Ness Avenue and 98 Franklin Street. The DEIR includes a historic resources survey, impacts to historic resources, mitigation measures, and project alternatives.   

Preliminary Recommendation: Review and Comment



8.	2018-015774COA	(S. FERGUSON: (415) 575-9074)

581 WALLER STREET – south side between Pierce and Potomac Streets. Assessor’s Block 0865, Lot 022 (District 8) – Request for Certificate of Appropriateness to comply with Planning Enforcement Case No. 2018-012859ENF for demolition exceeding the approved scope of work. The property is located in the Duboce Park Historic District and is in a RTO (Residential Transit Oriented) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District.

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions



9.	2019-001734PTA	(M. GIACOMUCCI: (415) 575-8714)

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 Major Permit to Alter to construct a roof deck and elevator penthouse and restore two window bays on the Natoma Street façade. 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: Approve with Conditions



ADJOURNMENT




Historic Liaison

Jeff Joslin

jeff.joslin@sfgov.org

(415) 575-9117



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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From: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
To: aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; Richard S. E. Johns; Jonathan Pearlman; Black, Kate

(CPC)
Cc: CPC-Commissions Secretary; Huggins, Monica (CPC)
Subject: FW: Categorical Exemptions
Date: Friday, July 26, 2019 2:27:00 PM
Attachments: 2018-017375ENV-CEQA Checklist and PTR Form.pdf

2019-011852ENV-CEQA Checklist and PTR Form.pdf
2019-000600ENV-CEQA Checklist and PTR Form .pdf
2018-011890ENV-CEQA Checklist and PTR Form.pdf

 
 
 
Josephine O. Feliciano
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9111 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
 

From: Huggins, Monica (CPC) <monica.huggins@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Friday, July 26, 2019 2:24 PM
To: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY <CPC.COMMISSIONSECRETARY@sfgov.org>
Subject: Categorical Exemptions
 

Hello Josie,
 
Please forward the attached Categorical Exemptions to the HPC Commissioners.
 
Thank You,
 
Monica Huggins
Administrative Assistant
City and County of San Francisco
Environmental Planning
1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94105
415-575-9128
Monica.Huggins@sfgov.org
 

mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:dianematsuda@hotmail.com
mailto:rsejohns@yahoo.com
mailto:jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:kate.black@sfgov.org
mailto:kate.black@sfgov.org
mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:monica.huggins@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
http://propertymap.sfplanning.org/
mailto:Monica.Huggins@sfgov.org



CEQA Categorical Exemption Determination


PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION


Project Address


3627 DIVISADERO ST


Block/Lot(s)


Project description for Planning Department approval.


Permit No.


Addition/ 


Alteration


Demolition (requires HRE for 


Category B Building)


New 


Construction


Adding additional levels (3rd & 4th) to a two-story single family residence to accommodate additional bedrooms 


and view deck(s) (2 beds to 5 beds). Proposed project would be approximately 37 feet in height and 


approximately 4,784 square feet. The project does not include any soil grouting.


Case No.


2018-017375ENV


0919001E


 201812279267


STEP 1: EXEMPTION CLASS


The project has been determined to be categorically exempt under the California Environmental Quality 


Act (CEQA).


Class 1 - Existing Facilities. Interior and exterior alterations; additions under 10,000 sq. ft.


Class 3 - New Construction. Up to three new single-family residences or six dwelling units in one 


building; commercial/office structures; utility extensions; change of use under 10,000 sq. ft. if principally 


permitted or with a CU.


Class 32 - In-Fill Development. New Construction of seven or more units or additions greater than 


10,000 sq. ft. and meets the conditions described below:


(a) The project is consistent with the applicable general plan designation and all applicable general plan 


policies as well as with applicable zoning designation and regulations.


(b) The proposed development occurs within city limits on a project site of no more than 5 acres 


substantially surrounded by urban uses.


(c) The project site has no value as habitat for endangered rare or threatened species.


(d) Approval of the project would not result in any significant effects relating to traffic, noise, air quality, or 


water quality.


(e) The site can be adequately served by all required utilities and public services.


FOR ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING USE ONLY


Class ____







STEP 2: CEQA IMPACTS
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Air Quality: Would the project add new sensitive receptors (specifically, schools, day care facilities, 


hospitals, residential dwellings, and senior-care facilities within an Air Pollution Exposure Zone? Does the 


project have the potential to emit substantial pollutant concentrations (e.g., backup diesel generators, 


heavy industry, diesel trucks, etc.)? (refer to EP _ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Air Pollution 


Exposure Zone)


Hazardous Materials: If the project site is located on the Maher map or is suspected of containing 


hazardous materials (based on a previous use such as gas station, auto repair, dry cleaners, or heavy 


manufacturing, or a site with underground storage tanks): Would the project involve 50 cubic yards or 


more of soil disturbance ‐ or a change of use from industrial to residential? 


if the applicant presents documentation of enrollment in the San Francisco Department of Public Health 


(DPH) Maher program, a DPH waiver from the Maher program, or other documentation from 


Environmental Planning staff that hazardous material effects would be less than significant (refer to 


EP_ArcMap > Maher layer).


Transportation: Does the project involve a child care facility or school with 30 or more students, or a 


location 1,500 sq. ft. or greater? Does the project have the potential to adversely affect transit, pedestrian 


and/or bicycle safety (hazards) or the adequacy of nearby transit, pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities?


Archeological Resources: Would the project result in soil disturbance/modification greater than two


(2) feet below grade in an archeological sensitive area or eight (8) feet in a non -archeological sensitive


area? If yes, archeo review is requried (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > 


Archeological Sensitive Area)


Subdivision/Lot Line Adjustment: Does the project site involve a subdivision or lot line adjustment


on a lot with a slope average of 20% or more? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >


Topography). If yes, Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Slope = or > 25%: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion greater


than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or more of


soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Topography) If box is


checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Seismic: Landslide Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion


greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or  more 


of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Seismic Hazard Zones) 


If box is checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Seismic: Liquefaction Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage


expansion greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50  cubic 


yards or more of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >


Seismic Hazard Zones) If box is checked, a geotechnical report will likely be required and Environmental 


Planning must issue the exemption.


Comments and Planner Signature (optional): Laura Lynch


Preliminary Geotechnical Investigation prepared 2-28-2019 by H. Allen Gruen. Geotechnical Consultation Letter 


prepared by Allen Gruen 4/2/2019


Archeo review complete, no effects 4/16/2019







STEP 3: PROPERTY STATUS - HISTORIC RESOURCE
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


PROPERTY IS ONE OF THE FOLLOWING: (refer to Property Information Map)


Category A: Known Historical Resource. GO TO STEP 5.


Category B: Potential Historical Resource (over 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 4.


Category C: Not a Historical Resource or Not Age Eligible (under 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 6.


STEP 4: PROPOSED WORK CHECKLIST


TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Check all that apply to the project.


1. Change of use and new construction. Tenant improvements not included.


2. Regular maintenance or repair to correct or repair deterioration, decay, or damage to building.


3. Window replacement that meets the Department’s Window Replacement Standards. Does not include


storefront window alterations.


4. Garage work. A new opening that meets the Guidelines for Adding Garages and Curb Cuts, and/or


replacement of a garage door in an existing opening that meets the Residential Design Guidelines.


5. Deck, terrace construction, or fences not visible from any immediately adjacent public right-of-way.


6. Mechanical equipment installation that is not visible from any immediately adjacent public 


right-of-way.


7. Dormer installation that meets the requirements for exemption from public notification under Zoning


Administrator Bulletin No. 3: Dormer Windows.


8. Addition(s) that are not visible from any immediately adjacent public right -of-way for 150 feet in each


direction; does not extend vertically beyond the floor level of the top story of the structure or is only a


single story in height; does not have a footprint that is more than 50% larger than that of the original


building; and does not cause the removal of architectural significant roofing features.


Note: Project Planner must check box below before proceeding.


Project is not listed. GO TO STEP 5.


Project does not conform to the scopes of work. GO TO STEP 5.


Project involves four or more work descriptions. GO TO STEP 5.


Project involves less than four work descriptions. GO TO STEP 6.


STEP 5: CEQA IMPACTS - ADVANCED HISTORICAL REVIEW
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Check all that apply to the project.


1. Project involves a known historical resource (CEQA Category A) as determined by Step 3 and


conforms entirely to proposed work checklist in Step 4.


2. Interior alterations to publicly accessible spaces.


3. Window replacement of original/historic windows that are not “in-kind” but are consistent with


existing historic character.


4. Façade/storefront alterations that do not remove, alter, or obscure character-defining features.


5. Raising the building in a manner that does not remove, alter, or obscure character -defining


features.


6. Restoration based upon documented evidence of a building’s historic condition, such as historic


photographs, plans, physical evidence, or similar buildings.







7. Addition(s), including mechanical equipment that are minimally visible from a public right -of-way


and meet the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation .


8. Other work consistent with the Secretary of the Interior Standards for the Treatment of Historic 


Properties (specify or add comments):


9. Other work that would not materially impair a historic district (specify or add comments):


(Requires approval by Senior Preservation Planner/Preservation Coordinator)


10. Reclassification of property status. (Requires approval by Senior Preservation 


Planner/Preservation


Reclassify to Category A


a. Per HRER or PTR dated


b. Other (specify):


(attach HRER or PTR)


Reclassify to Category C


Note: If ANY box in STEP 5 above is checked, a Preservation Planner MUST sign below.


Project can proceed with categorical exemption review. The project has been reviewed by the


Preservation Planner and can proceed with categorical exemption review. GO TO STEP 6.


Comments (optional):


Preservation Planner Signature: Katherine Wilborn


TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


STEP 6: CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION DETERMINATION


Project Approval Action: Signature:


If Discretionary Review before the Planning Commission is requested,


the Discretionary Review hearing is the Approval Action for the  project.


Once signed or stamped and dated, this document constitutes a categorical exemption pursuant to CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 


31of the Administrative Code.


In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of an exemption determination can only be 


filed within 30 days of the project receiving the approval action.


Please note that other approval actions may be required for the project. Please contact the assigned planner for these approvals.


Katherine Wilborn


07/25/2019


No further environmental review is required. The project is categorically exempt under CEQA.


There are no unusual circumstances that would result in a reasonable possibility of a significant 


effect.


Building Permit







TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


STEP 7: MODIFICATION OF A CEQA EXEMPT PROJECT


In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, when a California Environmental


Quality Act (CEQA) exempt project changes after the Approval Action and requires a subsequent approval, the


Environmental Review Officer (or his or her designee) must determine whether the proposed change 


constitutes a substantial modification of that project. This checklist shall be used to determine whether the 


proposed changes to the approved project would constitute a “substantial modification” and, therefore, be 


subject to additional environmental review pursuant to CEQA.


PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION


Project Address (If different than front page) Block/Lot(s) (If different than 


front page)


Case No. Previous Building Permit No. New Building Permit No.


Plans Dated Previous Approval Action New Approval Action


3627 DIVISADERO ST


2018-017375PRJ


Building Permit


0919/001E


 201812279267


Modified Project Description:


DETERMINATION IF PROJECT CONSTITUTES SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION


Compared to the approved project, would the modified project:


Result in expansion of the building envelope, as defined in the Planning Code;


Result in the change of use that would require public notice under Planning Code


Sections 311 or 312;


Result in demolition as defined under Planning Code Section 317 or 19005(f)?


Is any information being presented that was not known and could not have been known


at the time of the original determination, that shows the originally approved project may


no longer qualify for the exemption?


If at least one of the above boxes is checked, further environmental review is required.


DETERMINATION OF NO SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION


Planner Name:


The proposed modification would not result in any of the above changes.


If this box is checked, the proposed modifications are categorically exempt under CEQA, in accordance with prior project


approval and no additional environmental review is required. This determination shall be posted on the Planning Department 


website and office and mailed to the applicant, City approving entities, and anyone requesting written notice. In accordance 


with Chapter 31, Sec 31.08j of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of this determination can be filed within 10 


days of posting of this determination.


Date:







Preservation Team Meeting Date: Date of Form Completion 7/17/2019


PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW FORM


  PROJECT ISSUES:


 Is the subject Property an eligible historic resource? 


 If so, are the proposed changes a significant impact?


 Additional Notes:  


Submitted: Historic Resource Supplemental prepared by applicant, March 2019.  
 


  PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW:


   Historic Resource Present Yes No N/A


Individual Historic District/Context


Property is individually eligible for inclusion in a 
California Register under one or more of the 
following Criteria: 


Property is in an eligible California Register 
Historic District/Context under one or more of 
the following Criteria: 


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Period of Significance: Period of Significance: 


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Contributor Non-Contributor


*


  PROJECT INFORMATION:


Planner: Address:


Katherine Wilborn 3627 Divisadero Street


Block/Lot: Cross Streets:


0919/001E Divisadero and North Point Streets


CEQA Category: Art. 10/11: BPA/Case No.:


B N/A 2018-017375ENV


  PURPOSE OF REVIEW:   PROJECT DESCRIPTION:


CEQA Article 10/11 Preliminary/PIC Alteration Demo/New Construction


DATE OF PLANS UNDER REVIEW: N/A







   Complies with the Secretary’s Standards/Art 10/Art 11:


   CEQA Material Impairment:


   Needs More Information:


   Requires Design Revisions:


   Defer to Residential Design Team:


Yes No N/A


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


* If No is selected for Historic Resource per CEQA, a signature from Senior Preservation Planner or 
Preservation Coordinator is required.


PRESERVATION TEAM COMMENTS:


According to the Historic Resource Supplemental (dated March 2019) and information 
accessed by Planning Department staff, the subject property at 3627 Divisadero Street 
contains a two-story, wood-frame residential building with a false-front cross-gable and 
garage facing Divisadero Street, constructed by owner and contractor, Severin Steinauer, 
in 1927 and sold shortly thereafter in 1928. The Subject Property is located in the Marina 
neighborhood on lands originally reclaimed from the San Francisco Bay for the Panama 
Pacific International Exposition (PPIE).  After the exposition closed in 1915, the dramatic 
and ornate "Jewel City" structures, sculptures, and exhibits were quickly sold or torn down, 
and the land redeveloped in the 1920s and 1930s into a range of popular period revival 
styles. The immediate neighborhood was largely constructed between 1925 and 1930.  
Although the Subject Property's neighborhood is indirectly related to the PPIE as an event 
that increased the development in the area, the Subject Property does not retain any 
elements that express this relationship to the historical event of the PPIE. The area does 
not appear to be directly associated with any other significant historical events, and 
therefore, the Subject Property is not considered significant under Criterion 1.      
 
The Subject Property's builder, Severin Steinauer, is listed in Building and Engineering 
News as a general contractor, and built several single- and multi-family residences within 
the Northwest quadrant of the city, including: remodeling 507 Steiner Street (1922), and 
constructing 10th Avenue (1922), 1709 Fillmore (1922), and the dwelling adjacent to the 
Subject Property at 3633 Divisadero Street (1927). It appears  from historic building records 
that the entire 3600 block of Divisadero, between North Point and Beach Street, may have 
been bought and developed by Steinauer in 1927 and 1928. This is further hypothesized 
by the Block/Lot records, where the entire Block (0919) contains a single Lot number (001), 
which was subsequently divided into 7 parcels at an unknown date.  The 1950s Sanborn 
maps also support this theory, as the buildings at that time show a consistent pattern of 
massing, architectural elements, and uses; which is consistent with the development 
patterns that followed the PPIE. Despite 3627 Divisadero Street's potential connection to a 
distinct tract of development, Steinauer is not considered a master of the field. The Subject 
Property is the only structure on the block that retains its original massing and form, but is 
not distinct enough to warrant individual listing (Criterion 3).   
 
(Continued)


  Signature of a Senior Preservation Planner / Preservation Coordinator: Date:


Allison K. Vanderslice Digitally signed by Allison K. Vanderslice 
Date: 2019.07.25 11:10:32 -07'00'







3627 Divisadero Street 
2018-017375ENV 


PTR Evaluation 
PTR Continuation  


The other structures on the block, that may have been included within this development by Steinauer, 
lack material, design, and massing integrity, and as such, would not comprise a district (Criterion 3). 


The Subject Property was sold to a German immigrant, Paul Scharrenberg, in 1928 shortly after the 
property’s construction. Scharrenberg is considered significant within local, state, and national historic 
contexts; most notably, for his work in the Labor Movement during the first half of the Twentieth 
Century. He was an activist (for white male laborers) in the American Seamen’s Union (also known as 
the International Seamen’s Union of America; affiliated with the American Federation of Labor and 
International Transport Workers’ Federation) headquartered at 44-46 East Street in San Francisco and 
became the business manager and editor of their weekly newsletter, the Seamen’s Journal in 1912.1  
Scharrenberg was active in the California State Federation of Labor from the early 1900s, and became 
their Secretary (reelected annually) from 1910 to 1936. Scharrenberg temporarily left San Francisco to 
be the Legislative Representative of the American Federation of Labor in Washington, D.C., (1937-1943), 
and in his absence, his daughter lived in the Subject Property and kept the residence in the family until 
1947. In addition to his Labor work, Paul Scharrenberg was a member of the Commission of Immigration 
and Housing; the San Francisco Planning Commission; and the State Board of Harbor Commissioners, 
where he “reiterate[d] the old demand for an extension of the Chinese Exclusion Act so as to bar all 
Asiatics.”2 Scharrenberg stated that he felt “most at home among professional men and other elitist 
labor leaders, rather that the workers”, which may be a clue as to why he – as an immigrant himself – 
was an avid proponent for racial exclusion, which perhaps strengthened his identity within California’s 
prominent class (p.220).3 However, despite Scharrenberg’s significant influence on local, state, and 
national Labor politics, the Subject Property is not illustrative of these feats. The Subject Property was 
owned and occupied by Scharrenberg from 1928 to 1937, during the time when he was most active, but 
there is no evidence that the property was directly tied to any of his gains (Criterion 2), which may be 
more closely affiliated with his office address at 965 Mission Street.  


The Subject Property was owned by only one other family, the Rebizzo’s, who owned and operated the 
machinery manufactory M. Rebizzo & Co. Neither the company nor the members of the Rebizzo family 
appear to have made significant contributions to history. 


Based on review by Department Preservation staff, 3627 Divisadero Street does not appear to be eligible 
for the California Register. Multiple districts have been identified within the area and the Subject 
Property’s block does not appear to have significance to warrant inclusion in any of the known districts. 
As a simple vernacular single-family residence, the Subject Property does not represent a significant 
development in this neighborhood, despite being associated with the PPIE, and was determined not to 
be significant for events (Criterion 1). The Subject Property does not significantly illustrate importance to 
any significant persons (Criterion 2) and is not the work of a master architect or builder (Criterion 3).  
The subject building is not significant under Criterion 4, since this significance criteria typically applies to 
rare construction types when involving the built environment. The subject building is not an example of  


                                                           
1 https://babel.hathitrust.org/cgi/pt?id=uiuo.ark:/13960/t1kh3d29v;view=1up;seq=291  
2 https://www.jstor.org/stable/1013831?seq=2#metadata_info_tab_contents 
3 Burki, M. M. (1971). Paul Scharrenberg: White Shirt Sailor. Ann Arbor, MI: The University of Rochester, University Microfilms.  



https://babel.hathitrust.org/cgi/pt?id=uiuo.ark:/13960/t1kh3d29v;view=1up;seq=291

https://www.jstor.org/stable/1013831?seq=2#metadata_info_tab_contents





3627 Divisadero Street 
2018-017375ENV 


PTR Evaluation 
 


a rare construction type (Criterion 4). Therefore, the Subject building is not eligible for listing in the 
California Register individually or as district contributor. Review of archeological resources is outside the 
scope of this evaluation and is done through the Department’s preliminary review process.  


Subject Property Photo 


 


 


 


  


Figure 1 - Subject Property, 2015. Courtesy: https://www.bing.com/maps 




























Preservation Team Meeting Date: Date of Form Completion 7/23/2019


PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW FORM


  PROJECT ISSUES:


 Is the subject Property an eligible historic resource? 


 If so, are the proposed changes a significant impact?


 Additional Notes:  


  PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW:


   Category:  A  B  C


Individual Historic District/Context


Property is individually eligible for inclusion in a 
California Register under one or more of the 
following Criteria: 


Property is in an eligible California Register 
Historic District/Context under one or more of 
the following Criteria: 


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Period of Significance: Period of Significance: 


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Contributor Non-Contributor


  PROJECT INFORMATION:


Planner: Address:


Michelle Taylor 5701 3rd Street


Block/Lot: Cross Streets:


5420/001 Kieth, Armstrong, 3rd Streets and Carroll Avenue


CEQA Category: Art. 10/11: BPA/Case No.:


B N/A 2019-006556PRJ


  PURPOSE OF REVIEW:   PROJECT DESCRIPTION:


CEQA Article 10/11 Preliminary/PIC Alteration Demo/New Construction


DATE OF PLANS UNDER REVIEW:







   Complies with the Secretary’s Standards/Art 10/Art 11:


   CEQA Material Impairment to the individual historic resource:


   CEQA Material Impairment to the historic district:


   Requires Design Revisions:


   Defer to Residential Design Team:


Yes No N/A


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


PRESERVATION TEAM COMMENTS:


According to Planning Department records and the Supplemental Information Form 
prepared by the Recreations and Park Department, Bay View Park K.C. Jones Playground at 
5701 3rd Street is a neighborhood park in the Bayview neighborhood.  In 1921 the Bay 
View playground and baseball field opened at 3rd Street and Jerrold Avenue but was later 
moved to its current location sometime before 1938.  Today, the Bay View Playground 
occupies a trapezoidal-shaped block bound by Armstrong Avenue to the north, Carroll 
Avenue to the south, Keith Street to the east, and 3rd Street to the west. In 2003, the park 
was renamed after Hall of Fame Basketball Star K.C. Jones, who grew up in the 
neighborhood.  
 
Site features of Bay View Park K.C. Jones Playground include a chain-link fence fronted by 
trees along the perimeter of the parcel. A baseball field occupies two-thirds of the park and 
features a backstop at Keith Street and Armstrong Avenue and a set of bleachers along 
Armstrong Avenue. The southern third of the park includes a playground, circulation, a 
restroom building, and a pool. Constructed in 2001, the Martin Luther King Pool building is 
a large, double-height two-story concrete building with a seam metal roof. According to 
the permit history and other records, the subject property has undergone several 
alterations since the park was relocated to its present site. Alterations to the built forms in 
the park include removal of tennis courts to accommodate the construction of outdoor 
swimming pool (c.1969), construction of restroom (1980), demolition of outdoor pool 
(1998), construction of Martin Luther King Pool building (2001), new playground (2004), 
and repairs and improvements to the restroom (2010). Alterations to landscape features 
include removal of a small ballfield at the corner of Carroll Ave. and Keith Street (pre-1969), 
and new circulation associated with new playground and pool (2004). 
 
The subject building is not eligible for individual listing in the California Register of 
Historical Resources under Criterion 1 (events), 2 (persons), 3 (architecture), or 4 
(information potential). According to the information provided, the subject property is not 
associated with significant events. Although the Bayview-Hunters Point, Area B Historic 
Context Statement (2010) identified Bay View Playground as the first playground and 
baseball field in the district, the park was subsequently removed and relocated to its 
current location prior to 1938.  The re-establishment of Bay View Park is not found to be 
sufficiently important to be significant under Criterion 1.  
(Continued)


  Signature of a Senior Preservation Planner / Preservation Coordinator: Date:


Allison K. Vanderslice Digitally signed by Allison K. Vanderslice 
Date: 2019.07.25 10:51:58 -07'00'







Bay View Park K.C. Jones Playground 
5701 3rd Street, San Francisco 


Continuation Sheet 
 
No person associated with the establishment is significant to history. Although named after K.C. 
Jones, his use of the park while residing in the neighborhood would not be considered a 
significant association. Therefore, the property does not appear significant under Criterion 2. 
Architecturally, the park features a simple design that has undergone several alterations since 
construction including the construction of the Martin Luther King Pool at the south end of the 
subject property. The landscape design of the subject property is not associated with a master 
architect or builder and therefore it is not eligible for listing under criterion 3. Based upon a 
review of information in the Departments records, the subject property is not significant under 
Criterion 4 since this significance criterion typically applies to rare construction types when 
involving the built environment. The subject property is not an example of a rare construction 
type. Assessment of archeological sensitivity is undertaken through the Department’s 
Preliminary Archeological Review process and is outside the scope of this review. 
 
The subject property is located across the street from one Category A property: the Lurie 
Company building at 5700 3rd Street (5429/002) identified in the 2006 South Bayshore Area 
Plan.  Bay View Park K.C. Jones Playground does not appear to be located in an eligible historic 
district. The building stock in this portion of the Bayview Neighborhood Avenue include a mix of 
light manufacturing and residential buildings built between 1923 and 2010. The residential 
buildings vary in style and type and include two-story detached residential buildings to 5-story 
apartment buildings. The subject property and the neighboring building stock do not possess 
sufficient architectural, historical significance or cohesion to identify as a historic district.  It 
should be noted that the property is located in the African American Arts and Cultural District, 
which is not an historic resource district for the purposes of CEQA review but was considered in 
the significance determination discussed above. 
 
 







 
Aerial view of Bay View Park K.C. Jones Playground 








CEQA Categorical Exemption Determination


PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION


Project Address


85 MIDCREST WAY


Block/Lot(s)


Project description for Planning Department approval.


Permit No.


Addition/ 


Alteration


Demolition (requires HRE for 


Category B Building)


New 


Construction


The proposed project would add approximately 400 square feet of habitable space underneath the existing 


building footprint consisting of a bathroom, closet, and a family room. With the proposed improvements, the 


finished building would be a 23-foot-tall, one-story over garage, single-family residence approximately 1,320 


square feet in size. The project would result in 8 cubic yards of excavation and the proposed improvements 


would be supported by a conventional spread footing foundation.


Case No.


2019-000600ENV


2822A035


 201812067576


STEP 1: EXEMPTION CLASS


The project has been determined to be categorically exempt under the California Environmental Quality 


Act (CEQA).


Class 1 - Existing Facilities. Interior and exterior alterations; additions under 10,000 sq. ft.


Class 3 - New Construction. Up to three new single-family residences or six dwelling units in one 


building; commercial/office structures; utility extensions; change of use under 10,000 sq. ft. if principally 


permitted or with a CU.


Class 32 - In-Fill Development. New Construction of seven or more units or additions greater than 


10,000 sq. ft. and meets the conditions described below:


(a) The project is consistent with the applicable general plan designation and all applicable general plan 


policies as well as with applicable zoning designation and regulations.


(b) The proposed development occurs within city limits on a project site of no more than 5 acres 


substantially surrounded by urban uses.


(c) The project site has no value as habitat for endangered rare or threatened species.


(d) Approval of the project would not result in any significant effects relating to traffic, noise, air quality, or 


water quality.


(e) The site can be adequately served by all required utilities and public services.


FOR ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING USE ONLY


Class ____







STEP 2: CEQA IMPACTS
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Air Quality: Would the project add new sensitive receptors (specifically, schools, day care facilities, 


hospitals, residential dwellings, and senior-care facilities within an Air Pollution Exposure Zone? Does the 


project have the potential to emit substantial pollutant concentrations (e.g., backup diesel generators, 


heavy industry, diesel trucks, etc.)? (refer to EP _ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Air Pollution 


Exposure Zone)


Hazardous Materials: If the project site is located on the Maher map or is suspected of containing 


hazardous materials (based on a previous use such as gas station, auto repair, dry cleaners, or heavy 


manufacturing, or a site with underground storage tanks): Would the project involve 50 cubic yards or 


more of soil disturbance ‐ or a change of use from industrial to residential? 


if the applicant presents documentation of enrollment in the San Francisco Department of Public Health 


(DPH) Maher program, a DPH waiver from the Maher program, or other documentation from 


Environmental Planning staff that hazardous material effects would be less than significant (refer to 


EP_ArcMap > Maher layer).


Transportation: Does the project involve a child care facility or school with 30 or more students, or a 


location 1,500 sq. ft. or greater? Does the project have the potential to adversely affect transit, pedestrian 


and/or bicycle safety (hazards) or the adequacy of nearby transit, pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities?


Archeological Resources: Would the project result in soil disturbance/modification greater than two


(2) feet below grade in an archeological sensitive area or eight (8) feet in a non -archeological sensitive


area? If yes, archeo review is requried (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > 


Archeological Sensitive Area)


Subdivision/Lot Line Adjustment: Does the project site involve a subdivision or lot line adjustment


on a lot with a slope average of 20% or more? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >


Topography). If yes, Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Slope = or > 25%: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion greater


than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or more of


soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Topography) If box is


checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Seismic: Landslide Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion


greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or  more 


of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Seismic Hazard Zones) 


If box is checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Seismic: Liquefaction Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage


expansion greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50  cubic 


yards or more of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >


Seismic Hazard Zones) If box is checked, a geotechnical report will likely be required and Environmental 


Planning must issue the exemption.


Comments and Planner Signature (optional): Don Lewis


A preliminary geotechnical report was prepared by Geotechnia dated 6/4/2019.







STEP 3: PROPERTY STATUS - HISTORIC RESOURCE
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


PROPERTY IS ONE OF THE FOLLOWING: (refer to Property Information Map)


Category A: Known Historical Resource. GO TO STEP 5.


Category B: Potential Historical Resource (over 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 4.


Category C: Not a Historical Resource or Not Age Eligible (under 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 6.


STEP 4: PROPOSED WORK CHECKLIST


TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Check all that apply to the project.


1. Change of use and new construction. Tenant improvements not included.


2. Regular maintenance or repair to correct or repair deterioration, decay, or damage to building.


3. Window replacement that meets the Department’s Window Replacement Standards. Does not include


storefront window alterations.


4. Garage work. A new opening that meets the Guidelines for Adding Garages and Curb Cuts, and/or


replacement of a garage door in an existing opening that meets the Residential Design Guidelines.


5. Deck, terrace construction, or fences not visible from any immediately adjacent public right-of-way.


6. Mechanical equipment installation that is not visible from any immediately adjacent public 


right-of-way.


7. Dormer installation that meets the requirements for exemption from public notification under Zoning


Administrator Bulletin No. 3: Dormer Windows.


8. Addition(s) that are not visible from any immediately adjacent public right -of-way for 150 feet in each


direction; does not extend vertically beyond the floor level of the top story of the structure or is only a


single story in height; does not have a footprint that is more than 50% larger than that of the original


building; and does not cause the removal of architectural significant roofing features.


Note: Project Planner must check box below before proceeding.


Project is not listed. GO TO STEP 5.


Project does not conform to the scopes of work. GO TO STEP 5.


Project involves four or more work descriptions. GO TO STEP 5.


Project involves less than four work descriptions. GO TO STEP 6.


STEP 5: CEQA IMPACTS - ADVANCED HISTORICAL REVIEW
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Check all that apply to the project.


1. Project involves a known historical resource (CEQA Category A) as determined by Step 3 and


conforms entirely to proposed work checklist in Step 4.


2. Interior alterations to publicly accessible spaces.


3. Window replacement of original/historic windows that are not “in-kind” but are consistent with


existing historic character.


4. Façade/storefront alterations that do not remove, alter, or obscure character-defining features.


5. Raising the building in a manner that does not remove, alter, or obscure character -defining


features.


6. Restoration based upon documented evidence of a building’s historic condition, such as historic


photographs, plans, physical evidence, or similar buildings.







7. Addition(s), including mechanical equipment that are minimally visible from a public right -of-way


and meet the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation .


8. Other work consistent with the Secretary of the Interior Standards for the Treatment of Historic 


Properties (specify or add comments):


9. Other work that would not materially impair a historic district (specify or add comments):


(Requires approval by Senior Preservation Planner/Preservation Coordinator)


10. Reclassification of property status. (Requires approval by Senior Preservation 


Planner/Preservation


Reclassify to Category A


a. Per HRER or PTR dated


b. Other (specify):


(attach HRER or PTR)


Reclassify to Category C


07/22/2019


Reclassify to Category C as per PTR form signed on  7/22/19.


Note: If ANY box in STEP 5 above is checked, a Preservation Planner MUST sign below.


Project can proceed with categorical exemption review. The project has been reviewed by the


Preservation Planner and can proceed with categorical exemption review. GO TO STEP 6.


Comments (optional):


Preservation Planner Signature: Charles Enchill


TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


STEP 6: CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION DETERMINATION


Project Approval Action: Signature:


If Discretionary Review before the Planning Commission is requested,


the Discretionary Review hearing is the Approval Action for the  project.


Once signed or stamped and dated, this document constitutes a categorical exemption pursuant to CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 


31of the Administrative Code.


In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of an exemption determination can only be 


filed within 30 days of the project receiving the approval action.


Please note that other approval actions may be required for the project. Please contact the assigned planner for these approvals.


Charles Enchill


07/23/2019


No further environmental review is required. The project is categorically exempt under CEQA.


There are no unusual circumstances that would result in a reasonable possibility of a significant 


effect.


Building Permit







TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


STEP 7: MODIFICATION OF A CEQA EXEMPT PROJECT


In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, when a California Environmental


Quality Act (CEQA) exempt project changes after the Approval Action and requires a subsequent approval, the


Environmental Review Officer (or his or her designee) must determine whether the proposed change 


constitutes a substantial modification of that project. This checklist shall be used to determine whether the 


proposed changes to the approved project would constitute a “substantial modification” and, therefore, be 


subject to additional environmental review pursuant to CEQA.


PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION


Project Address (If different than front page) Block/Lot(s) (If different than 


front page)


Case No. Previous Building Permit No. New Building Permit No.


Plans Dated Previous Approval Action New Approval Action


85 MIDCREST WAY


2019-000600PRJ


Building Permit


2822A/035


 201812067576


Modified Project Description:


DETERMINATION IF PROJECT CONSTITUTES SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION


Compared to the approved project, would the modified project:


Result in expansion of the building envelope, as defined in the Planning Code;


Result in the change of use that would require public notice under Planning Code


Sections 311 or 312;


Result in demolition as defined under Planning Code Section 317 or 19005(f)?


Is any information being presented that was not known and could not have been known


at the time of the original determination, that shows the originally approved project may


no longer qualify for the exemption?


If at least one of the above boxes is checked, further environmental review is required.


DETERMINATION OF NO SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION


Planner Name:


The proposed modification would not result in any of the above changes.


If this box is checked, the proposed modifications are categorically exempt under CEQA, in accordance with prior project


approval and no additional environmental review is required. This determination shall be posted on the Planning Department 


website and office and mailed to the applicant, City approving entities, and anyone requesting written notice. In accordance 


with Chapter 31, Sec 31.08j of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of this determination can be filed within 10 


days of posting of this determination.


Date:







Preservation Team Meeting Date: Date of Form Completion 7/9/2019


PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW FORM


  PROJECT ISSUES:


 Is the subject Property an eligible historic resource? 


 If so, are the proposed changes a significant impact?


 Additional Notes:  


Submitted: Supplemental Application prepared by Architect Nana Koami (dated Dec 
2018). 
 


  PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW:


   Category:  A  B  C


Individual Historic District/Context


Property is individually eligible for inclusion in a 
California Register under one or more of the 
following Criteria: 


Property is in an eligible California Register 
Historic District/Context under one or more of 
the following Criteria: 


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Period of Significance: Period of Significance: 


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


n/a


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


n/a


Contributor Non-Contributor


  PROJECT INFORMATION:


Planner: Address:


Charles Enchill 85 Midcrest Way


Block/Lot: Cross Streets:


2822A/035 Cityview Way and Panorama Drive


CEQA Category: Art. 10/11: BPA/Case No.:


B n/a 2019-000600ENV


  PURPOSE OF REVIEW:   PROJECT DESCRIPTION:


CEQA Article 10/11 Preliminary/PIC Alteration Demo/New Construction


DATE OF PLANS UNDER REVIEW: n/a







   Complies with the Secretary’s Standards/Art 10/Art 11:


   CEQA Material Impairment to the individual historic resource:


   CEQA Material Impairment to the historic district:


   Requires Design Revisions:


   Defer to Residential Design Team:


Yes No N/A


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


PRESERVATION TEAM COMMENTS:


        According to the Supplemental Application prepared by Architect Nana Koami (dated 
Dec 2018), and information in the Planning Department files, the subject property at 85 
Midcrest Way contains a two-story, wood-framed, residential building with stucco exterior 
located in the Twin Peaks neighborhood. The subject building, constructed in 1962 
(Assessor's Record), is at the front of lot which slopes steeply upward to the west.  The 
sidewalk and Midcrest Way slope steeply upward to the north. The subject building was 
built in the Contractor Modern style as part of a later infill development to the Midtown 
Terrace Subdivision. The street facade consists of a large horizontal volume above 
supported below to the right by garage and covered entry and to the left by concrete 
columns, resulting in an exterior void space below. The architect is unknown. Staff can 
presume the builder was Twin Peaks Construction and Development Company owned by 
the Gellert Brothers (Carl and Fred) as they developed approximately 1000 homes for the 
subdivision. The Gellert Brothers also constructed 79 Midcrest Way (Case No. 2014.1254E), 
which was one of six nearly identical homes grouped together on the west side of Midcrest 
Way. The earliest known owner wasn't until 1972 by Pierre A. Loustalet who worked as a 
firefighter. Loustalet owned the property until 1997 until he sold it to Diane Richmond and 
Joann Thompson of unknown occupation. Permitted exterior alterations visible from 
Midcrest Way include: re-roofing (1999) and six replacement windows (2001). 
       Department preservation staff have determined that 85 Midcrest Way does not 
appear to be eligible for listing in the California Register. No known historic events have 
occurred at the subject property that have made a significant contribution to the local, 
regional, state, or national levels (Criterion 1). None of the owners or occupants of the 
subject property are known to be important to history (Criterion 2). While the property was 
developed by the Gellert Brothers who were master builders, the subject building is not 
architecturally distinct such that it would qualify individually for listing in the California 
Register under Criterion 3. Furthermore, previous evaluation (Case No. 2014.1254E) 
determined 79 Midcrest Way and the nearly identical buildings at that time, to be of 
unremarkable character. 
        Based upon a review of information in the Department's records, the subject building 
is not significant under Criterion 4 since this significance criterion typically applies to rare 
construction types when involving the built environment. The subject building is not an 
example of a rare construction type. Assessment of archaeological sensitivity is undertaken 
 
(see continuation sheet)


  Signature of a Senior Preservation Planner / Preservation Coordinator: Date:
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through the Department’s Preliminary Archaeological Review process and is outside the scope of this 


review. 


 


Therefore, the Planning Department Preservation staff has determined the subject building is not 


eligible for listing in the California Register, either individually or as part of a district contributor. 


 


 
View southwest of 85 Midcrest Way (Google Street View).  


 


 


 












CEQA Categorical Exemption Determination


PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION


Project Address


578 NAPLES ST


Block/Lot(s)


Project description for Planning Department approval.


Permit No.


Addition/ 


Alteration


Demolition (requires HRE for 


Category B Building)


New 


Construction


REAR & FRONT ADDITIONS TO A 2-FAMILY RESIDENCE. INTERIOR ALTERATIONS;NEW DECKS AND 


STAIRS AT REAR YARD. Proposed project would create an approximately 35 foot tall, 4,043 square foot, two 


unit building.


Case No.


2018-011890ENV


6089017


201808177728


STEP 1: EXEMPTION CLASS


The project has been determined to be categorically exempt under the California Environmental Quality 


Act (CEQA).


Class 1 - Existing Facilities. Interior and exterior alterations; additions under 10,000 sq. ft.


Class 3 - New Construction. Up to three new single-family residences or six dwelling units in one 


building; commercial/office structures; utility extensions; change of use under 10,000 sq. ft. if principally 


permitted or with a CU.


Class 32 - In-Fill Development. New Construction of seven or more units or additions greater than 


10,000 sq. ft. and meets the conditions described below:


(a) The project is consistent with the applicable general plan designation and all applicable general plan 


policies as well as with applicable zoning designation and regulations.


(b) The proposed development occurs within city limits on a project site of no more than 5 acres 


substantially surrounded by urban uses.


(c) The project site has no value as habitat for endangered rare or threatened species.


(d) Approval of the project would not result in any significant effects relating to traffic, noise, air quality, or 


water quality.


(e) The site can be adequately served by all required utilities and public services.


FOR ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING USE ONLY


Class ____







STEP 2: CEQA IMPACTS
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Air Quality: Would the project add new sensitive receptors (specifically, schools, day care facilities, 


hospitals, residential dwellings, and senior-care facilities within an Air Pollution Exposure Zone? Does the 


project have the potential to emit substantial pollutant concentrations (e.g., backup diesel generators, 


heavy industry, diesel trucks, etc.)? (refer to EP _ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Air Pollution 


Exposure Zone)


Hazardous Materials: If the project site is located on the Maher map or is suspected of containing 


hazardous materials (based on a previous use such as gas station, auto repair, dry cleaners, or heavy 


manufacturing, or a site with underground storage tanks): Would the project involve 50 cubic yards or 


more of soil disturbance ‐ or a change of use from industrial to residential? 


if the applicant presents documentation of enrollment in the San Francisco Department of Public Health 


(DPH) Maher program, a DPH waiver from the Maher program, or other documentation from 


Environmental Planning staff that hazardous material effects would be less than significant (refer to 


EP_ArcMap > Maher layer).


Transportation: Does the project involve a child care facility or school with 30 or more students, or a 


location 1,500 sq. ft. or greater? Does the project have the potential to adversely affect transit, pedestrian 


and/or bicycle safety (hazards) or the adequacy of nearby transit, pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities?


Archeological Resources: Would the project result in soil disturbance/modification greater than two


(2) feet below grade in an archeological sensitive area or eight (8) feet in a non -archeological sensitive


area? If yes, archeo review is requried (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > 


Archeological Sensitive Area)


Subdivision/Lot Line Adjustment: Does the project site involve a subdivision or lot line adjustment


on a lot with a slope average of 20% or more? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >


Topography). If yes, Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Slope = or > 25%: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion greater


than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or more of


soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Topography) If box is


checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Seismic: Landslide Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion


greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or  more 


of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Seismic Hazard Zones) 


If box is checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Seismic: Liquefaction Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage


expansion greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50  cubic 


yards or more of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >


Seismic Hazard Zones) If box is checked, a geotechnical report will likely be required and Environmental 


Planning must issue the exemption.


Comments and Planner Signature (optional): Laura Lynch







STEP 3: PROPERTY STATUS - HISTORIC RESOURCE
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


PROPERTY IS ONE OF THE FOLLOWING: (refer to Property Information Map)


Category A: Known Historical Resource. GO TO STEP 5.


Category B: Potential Historical Resource (over 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 4.


Category C: Not a Historical Resource or Not Age Eligible (under 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 6.


STEP 4: PROPOSED WORK CHECKLIST


TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Check all that apply to the project.


1. Change of use and new construction. Tenant improvements not included.


2. Regular maintenance or repair to correct or repair deterioration, decay, or damage to building.


3. Window replacement that meets the Department’s Window Replacement Standards. Does not include


storefront window alterations.


4. Garage work. A new opening that meets the Guidelines for Adding Garages and Curb Cuts, and/or


replacement of a garage door in an existing opening that meets the Residential Design Guidelines.


5. Deck, terrace construction, or fences not visible from any immediately adjacent public right-of-way.


6. Mechanical equipment installation that is not visible from any immediately adjacent public 


right-of-way.


7. Dormer installation that meets the requirements for exemption from public notification under Zoning


Administrator Bulletin No. 3: Dormer Windows.


8. Addition(s) that are not visible from any immediately adjacent public right -of-way for 150 feet in each


direction; does not extend vertically beyond the floor level of the top story of the structure or is only a


single story in height; does not have a footprint that is more than 50% larger than that of the original


building; and does not cause the removal of architectural significant roofing features.


Note: Project Planner must check box below before proceeding.


Project is not listed. GO TO STEP 5.


Project does not conform to the scopes of work. GO TO STEP 5.


Project involves four or more work descriptions. GO TO STEP 5.


Project involves less than four work descriptions. GO TO STEP 6.


STEP 5: CEQA IMPACTS - ADVANCED HISTORICAL REVIEW
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Check all that apply to the project.


1. Project involves a known historical resource (CEQA Category A) as determined by Step 3 and


conforms entirely to proposed work checklist in Step 4.


2. Interior alterations to publicly accessible spaces.


3. Window replacement of original/historic windows that are not “in-kind” but are consistent with


existing historic character.


4. Façade/storefront alterations that do not remove, alter, or obscure character-defining features.


5. Raising the building in a manner that does not remove, alter, or obscure character -defining


features.


6. Restoration based upon documented evidence of a building’s historic condition, such as historic


photographs, plans, physical evidence, or similar buildings.







7. Addition(s), including mechanical equipment that are minimally visible from a public right -of-way


and meet the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation .


8. Other work consistent with the Secretary of the Interior Standards for the Treatment of Historic 


Properties (specify or add comments):


9. Other work that would not materially impair a historic district (specify or add comments):


(Requires approval by Senior Preservation Planner/Preservation Coordinator)


10. Reclassification of property status. (Requires approval by Senior Preservation 


Planner/Preservation


Reclassify to Category A


a. Per HRER or PTR dated


b. Other (specify):


(attach HRER or PTR)


Reclassify to Category C


07/22/2019


Reclassify to Category C as per PTR form signed on 7/22/19.


Note: If ANY box in STEP 5 above is checked, a Preservation Planner MUST sign below.


Project can proceed with categorical exemption review. The project has been reviewed by the


Preservation Planner and can proceed with categorical exemption review. GO TO STEP 6.


Comments (optional):


Preservation Planner Signature: Charles Enchill


TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


STEP 6: CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION DETERMINATION


Project Approval Action: Signature:


If Discretionary Review before the Planning Commission is requested,


the Discretionary Review hearing is the Approval Action for the  project.


Once signed or stamped and dated, this document constitutes a categorical exemption pursuant to CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 


31of the Administrative Code.


In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of an exemption determination can only be 


filed within 30 days of the project receiving the approval action.


Please note that other approval actions may be required for the project. Please contact the assigned planner for these approvals.


Charles Enchill


07/23/2019


No further environmental review is required. The project is categorically exempt under CEQA.


There are no unusual circumstances that would result in a reasonable possibility of a significant 


effect.


Building Permit







TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


STEP 7: MODIFICATION OF A CEQA EXEMPT PROJECT


In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, when a California Environmental


Quality Act (CEQA) exempt project changes after the Approval Action and requires a subsequent approval, the


Environmental Review Officer (or his or her designee) must determine whether the proposed change 


constitutes a substantial modification of that project. This checklist shall be used to determine whether the 


proposed changes to the approved project would constitute a “substantial modification” and, therefore, be 


subject to additional environmental review pursuant to CEQA.


PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION


Project Address (If different than front page) Block/Lot(s) (If different than 


front page)


Case No. Previous Building Permit No. New Building Permit No.


Plans Dated Previous Approval Action New Approval Action


578 NAPLES ST


2018-011890PRJ


Building Permit


6089/017


201808177728


Modified Project Description:


DETERMINATION IF PROJECT CONSTITUTES SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION


Compared to the approved project, would the modified project:


Result in expansion of the building envelope, as defined in the Planning Code;


Result in the change of use that would require public notice under Planning Code


Sections 311 or 312;


Result in demolition as defined under Planning Code Section 317 or 19005(f)?


Is any information being presented that was not known and could not have been known


at the time of the original determination, that shows the originally approved project may


no longer qualify for the exemption?


If at least one of the above boxes is checked, further environmental review is required.


DETERMINATION OF NO SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION


Planner Name:


The proposed modification would not result in any of the above changes.


If this box is checked, the proposed modifications are categorically exempt under CEQA, in accordance with prior project


approval and no additional environmental review is required. This determination shall be posted on the Planning Department 


website and office and mailed to the applicant, City approving entities, and anyone requesting written notice. In accordance 


with Chapter 31, Sec 31.08j of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of this determination can be filed within 10 


days of posting of this determination.


Date:







Preservation Team Meeting Date: Date of Form Completion 6/24/2019


PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW FORM


  PROJECT ISSUES:


 Is the subject Property an eligible historic resource? 


 If so, are the proposed changes a significant impact?


 Additional Notes:  


Submitted: Supplemental Application, prepared by Patrick Mora (dated February 2019). 


  PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW:


   Category:  A  B  C


Individual Historic District/Context


Property is individually eligible for inclusion in a 
California Register under one or more of the 
following Criteria: 


Property is in an eligible California Register 
Historic District/Context under one or more of 
the following Criteria: 


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Period of Significance: Period of Significance: 


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


n/a


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


n/a


Contributor Non-Contributor


  PROJECT INFORMATION:


Planner: Address:


Charles Enchill  578 Naples Street


Block/Lot: Cross Streets:


6089/017 Russia Avenue


CEQA Category: Art. 10/11: BPA/Case No.:


B n/a 2018-011890ENV


  PURPOSE OF REVIEW:   PROJECT DESCRIPTION:


CEQA Article 10/11 Preliminary/PIC Alteration Demo/New Construction


DATE OF PLANS UNDER REVIEW:







   Complies with the Secretary’s Standards/Art 10/Art 11:


   CEQA Material Impairment to the individual historic resource:


   CEQA Material Impairment to the historic district:


   Requires Design Revisions:


   Defer to Residential Design Team:


Yes No N/A


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


PRESERVATION TEAM COMMENTS:


        According to the Supplemental Application, prepared by Architect Patrick Mora (dated 
February 2019) and information in the planning department files, the subject property at 
578 Naples Street contains a three story, wood-frame, residential building with front gable 
roof located in the Excelsior neighborhood. The building was constructed in 1904 
(Assessor's Record) as a vernacular cottage. The architect and builder are unknown. The 
visible ground floor consists of horizontal rustic siding. At center is an entrance to the 
ground floor unit. A pair of double-hung aluminum windows are to the left and a single 
aluminum double-hung window to the right. Wood stairs begin in the front yard and lead 
up to the second story which is clad in narrower horizontal siding. To the left is a canted 
bay with three double-hung aluminum windows and to the right is an aluminum slider. 
The third floor is shingle-clad with what appears to be a large awning window at center. 
The earliest owner and occupant was Peter D. Sherman who worked as a foreman and 
owned the property prior to construction until 1914. 1907 Block Books show Sherman 
owning one large parcel at the north corner of Russia Avenue and Naples Street before 
subdivision and the resulting subject property. Residential construction prior to 1906 was 
done by individual carpenters and families as opposed to major builders and developers 
(Excelsior and Portola Historic Context Statement), but there is no indication that Sherman 
developed this corner of the block. Permitted exterior alterations visible from Naples Street 
include: house raise and new concrete foundation (1911), raise foundation 12 inches and 
repair of front stairs(1970), repair of front stair guardrails (2017), five replacement double-
hung aluminum windows and repair of front stairs (2018). 
        Department preservation staff have determined that 578 Naples Street does not 
appear to be eligible for listing in the California Register. While the property was 
constructed in 1904 (Assessor's Record) during the early residential development period 
(1864-1906) for the neighborhood (Excelsior and Portola Historic Context Statement) it is 
not representative of the earliest development pattern. No known historic events have 
occurred at the subject property that have made a significant contribution to the local, 
regional, state, or national levels (Criterion 1). None of the owners and occupants are 
known as having made lasting contributions to local, state, or national history (Criterion 2). 
The building is a very modest example of an Edwardian-era vernacular cottage and does 
not embody distinctive characteristics of its type that it would qualify individually for 
listing in under Criterion 3. 
         
(see continuation sheet)


  Signature of a Senior Preservation Planner / Preservation Coordinator: Date:







Preservation Team Review Form 578 Naples Street 
Continuation Sheet 
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Based upon a review of information in the Department’s records, the subject building is not significant 
under Criterion 4, since this significance criterion typically applies to rare construction types when 
involving the built environment. The subject building is not an example of a rare construction type. 
Assessment of archaeological sensitivity is undertaken through the Department’s Preliminary 
Archaeological Review process and is outside the scope of this review. 
 
The subject property is not located within the boundaries of any identified historic district and the 
immediate area consists largely of single-family homes constructed between 1900 and 1930 that lack 
architectural cohesion and integrity overall.  
 
Therefore, the Planning Department Preservation staff has determined the subject building is not 


eligible for listing in the California Register, either individually or as part of a district contributor. 


 


 
View west of 578 Naples Street (San Francisco MLS).  


 


 


 











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

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

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR BREED, BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGREE ON PLAN TO ALLOW FOR

AFFORDABLE AND EDUCATOR HOUSING ON PUBLIC LANDS
Date: Thursday, July 25, 2019 10:00:52 AM
Attachments: 7.24.19 Housing Rezoning Joint Statement.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 24, 2019 3:40 PM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR BREED, BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGREE ON PLAN TO
ALLOW FOR AFFORDABLE AND EDUCATOR HOUSING ON PUBLIC LANDS
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, July 24, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR BREED, BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGREE ON
PLAN TO ALLOW FOR AFFORDABLE AND EDUCATOR

HOUSING ON PUBLIC LANDS
Initiative ordinance introduced by four members of the Board will move forward for

November ballot with agreement to adopt key elements of Mayor’s proposal to allow height
increases to increase feasibility of sites and ensure educator housing project at Francis Scott

Key is rezoned
 

San Francisco, CA — Today Mayor London N. Breed and Supervisors Sandra Fewer, Aaron
Peskin, Matt Haney, and Shamann Walton announced that an agreement has been reached on
moving forward a plan to rezone public lands and large lots to allow for 100% affordable
housing and educator housing. To accomplish this, the initiative ordinance put forward by four
members of the Board will move forward for the November election. The Board will
legislatively adopt key elements from the Mayor’s proposal, including the allowance for 10
extra feet of height on 40 foot parcels and modifying the unit requirements of their measure to
ensure that the Francis Scott Key educator housing project and other similar projects are able
to benefit from the rezoning. As part of this agreement, the Mayor will withdraw her

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:Frank.Fung@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:richhillissf@gmail.com
mailto:aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:andrew@tefarch.com
mailto:kate.black@sfgov.org
mailto:kate.black@sfgov.org
mailto:dianematsuda@hotmail.com
mailto:jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:rsejohns@yahoo.com
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/



OFFICE OF THE MAYOR  LONDON N. BREED 
 SAN FRANCISCO                                                                    MAYOR  
     
 


 


1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, ROOM 200 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681 


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 
 


 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Wednesday, July 24, 2019 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
MAYOR BREED, BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGREE ON PLAN 
TO ALLOW FOR AFFORDABLE AND EDUCATOR HOUSING 


ON PUBLIC LANDS 
Initiative ordinance introduced by four members of the Board will move forward for November 
ballot with agreement to adopt key elements of Mayor’s proposal to allow height increases to 


increase feasibility of sites and ensure educator housing project at Francis Scott Key is rezoned 
 


San Francisco, CA — Today Mayor London N. Breed and Supervisors Sandra Fewer, Aaron 
Peskin, Matt Haney, and Shamann Walton announced that an agreement has been reached on 
moving forward a plan to rezone public lands and large lots to allow for 100% affordable 
housing and educator housing. To accomplish this, the initiative ordinance put forward by four 
members of the Board will move forward for the November election. The Board will 
legislatively adopt key elements from the Mayor’s proposal, including the allowance for 10 extra 
feet of height on 40 foot parcels and modifying the unit requirements of their measure to ensure 
that the Francis Scott Key educator housing project and other similar projects are able to benefit 
from the rezoning. As part of this agreement, the Mayor will withdraw her ordinance and support 
the Supervisors’ initiative.  
 
Mayor Breed and the four Supervisors released the following joint statement about the 
agreement:  
 
“We have too many people who can’t afford to live in this City and we need to build more 
affordable housing for everyone struggling with high housing costs. Working together, we have 
already put forward the largest affordable housing bond in the City’s history to provide more 
funding for low- and middle-income housing, but we also need to find more places to build that 
housing. Through this plan, we can open up more sites across our entire city for badly needed 
affordable and educator housing. We have more work to do to create more affordable housing in 
this City, but this agreement is a great step forward in our efforts to build homes for people in 
San Francisco.” 
 
The Mayor and four members of the Board had introduced separate rezoning measures for the 
November ballot that, while broadly similar, had some key differences. The agreement pulls 
together key provisions from both measures into one and allows a single ballot measure to move 
forward for November. The Board is currently drafting legislation to incorporate elements of the 
Mayor’s proposal and will introduce that legislation after summer recess.  
 


### 







ordinance and support the Supervisors’ initiative.
 
Mayor Breed and the four Supervisors released the following joint statement about the
agreement:
 
“We have too many people who can’t afford to live in this City and we need to build more
affordable housing for everyone struggling with high housing costs. Working together, we
have already put forward the largest affordable housing bond in the City’s history to provide
more funding for low- and middle-income housing, but we also need to find more places to
build that housing. Through this plan, we can open up more sites across our entire city for
badly needed affordable and educator housing. We have more work to do to create more
affordable housing in this City, but this agreement is a great step forward in our efforts to
build homes for people in San Francisco.”
 
The Mayor and four members of the Board had introduced separate rezoning measures for the
November ballot that, while broadly similar, had some key differences. The agreement pulls
together key provisions from both measures into one and allows a single ballot measure to
move forward for November. The Board is currently drafting legislation to incorporate
elements of the Mayor’s proposal and will introduce that legislation after summer recess.
 

###



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

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

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES $35 MILLION IN TAX CREDITS TO CREATE

JOBS AND INVEST IN NONPROFITS AND BUSINESSES
Date: Thursday, July 25, 2019 9:55:04 AM
Attachments: 7.25.19 New Markets Tax Credit Program.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Thursday, July 25, 2019 8:06 AM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES $35 MILLION IN TAX CREDITS
TO CREATE JOBS AND INVEST IN NONPROFITS AND BUSINESSES
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, July 25, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES $35 MILLION IN

TAX CREDITS TO CREATE JOBS AND INVEST IN
NONPROFITS AND BUSINESSES

The New Markets Tax Credits will help organizations in low-income communities access
funding and revitalize historically underinvested communities

 

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced the San Francisco
Community Investment Fund received new tax credits, which will help create quality jobs and
improve the lives of residents in low-income communities throughout the City. The New
Markets Tax Credits are designed to help nonprofits and businesses that serve San Francisco’s
most economically distressed communities secure flexible, low-cost financing.

 

The $35 million in New Markets Tax Credits will be invested in a range of projects and
organizations located in or serving low-income communities, including manufacturing, retail,
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Thursday, July 25, 2019 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES $35 MILLION IN 


TAX CREDITS TO CREATE JOBS AND INVEST IN 
NONPROFITS AND BUSINESSES 


The New Markets Tax Credits will help organizations in low-income communities access funding 
and revitalize historically underinvested communities 


 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced the San Francisco Community 
Investment Fund received new tax credits, which will help create quality jobs and improve the 
lives of residents in low-income communities throughout the City. The New Markets Tax Credits 
are designed to help nonprofits and businesses that serve San Francisco’s most economically 
distressed communities secure flexible, low-cost financing.  
 
The $35 million in New Markets Tax Credits will be invested in a range of projects and 
organizations located in or serving low-income communities, including manufacturing, retail, 
healthcare, food security, education, and the arts. The funding will also spur the creation and 
retention of permanent local jobs and will provide residents with greater access to community 
facilities and commercial goods and services. Today, Mayor Breed will join Meals on Wheels 
San Francisco as they celebrate the groundbreaking of their new kitchen at 2330 Jerrold Avenue 
in the Bayview, which was made possible in part by New Markets Tax Credit financing. 
 
“These tax credits will help us invest in our City’s neighborhoods that have, for too long, lacked 
access to financing and private investment,” said Mayor Breed. “With these financial incentives, 
businesses and nonprofit organizations will be able to grow and succeed, create local and 
permanent jobs, and provide goods and services for our residents. The new Meals on Wheels 
kitchen is a great example of how these tax credits result in tangible, positive outcomes for our 
community.” 
 
The San Francisco Community Investment Fund (SFCIF) was awarded New Markets Tax 
Credits from the United States Department of Treasury’s Community Development Financial 
Institutions Fund (CDFI Fund). The CDFI Fund provides tax credit authority through a 
competitive process to Community Development Entities, like SFCIF, in order to generate 
economic growth and inject new sources of capital into neighborhoods that lack access to 
financing. 
 
Since 2010, the SFCIF has provided $133.5 million of New Markets Tax Credits to local 
businesses and nonprofits in the Tenderloin, South of Market, the Mission, Chinatown, 
Visitacion Valley, Bayview Hunters Point, and Treasure Island. The SFCIF has used the funding 
to help with the construction of projects such as SF Jazz and the Boys & Girls Club 
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San Francisco in the Western Addition, the ACT Strand Theatre on Central Market, The 
Manufacturing Foundry, and the renovation of the Geneva Car Barn in the Excelsior. These 
projects have resulted in approximately 363,000 square feet of new or rehabilitated real estate 
and 560 permanent jobs created or retained, while providing community services to 6,100 
San Francisco residents each year. 
 
“We are thrilled that the Community Development Financial Institutions Fund continues to 
support the investments we’ve made to improve San Francisco’s more distressed 
neighborhoods,” said Brian Strong, President of the SFCIF Board of Directors. “These funds 
help us create and retain jobs, community programs, and services in the City’s low-income 
neighborhoods.”  
 
SFCIF is one of 214 Community Development Entities that applied for an allocation of the 
$3.5 billion in New Markets Tax Credits awarded for calendar year 2018 as part of the Tax 
Relief, Unemployment Insurance Reauthorization and Job Creation Act of 2010. The New 
Markets Tax Credit program was established in 2000. 
 
For more information on the New Markets Tax Credit Program, go to: www.cdfifund.gov     
 


### 
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healthcare, food security, education, and the arts. The funding will also spur the creation and
retention of permanent local jobs and will provide residents with greater access to community
facilities and commercial goods and services. Today, Mayor Breed will join Meals on Wheels
San Francisco as they celebrate the groundbreaking of their new kitchen at 2330 Jerrold
Avenue in the Bayview, which was made possible in part by New Markets Tax Credit
financing.

 

“These tax credits will help us invest in our City’s neighborhoods that have, for too long,
lacked access to financing and private investment,” said Mayor Breed. “With these financial
incentives, businesses and nonprofit organizations will be able to grow and succeed, create
local and permanent jobs, and provide goods and services for our residents. The new Meals on
Wheels kitchen is a great example of how these tax credits result in tangible, positive
outcomes for our community.”

 

The San Francisco Community Investment Fund (SFCIF) was awarded New Markets Tax
Credits from the United States Department of Treasury’s Community Development Financial
Institutions Fund (CDFI Fund). The CDFI Fund provides tax credit authority through a
competitive process to Community Development Entities, like SFCIF, in order to generate
economic growth and inject new sources of capital into neighborhoods that lack access to
financing.

 

Since 2010, the SFCIF has provided $133.5 million of New Markets Tax Credits to local
businesses and nonprofits in the Tenderloin, South of Market, the Mission, Chinatown,
Visitacion Valley, Bayview Hunters Point, and Treasure Island. The SFCIF has used the
funding to help with the construction of projects such as SF Jazz and the Boys & Girls Club
San Francisco in the Western Addition, the ACT Strand Theatre on Central Market, The
Manufacturing Foundry, and the renovation of the Geneva Car Barn in the Excelsior. These
projects have resulted in approximately 363,000 square feet of new or rehabilitated real estate
and 560 permanent jobs created or retained, while providing community services to 6,100
San Francisco residents each year.

 

“We are thrilled that the Community Development Financial Institutions Fund continues to
support the investments we’ve made to improve San Francisco’s more distressed
neighborhoods,” said Brian Strong, President of the SFCIF Board of Directors. “These funds
help us create and retain jobs, community programs, and services in the City’s low-income
neighborhoods.”

 

SFCIF is one of 214 Community Development Entities that applied for an allocation of the
$3.5 billion in New Markets Tax Credits awarded for calendar year 2018 as part of the Tax
Relief, Unemployment Insurance Reauthorization and Job Creation Act of 2010. The New
Markets Tax Credit program was established in 2000.



 

For more information on the New Markets Tax Credit Program, go to: www.cdfifund.gov   
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);

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

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED AND GOLDEN STATE WARRIORS ANNOUNCE NEW TOOL

TO BOOST TRANSIT RIDERSHIP TO CHASE CENTER
Date: Wednesday, July 24, 2019 11:30:15 AM
Attachments: 7.24.19 Chase Center Ticket Bundling.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 24, 2019 7:07 AM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED AND GOLDEN STATE WARRIORS
ANNOUNCE NEW TOOL TO BOOST TRANSIT RIDERSHIP TO CHASE CENTER
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, July 24, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED AND GOLDEN STATE WARRIORS

ANNOUNCE NEW TOOL TO BOOST TRANSIT RIDERSHIP
TO CHASE CENTER

‘Bundling’ deal between the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency and the Golden
State Warriors will make a ticket to Warriors games, concerts and other events a ticket to ride

Muni
 

San Francisco, CA — In an effort to boost public transit ridership to events at Chase Center,
Mayor London N. Breed today announced an innovative partnership between the Golden State
Warriors and the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA) that will make
taking Muni to a game or concert easier and more seamless than ever before.
 
The SFMTA and Chase Center, which will open in September as the new home of the
Warriors, have created a “Transit Bundling” program, in which all event tickets will serve as
Muni tickets for event patrons. Under the deal, the Warriors have agreed to pay for the Transit
Bundling program.
 

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:Frank.Fung@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:richhillissf@gmail.com
mailto:aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:andrew@tefarch.com
mailto:kate.black@sfgov.org
mailto:kate.black@sfgov.org
mailto:dianematsuda@hotmail.com
mailto:jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:rsejohns@yahoo.com
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/



OFFICE OF THE MAYOR  LONDON N. BREED 
 SAN FRANCISCO                                                                    MAYOR  
     
 


 


1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, ROOM 200 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681 


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 
 


 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Wednesday, July 24, 2019 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
MAYOR LONDON BREED AND GOLDEN STATE WARRIORS 


ANNOUNCE NEW TOOL TO BOOST TRANSIT RIDERSHIP TO 
CHASE CENTER 


‘Bundling’ deal between the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency and the Golden 
State Warriors will make a ticket to Warriors games, concerts and other events a ticket to ride 


Muni  
 


San Francisco, CA — In an effort to boost public transit ridership to events at Chase Center, 
Mayor London N. Breed today announced an innovative partnership between the Golden State 
Warriors and the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA) that will make 
taking Muni to a game or concert easier and more seamless than ever before. 
 
The SFMTA and Chase Center, which will open in September as the new home of the Warriors, 
have created a “Transit Bundling” program, in which all event tickets will serve as Muni tickets 
for event patrons. Under the deal, the Warriors have agreed to pay for the Transit Bundling 
program. 
 
“We want people to take public transit to Chase Center, so we’re making it affordable and easy 
to do so,” said Mayor Breed. “This breakthrough agreement demonstrates the commitment by 
both the City and the Warriors to get people out of their cars so everyone can easily get to games 
and concerts.” 
 
Any Chase Center patron who shows his or her event ticket at Muni turnstiles and boarding 
platforms will be able to ride Muni without charge. Both electronic and physical tickets for 
events—including Warriors basketball games, concerts and other events at Chase Center—will 
serve as proof of payment for Muni service throughout the day. 
 
Mayor Breed has convened a working group of department heads, staff and Warriors personnel 
for months in the run-up to Chase Center’s opening in September to ensure that all the relevant 
departments are working together to plan for the Center’s opening. This transit bundling program 
is an integral part of Chase Center’s transportation plan, where public transit is recommended 
and encouraged as the main mode of transportation for getting to and from events. The 
partnership also supports the City’s goals of reducing congestion in the Mission Bay 
neighborhood. 
 
Warriors President and Chief Operating Officer Rick Welts said the team is investing millions of 
dollars in transportation infrastructure to make it as simple as possible to take buses or trains to 
events, which is a reflection of the team’s commitment to being a good neighbor. 
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“One of the best things about Chase Center is how easy it will be to get to by train, by bus, by 
ferry, by bicycle and by walking,” Welts said. “We are embracing this innovative tool because it 
may be the best incentive yet to get people to take Muni, and that’s important to the Warriors, 
our patrons, our neighbors and this city.” 
 
San Francisco will be one of the first cities in the world to offer Transit Bundling to arena event 
attendees. The only other NBA city to do so is Phoenix, where NBA fans and concert-goers can 
use their event tickets to Talking Stick Arena to ride metro trains. 
 
“We are delighted to see the Golden State Warriors embrace San Francisco’s ‘transit first’ values 
by making Chase Center one of the most transit-friendly arenas in the United States,” said Tom 
Maguire, SFMTA Acting Director of Transportation. “Bundling transit fares with event tickets 
will make riding public transit a more compelling, convenient and, ultimately, sustainable 
transportation option for Chase Center patrons.” 
 
The Warriors chose the Mission Bay site for the new arena largely because of its transit-rich 
location. With a Muni Metro T Line stop right at its doorstep, dedicated Muni special event bus 
shuttles (78X and 79X), and a Muni stop serving the 55, 48 and 22 lines within one block, Muni 
will be the best way to get to Chase Center. 
 
Chase Center also has regional connections including easy access to BART, at both the 16th 
Street/Mission and Embarcadero stations. Visitors from the Peninsula can connect to Caltrain at 
Fourth and King Streets. Ferry service will be available at the temporary Ferry Terminal at Pier 
48 to serve all Warriors games and large events, as well as at Pier 52 and the Ferry Building. 
 


### 







“We want people to take public transit to Chase Center, so we’re making it affordable and
easy to do so,” said Mayor Breed. “This breakthrough agreement demonstrates the
commitment by both the City and the Warriors to get people out of their cars so everyone can
easily get to games and concerts.”
 
Any Chase Center patron who shows his or her event ticket at Muni turnstiles and boarding
platforms will be able to ride Muni without charge. Both electronic and physical tickets for
events—including Warriors basketball games, concerts and other events at Chase Center—
will serve as proof of payment for Muni service throughout the day.
 
Mayor Breed has convened a working group of department heads, staff and Warriors
personnel for months in the run-up to Chase Center’s opening in September to ensure that all
the relevant departments are working together to plan for the Center’s opening. This transit
bundling program is an integral part of Chase Center’s transportation plan, where public
transit is recommended and encouraged as the main mode of transportation for getting to and
from events. The partnership also supports the City’s goals of reducing congestion in the
Mission Bay neighborhood.
 
Warriors President and Chief Operating Officer Rick Welts said the team is investing millions
of dollars in transportation infrastructure to make it as simple as possible to take buses or
trains to events, which is a reflection of the team’s commitment to being a good neighbor.
 
“One of the best things about Chase Center is how easy it will be to get to by train, by bus, by
ferry, by bicycle and by walking,” Welts said. “We are embracing this innovative tool because
it may be the best incentive yet to get people to take Muni, and that’s important to the
Warriors, our patrons, our neighbors and this city.”
 
San Francisco will be one of the first cities in the world to offer Transit Bundling to arena
event attendees. The only other NBA city to do so is Phoenix, where NBA fans and concert-
goers can use their event tickets to Talking Stick Arena to ride metro trains.
 
“We are delighted to see the Golden State Warriors embrace San Francisco’s ‘transit first’
values by making Chase Center one of the most transit-friendly arenas in the United States,”
said Tom Maguire, SFMTA Acting Director of Transportation. “Bundling transit fares with
event tickets will make riding public transit a more compelling, convenient and, ultimately,
sustainable transportation option for Chase Center patrons.”
 
The Warriors chose the Mission Bay site for the new arena largely because of its transit-rich
location. With a Muni Metro T Line stop right at its doorstep, dedicated Muni special event
bus shuttles (78X and 79X), and a Muni stop serving the 55, 48 and 22 lines within one block,
Muni will be the best way to get to Chase Center.
 
Chase Center also has regional connections including easy access to BART, at both the 16th
Street/Mission and Embarcadero stations. Visitors from the Peninsula can connect to Caltrain
at Fourth and King Streets. Ferry service will be available at the temporary Ferry Terminal at
Pier 48 to serve all Warriors games and large events, as well as at Pier 52 and the Ferry
Building.
 

###
 



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

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

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** BOARD OF SUPERVISORS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVES TRAFFIC CONGESTION

MITIGATION TAX FOR NOVEMBER 2019 BALLOT
Date: Tuesday, July 23, 2019 4:47:51 PM
Attachments: 7.23.19 TNC Tax.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 23, 2019 4:40 PM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** BOARD OF SUPERVISORS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVES TRAFFIC
CONGESTION MITIGATION TAX FOR NOVEMBER 2019 BALLOT
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, July 23, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVES

TRAFFIC CONGESTION MITIGATION TAX FOR
NOVEMBER 2019 BALLOT

Sponsored by Mayor London Breed and Supervisor Aaron Peskin, the measure would add a
surcharge on Transportation Network Company rides originating in San Francisco to fund

congestion mitigation projects, including safe streets and Muni transit operations
 

San Francisco, CA — The Board of Supervisors today unanimously approved a ballot
measure introduced by Mayor London N. Breed and Supervisor Aaron Peskin to add a
surcharge to rides made through Transportation Network Companies (TNCs) in San Francisco
in order to fund street safety projects and investments in Muni service. The Traffic Congestion
Mitigation Tax will now be on the November 2019 ballot and will need to be approved by
two-thirds of voters. If approved by voters, the tax would become effective on January 1,
2020.
 
The measure is estimated to raise up to $35 million annually for transit and Vision Zero safety
projects, and would impose a 3.25% surcharge on all individual rides and a 1.5% surcharge on
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Tuesday, July 23, 2019 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVES 


TRAFFIC CONGESTION MITIGATION TAX FOR 
NOVEMBER 2019 BALLOT  


Sponsored by Mayor London Breed and Supervisor Aaron Peskin, the measure would add a 
surcharge on Transportation Network Company rides originating in San Francisco to fund 


congestion mitigation projects, including safe streets and Muni transit operations 
 


San Francisco, CA — The Board of Supervisors today unanimously approved a ballot measure 
introduced by Mayor London N. Breed and Supervisor Aaron Peskin to add a surcharge to rides 
made through Transportation Network Companies (TNCs) in San Francisco in order to fund 
street safety projects and investments in Muni service. The Traffic Congestion Mitigation Tax 
will now be on the November 2019 ballot and will need to be approved by two-thirds of voters. 
If approved by voters, the tax would become effective on January 1, 2020. 
 
The measure is estimated to raise up to $35 million annually for transit and Vision Zero safety 
projects, and would impose a 3.25% surcharge on all individual rides and a 1.5% surcharge on 
shared rides that originate in San Francisco. Rides in electric vehicles (EVs) would have a 
surcharge of 1.5%, regardless of whether they are individual or shared, in order to encourage the 
use of EVs. The proposal was crafted by Mayor Breed and Supervisor Peskin in cooperation with 
TNCs Uber and Lyft. 
 
“We need to reduce congestion on our streets so that people can get around more easily, while 
continuing to invest in our public transportation and make our streets safer for everyone,” said 
Mayor Breed. “This requires coming together to find solutions to improve street design and 
encouraging people to take transit, walk, and bike.” 
 
“We all know congestion in San Francisco is terrible and everyone needs to be a part of the 
solution, including the TNC companies, users and the City,” said Supervisor Aaron Peskin. “This 
requires strategic investment from all of us to prioritize solutions that get people out of their cars, 
onto public transportation and safely walking and biking.” 
 
In 2017, then-Board of Supervisors President Breed and Supervisor Peskin convened a task force 
to explore the potential for new transportation revenue measures in San Francisco, consisting of 
neighborhood organizations, advocacy groups, business and civic organizations, and public 
agencies. The task force issued its final report in 2017, which found that TNCs accounted for 
roughly 15% of intra-city trips, and an estimated 20-26% of vehicle trips Downtown during peak 
periods. It is estimated that on an average weekday, 6,500 TNC vehicles are on the street. 
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Assemblymember Phil Ting authored legislation last year that ensured San Francisco’s authority 
to implement a surcharge on rideshare trips with voter approval. Governor Brown signed 
Assembly Bill 1184, which allows a higher tax rate for single-passenger rides and lower rates for 
shared rides and zero emission vehicles. The bill also allows the surcharge to be applied to 
autonomous vehicle rides when the technology becomes available. 
 
“San Francisco’s ability to move its people around safely in a growing economy is vital. But the 
City’s current transportation revenue streams can’t keep up with the demand,” said 
Assemblymember Ting. “I’m glad to see Mayor Breed and Supervisor Peskin taking the next 
step spelled out in AB 1184 and working to invest in bike lanes, public transit, and safer roads. If 
the tax is approved by voters, I hope the lower rates for shared rides and EVs motivate 
consumers to use those options.” 
 
Revenue from the tax measure would be split equally between transit improvement measures, 
such as improving bus and rail service frequency and reliability, and Vision Zero safety 
improvements, including pedestrian and bicyclist safety infrastructure and traffic calming 
measures. 
 


### 







shared rides that originate in San Francisco. Rides in electric vehicles (EVs) would have a
surcharge of 1.5%, regardless of whether they are individual or shared, in order to encourage
the use of EVs. The proposal was crafted by Mayor Breed and Supervisor Peskin in
cooperation with TNCs Uber and Lyft.
 
“We need to reduce congestion on our streets so that people can get around more easily, while
continuing to invest in our public transportation and make our streets safer for everyone,” said
Mayor Breed. “This requires coming together to find solutions to improve street design and
encouraging people to take transit, walk, and bike.”
 
“We all know congestion in San Francisco is terrible and everyone needs to be a part of the
solution, including the TNC companies, users and the City,” said Supervisor Aaron Peskin.
“This requires strategic investment from all of us to prioritize solutions that get people out of
their cars, onto public transportation and safely walking and biking.”
 
In 2017, then-Board of Supervisors President Breed and Supervisor Peskin convened a task
force to explore the potential for new transportation revenue measures in San Francisco,
consisting of neighborhood organizations, advocacy groups, business and civic organizations,
and public agencies. The task force issued its final report in 2017, which found that TNCs
accounted for roughly 15% of intra-city trips, and an estimated 20-26% of vehicle trips
Downtown during peak periods. It is estimated that on an average weekday, 6,500 TNC
vehicles are on the street.
 
Assemblymember Phil Ting authored legislation last year that ensured San Francisco’s
authority to implement a surcharge on rideshare trips with voter approval. Governor Brown
signed Assembly Bill 1184, which allows a higher tax rate for single-passenger rides and
lower rates for shared rides and zero emission vehicles. The bill also allows the surcharge to
be applied to autonomous vehicle rides when the technology becomes available.
 
“San Francisco’s ability to move its people around safely in a growing economy is vital. But
the City’s current transportation revenue streams can’t keep up with the demand,” said
Assemblymember Ting. “I’m glad to see Mayor Breed and Supervisor Peskin taking the next
step spelled out in AB 1184 and working to invest in bike lanes, public transit, and safer roads.
If the tax is approved by voters, I hope the lower rates for shared rides and EVs motivate
consumers to use those options.”
 
Revenue from the tax measure would be split equally between transit improvement measures,
such as improving bus and rail service frequency and reliability, and Vision Zero safety
improvements, including pedestrian and bicyclist safety infrastructure and traffic calming
measures.
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

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

Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns
Cc: Joslin, Jeff (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: High-Speed Rail invitation to August Community Open Houses
Date: Monday, July 22, 2019 1:38:36 PM
Attachments: August 2019 Open House Flyer.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: MacKinnon, Amy T@HSR <Amy.MacKinnon@hsr.ca.gov> 
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2019 1:05 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: HSR section106consultation@HSR <section106consultation@hsr.ca.gov>
Subject: High-Speed Rail invitation to August Community Open Houses
 

Dear Mr. Ionin,
 
In November of 2015, we sent the San Francisco Historic Preservation Commission a letter, along
with other local government planning departments, local government heritage/preservation
commissions, and historical interest groups, with current information regarding the planning and
development of the high-speed rail project section being advanced between San Francisco and San
Jose.  The purpose of this letter was to invite your participation in the cultural resources
investigation that will be conducted in accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act.
 
In continuation of that prior outreach, I wanted to draw your attention to a series of upcoming
Community Open House Meetings that are occurring for the Northern California project sections of
the California high-speed rail system. In August there will be public meetings in the cities of Santa
Clara, Gilroy, San Francisco, San Jose, Redwood City, and Los Banos. The attached flyer provides the
dates, times, and locations of these meetings.
 
Community Open House meetings are an excellent way to learn more about the progress of the
project and speak directly with technical, environmental, and engineering staff. Please join us at the
upcoming Community Open House meetings to learn about the range of proposed alternatives being
studied as part of the environmental review process. This is an opportunity to raise concerns
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Northern California Region 
Join Us at Our Community Open Houses 


   
www.hsr.ca.gov | san.francisco_san.jose@hsr.ca.gov | san.jose_merced@hsr.ca.gov 


 


 


The California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) invites 
you to attend an open house to learn about the staff-
recommended State’s Preferred Alternative for the San 
Francisco to San Jose and San Jose to Merced project 
sections. In September 2019, staff will present their 
recommendation to the Authority Board of Directors. 


Community feedback is important and will be shared with 
the Authority Board as it considers the staff-recommended 
State’s Preferred Alternative. The Authority Board’s 
identification of the State’s Preferred Alternative does not 
constitute the adoption or approval of a preferred 
alternative for final design or construction.  


 
Northern California Region Community Open Houses 


All meetings will be 5:00-8:00 p.m. Presentations will begin at 6:00 p.m., except in San Jose as noted below: 
Location Date Address Notes 


City of Santa Clara* Tuesday 
August 6, 2019 


Adrian Wilcox High School Multipurpose Room 
3250 Monroe Street  
Santa Clara, CA 95051 


Free parking available 


Gilroy** Thursday 
August 8, 2019 


IFDES Lodge-Portuguese Hall 
250 Old Gilroy Street 
Gilroy, CA 95020 


Free parking available 


San Francisco* Monday 
August 12, 2019 


Bay Area Metro Center 
375 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 


Public transit available 


San Jose** Thursday 
August 15, 2019 


City Hall Rotunda Mezzanine & Council Chambers 
200 E Santa Clara Street 
San Jose, CA 95113 


Public transit available. Paid parking 
at the City Hall Garage (enter on 6th 
St). Senator Beall will begin opening 
remarks at 5:45 p.m. 


Redwood City* Monday 
August 19, 2019 


Sequoia High School Multipurpose Room 
1201 Brewster Ave 
Redwood City, CA 94062 


Free parking available 


Los Banos** Wednesday 
August 21, 2019 


Los Banos Community Center  
645 7th Street 
Los Banos, CA 93635 


Free parking available 


*Content specific to San Francisco to San Jose Project Section 
**Content specific to San Jose to Merced Project Section 


All interpretation, translation, and reasonable accommodation requests must be made to the Title VI Coordinator 72 hours in advance of the scheduled meeting 
date.  


Todas las solicitudes de interpretación, 
traducción y acomodaciones razonables 


deben hacerse al coordinador de título VI 72 
horas antes de la fecha programada de la 


reunión. 


所有口譯、筆譯，以及合理遷就的請求，均須


於約定會議日期之前 72小時向第六章協調員


提出 


Ang lahat ng pagsasalin ng wika, 
pagpapaliwanag o anumang makatwirang 


hiling ay kailangang ipasa sa title VI 
coordinator 72 oras bago ang iskedyul ng 


pulong. 


통역, 번역, 적절한 편의 요청은 정해진 회의 


날짜로부터 72시간 전에 타이틀 VI 


코디네이터에게 신청해주십시오. 


Tất cả dịch vụ thông dịch, biên dịch, và 
những yêu cầu tiện nghi hợp lý phải được 
gửi cho Title VI Coordinator 72 tiếng đồng 


hồ trước ngày họp lịch hẹn. 


O ni talosaga mo ni fesoasoani i lau lava 
gagana e tatau o na faia ma faao'oina mai i 
le ofisa o le Title VI Coordinator i le 72 itula 


a'e le'i faia ni fono ua fuafuaina. 


Meeting facilities are accessible for persons with disabilities.  All requests for reasonable accommodations must be made three working days 
(72 hours) in advance of the scheduled meeting date.  For assistance, please call (800) 435-8670 for the San Francisco – San Jose Project 
Section, (800) 455-8166 for the San Jose – Merced Project Section, or the Authority’s TTY/TTD number at (916) 403-6943. 



mailto:san.francisco_san.jose@hsr.ca.gov





regarding natural, cultural, and historic resources and other issues of concern such as traffic, noise,
and air quality. Your input is important to us so that we may take your concerns into account during
the decision-making process.
 
In addition, we’ve recently updated our website. You can visit the new San Francisco to San Jose
Project Section page at: https://www.hsr.ca.gov/high_speed_rail/project_sections/sf_sj.aspx ; and
the San Jose to Merced Project section page at:
https://www.hsr.ca.gov/high_speed_rail/project_sections/san_jose_merced.aspx
 
Your participation in the Community Open House meetings is entirely optional. As always, if you
have specific questions or concerns regarding cultural resources and compliance with Section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation Act, please contact me or Meg Scantlebury at 916-431-1041 or
meg.scantlebury@hsr.ca.gov; and we can arrange a time for a focused one-on-one meeting. In the
meantime, however, I wanted to inform you of this additional opportunity to engage in the project.
 
Thanks very much for your time.
 
Sincerely,
 
 
Amy T. MacKinnon
Cultural Resources Specialist
California High-Speed Rail Program
amy.mackinnon@hsr.ca.gov
ofc: (916) 330-5637

 

 
 
 
 

https://www.hsr.ca.gov/high_speed_rail/project_sections/sf_sj.aspx
https://www.hsr.ca.gov/high_speed_rail/project_sections/san_jose_merced.aspx
mailto:meg.scantlebury@hsr.ca.gov
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http://www.youtube.com/CAHighSpeedRail
http://instagram.com/cahsra


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

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

Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY; DiSanto, Thomas (CPC); Landis, Deborah (CPC)
Subject: FW: RE: Memorandum | Important Notice and Disclosure Update for City Officials and Department Heads
Date: Monday, July 22, 2019 11:41:48 AM
Attachments: ACAO Citywide Memo_2019_0719.pdf

FYI
 
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: Petersen, Patricia (ETH) <patricia.petersen@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Friday, July 19, 2019 5:35 PM
Cc: Thaikkendiyil, Gayathri (ETH) <gayathri.thaikkendiyil@sfgov.org>; Gage, Rachel (ETH)
<rachel.gage@sfgov.org>; Ethics Commission, (ETH) <ethics.commission@sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: RE: Memorandum | Important Notice and Disclosure Update for City Officials and
Department Heads
 
Hello, All –
 
For your information, below is an e-mail sent today to City Officials and Department heads regarding
new and amended disclosure requirements for 2019.
 
Please let us know if you have any questions about the content. Have a wonderful weekend!
 
Pat
--------------------------------------
Patricia H. Petersen
Engagement & Compliance Officer
CCSF Ethics Commission
25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 220
San Francisco, CA  94102
(T) 415-252-3100
(F) 415-252-3112
patricia.petersen@sfgov.org

 
PlEASE NOTE THAT NOTHING IN THIS E-MAIl IS INTENDED TO CONSTITUTE A WRITTEN FORMAl OPINION OF THE SAN FRANCISCO ETHICS

COMMISSION, AND THE RECIPIENT MAy NOT REly ON THIS E-MAIl AS A DEFENSE IN ANy ENFORCEMENT PROCEEDING.
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ETHICS COMMISSION 
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO  


 
 
 


25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 220 • San Francisco, CA  94102-6053 • Phone (415) 252-3100 • Fax (415) 252-3112 
E-Mail Address:  ethics.commission@sfgov.org Web site:  https://www.sfethics.org 


 


DAINA CHIU 
CHAIR 


 
NOREEN AMBROSE 


VICE-CHAIR 
 


YVONNE LEE  
COMMISSIONER 


 
FERN M. SMITH  
COMMISSIONER 


 
LATEEF H. GRAY 
COMMISSIONER 


 
LEEANN PELHAM 


EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 


Date:  July 19, 2019 


To:  All City Elective Officers  
  All City Board and Commission Members 


All City Department Heads 
 


From:  LeeAnn Pelham, Executive Director, Ethics Commission 


Re:  Tools and Resources to Assist with Notice and Filing Requirements 
 


As you may recall, the Anti-Corruption and Accountability Ordinance (“ACAO”) enacted in 2018 
made several amendments to the Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code (“C&GC Code”) 
that took effect on January 1, 2019. Provisions of the ACAO include new and amended 
disclosure requirements that apply to City officials and City departments participating in 
contracting activities. As a reminder of those provisions, this memorandum is provided to 
inform you of the tools and resources available online to help you comply with any filing 
requirement that may apply to you. The sections below provide a short synopsis of each of the 
new or amended provisions along with basic filing instructions. 


Please note that this memorandum is intended to serve as a general reminder regarding these 
provisions and is not meant to be a substitute for other Commission’s compliance materials or 
advice provided by Ethics Commission staff. For further information, please consult the 
Commission’s website or feel free to contact our office with any questions related to these 
provisions or their application and we will be happy to assist you.  


Requirements:  


~ New / Amended ~ 
Prohibition on Contributions from Contractors Doing Business with the City  
C&GC Code Sec. 1.126  


 


Synopsis:  The City’s contractor contribution rule prohibits a person who seeks a City contract 
worth $100,000 or more in a fiscal year from making political contributions to an individual 
holding a City elective office if the contract must be approved by such individual, the board on 
which that individual serves, or the state agency on whose board an appointee of that 
individual serves. This law also applies to a candidate for the office held by such individual and 
any committee controlled by such individual or candidate. The rule applies from the 
submission of a proposal for a contract until twelve months from the date the contract was 
approved, or the termination of negotiations for such contract. 
 



https://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/o0129-18.pdf

http://www.sfethics.org/

http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll/California/campaign/articleielectioncampaigns?f=templates$fn=default.htm$3.0$vid=amlegal:sanfrancisco_ca$anc=JD_1.126
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Filing Requirement: 
 


   Form SFEC-126f2 - Notification of Submission of Proposal – City Departments 
 


Each City department that receives a bid/proposal for a contract that has a value of 
$100,000 or more in a fiscal year must e-file Form SFEC-126f2 with the Ethics 
Commission within 30 business days of receiving the bid/proposal. This notice 
need only be filed if the contract will require the approval of a City elective officer.  


 
Filing Requirement: 
 


 Form SFEC-126f4 – Notification of Contract Approval – City Elective Officers   
 


A City elective officer who approves a contract valued at $100,000 or more in a 
fiscal year must e-file Form SFEC-126f4 with the Ethics Commission within 5 
business days of approval. 
 


~ New ~ 
Recusals – Procedures and Notification 
C&GC Code Sec. 3.209  


 


 


Synopsis:  The City’s conflict-of-interest laws prohibit an officer or employee of the City and 
County of San Francisco from participating in making or seeking to influence a decision in which 
the officer or employee has a financial interest. If a member of a City board or commission must 
recuse himself or herself because of a potential conflict of interest, Sec. 3.209 specifies recusal 
procedures that must be followed, including public disclosure of the conflict at the board or 
commission meeting and notification of the Ethics Commission.   


 
Filing Requirement: 
 


 Form SFEC-3209b – Notification of Recusal by Board or Commission Member 
Any member of a City board or commission who is required to file a Statement of Economic 
Interests (Form 700) must e-file form SFEC-3209b with the Ethics Commission within 15 
calendar days after the date of the meeting at which the recusal occurred. 


 


~ Amended ~ 
Behested Payment Reporting 
C&GC Code Sec. 3.600 et. seq.  
 


Synopsis: A behested payment is a payment made at the request of a government official to a 
third-party for legislative, governmental, or charitable purposes, rather than for personal or 
campaign purposes. A payment is made at the behest of an officer if it is requested, solicited, or 
suggested by the officer or his agent, or otherwise made to a person in cooperation, 
consultation, coordination with, or with the consent of, the officer.  


If a payment of $1,000 or more is made at the behest of an elected official or member of a 
board or commission by a person who is a party or participant in certain proceedings before that 
official, the official must report the behested payment to the Ethics Commission. If the behested 
payment is $10,000 or more, the person making the payment must also file a disclosure with the 
Ethics Commission. And, if a single organization receives $100,000 or more in a calendar year at 



https://sfethics.org/compliance/city-officers/city-contracts/city-departments

https://sfethics.org/compliance/city-officers/city-contracts/contract-approval-by-city-elective-officers

http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll/California/campaign/articleiiiconductofgovernmentofficialsan?f=templates$fn=default.htm$3.0$vid=amlegal:sanfrancisco_ca$anc=JD_3.209

https://sfethics.org/compliance/city-officers/conflict-of-interest-city-officers/file-sfec-3209b-notification-of-recusal

http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll/California/campaign/articleiiiconductofgovernmentofficialsan?f=templates$fn=default.htm$3.0$vid=amlegal:sanfrancisco_ca$anc=JD_3.600
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the behest of a single City official, the organization must also file disclosures. (Additionally, state 
law requires separate disclosure of behested payments of $5,000 or more made at the behest of 
elected officials).  


 
Filing Requirement:   
 


 Form SFEC-3610b – Behested Payments by City Officers  
 


If a City officer directly or indirectly requests or solicits a behested payment from an 
“interested party” (a person who is a party or participant in a proceeding before the officer), 
the officer must e-file Form SFEC-3610b with the Ethics Commission: 


 


o within 30 days of the payment that makes the total $1,000 or more, if the behested 
payment was made while the proceeding involving the interested party is pending; 
or  


 


o within 30 days of the payment that makes the total $1,000 or more, if the behested 
payment was made within 6 months following the date on which a final decision 
was made in the proceeding involving the interested party; or 


 


o if the payment was made in the 12 months prior to the commencement of the 
proceeding involving the interested party, within 30 days of the date the officer 
knew or should have known that the source of the behested payment became an 
interested party.  


Filing Requirement: 
 


 Form SFEC-3620 – Donors of Behested Payments Report 
 


If a donor makes a payment, or series of payments, totaling $10,000 or more in a calendar 
year to a third-party at the behest of a City officer, and the donor is a party or participant 
to a proceeding before the officer who solicited the payment, the donor must e-file Form 
SFEC-3620 with the Ethics Commission within 30 days of the payment that makes the total 
$10,000 or more. 
 


Filing Requirement:   
 Form SFEC-3630 – Recipients of Major Behested Payments 


 


An individual or organization who receives a behested payment, or series of behested 
payments, totaling $100,000 or more in a calendar year that was made at the behest of a 
City officer must e-file Form SFEC-3630 with the Ethics Commission on two separate 
occasions: 


o within 30 days following the date on which the payments total $100,000 or more; 
and  


o between 12 and 13 months following the date on which the payment(s) totaled 
$100,000 or more; the second filing must disclose how the behested funds were 
spent. 


For ease of reference, an overview of the notice and filing requirements is summarized on the following 
page. In addition, please feel free to contact Ethics Commission Engagement and Compliance staff, with 
any questions or for further assistance. 
 



http://www.fppc.ca.gov/learn/public-officials-and-employees-rules-/behested-payment-report.html

https://sfethics.org/compliance/behested-payments/behested-payments-city-officers

https://sfethics.org/compliance/behested-payments/behested-payments-city-officers

https://sfethics.org/compliance/behested-payments/behested-payments-donors-and-recipients

https://sfethics.org/compliance/behested-payments/behested-payments-donors-and-recipients

https://sfethics.org/compliance/behested-payments/behested-payments-donors-and-recipients
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Summary 


Form 
Number 


Description Applicable to: Due 


SFEC-126f2 Notification of Submission of 
Proposal – City Departments 


• City departments Within 30 business days of 
receiving a bid/proposal 
valued at $100,000 or more 
in a fiscal year that will 
require approval by a City 
elective officer. 


SFEC-126f4 Notification of Contract 
Approval – City Elective 
Officers 


• City elective officers Within 5 business days of 
approval of a contract 
valued at $100,000 or more 
in a fiscal year. 


SFEC-3209b Notification of Recusal • Members of a City 
board or 
commission 


 


Within 15 calendar days 
after the date of the 
meeting at which the 
recusal occurred. 


SFEC-3610b Behested Payments by City 
Officers 


• City officers See summary above or refer 
to instructions on website. 


SFEC-3620 Donors of Behested 
Payments Report 


• Donors of behested 
payments who are 
interested parties 


Within 30 days of the 
payment that makes the 
total $10,000 or more. 


SFEC-3630 Recipients of Major 
Behested Payments 


• Recipients of 
behested payments 
(individuals and 
organizations) 


First filing: within 30 days of 
the payment that makes the 
total $100,000; Second 
filing: no later than 13 
months following the date 
that payments totaled 
$100,000 or more. 


 
 


 



https://sfethics.org/compliance/behested-payments/behested-payments-city-officers





 
 
 
 

From: Ethics Commission, (ETH) <ethics.commission@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Friday, July 19, 2019 1:37 PM
Subject: RE: Memorandum | Important Notice and Disclosure Update for City Officials and
Department Heads
 
Dear Colleagues:
 
Thank you for your attention to the memorandum distributed this week by Ethics regarding our new
and amended disclosure requirements. Our office looks forward to assisting you with any questions
you may have about these requirements, and please do not hesitate to reach out with any questions
or concerns.
 
One question we received since distributing the memo bears repeating, as it is relevant to many
departments that receive proposals for City contracts: departments need only report the receipt of a
proposal for a City contract (Form SFEC-126f2) if the estimated value of the contract is $100,000 or
more and the contract will require the approval of an elected official. A regulation clarifying this
point is scheduled to go into effect at the end of this month to codify our existing practice. To help
departments make sure that staff members are aware of the exact scope of this filing requirement, I
am enclosing a revised version of the memo that includes this additional clarification. Information
for City departments on these contract disclosures may also be accessed on the Ethics Commission’s
website.
 
Again, thank you for your continued attention to these and other processes that promote
transparency in the City.
 
Best regards,
 
leeAnn Pelham
 

mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org
https://sfethics.org/compliance/city-officers/city-contracts/city-departments
https://sfethics.org/compliance/city-officers/city-contracts/city-departments


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

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

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES LEADERSHIP TRANSITION AT THE OFFICE

OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
Date: Monday, July 22, 2019 10:50:48 AM
Attachments: 7.22.19 MOHCD Leadership.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2019 9:17 AM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES LEADERSHIP TRANSITION AT
THE OFFICE OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Monday, July 22, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES LEADERSHIP

TRANSITION AT THE OFFICE OF HOUSING AND
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development Director Kate Hartley will step
down on July 26, and Deputy Director Dan Adams will assume the role of Acting Director

 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed and the Mayor’s Office of Housing and
Community Development (MOHCD) Director Kate Hartley today announced that Director
Hartley will leave her role on Friday, July 26, 2019. Current MOHCD Deputy Director of
Housing, Dan Adams, will serve as Acting Director while a comprehensive search for the
MOHCD Director position is undertaken.
 
“Kate Hartley has been an incredible and passionate leader in our City’s efforts to build more
affordable housing,” said Mayor Breed. “From helping to spearhead the largest affordable
housing bond in our City’s history to working to rehabilitate our public housing properties
through our Rental Assistance Demonstration and HOPE SF programs, Kate has always
fought for the people who need housing so badly in this City. She is a true public servant and

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:Frank.Fung@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Monday, July 22, 2019 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES LEADERSHIP 


TRANSITION AT THE OFFICE OF HOUSING AND 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 


 Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development Director Kate Hartley will step down 
on July 26, and Deputy Director Dan Adams will assume the role of Acting Director 


 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed and the Mayor’s Office of Housing and 
Community Development (MOHCD) Director Kate Hartley today announced that Director 
Hartley will leave her role on Friday, July 26, 2019. Current MOHCD Deputy Director of 
Housing, Dan Adams, will serve as Acting Director while a comprehensive search for the 
MOHCD Director position is undertaken. 
 
“Kate Hartley has been an incredible and passionate leader in our City’s efforts to build more 
affordable housing,” said Mayor Breed. “From helping to spearhead the largest affordable 
housing bond in our City’s history to working to rehabilitate our public housing properties 
through our Rental Assistance Demonstration and HOPE SF programs, Kate has always fought 
for the people who need housing so badly in this City. She is a true public servant and we are 
sorry to see her go, but I wish her luck as she takes her next step.” 
 
“The last five years I have spent at MOHCD, first serving as Deputy Director and now as 
Director, have been the most rewarding years of my professional career,” said Hartley. “I am 
proud to have led our department’s growth since 2014 by providing affordable housing for 
individuals experiencing homelessness, seniors, working families and special needs populations 
in San Francisco. I am also extremely gratified that we implemented an online housing lottery 
system to make affordable housing opportunities easier to access for all. Although I am stepping 
down, I remain fully committed to the work of MOHCD and to Mayor Breed’s housing goals, 
and I have the utmost confidence in Dan Adams to lead the way forward.” 
 
Kate Hartley was appointed Director by Mayor Ed Lee in 2017. During Director Hartley’s 
tenure, she oversaw the revitalization of thousands of units of public housing through the Rental 
Assistance Demonstration and HOPE SF programs, as well as the implementation of the 2015 
Affordable Housing Bond funds and placement of the 2019 Affordable Housing Bond on this 
year’s ballot. MOHCD also spearheaded an effort to create its first Racial Equity Action Plan 
under Hartley’s leadership. 
 
Director Hartley has 25 years of housing experience, including time spent in nonprofit and for-
profit development, as well as in public service for the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency. 
She started her career in the field as a nonprofit developer, building affordable homes in the 
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Bayview and Western Addition Neighborhoods. In August 2019, Hartley will begin new work in 
affordable housing finance for the benefit of San Francisco and the surrounding Bay Area. 
 
Dan Adams has over 20 years of affordable housing and community development experience 
and is a licensed architect. He has been with MOHCD for eight years, most recently as the 
Deputy Director of Housing overseeing the agency's new construction pipeline, 
acquisition and preservation initiatives, and affordable housing policy-making and legislative 
affairs. In addition, he has served as a Director of Housing Development at both BRIDGE 
Housing and MidPen Housing. 
 


### 







we are sorry to see her go, but I wish her luck as she takes her next step.”
 
“The last five years I have spent at MOHCD, first serving as Deputy Director and now as
Director, have been the most rewarding years of my professional career,” said Hartley. “I am
proud to have led our department’s growth since 2014 by providing affordable housing for
individuals experiencing homelessness, seniors, working families and special needs
populations in San Francisco. I am also extremely gratified that we implemented an online
housing lottery system to make affordable housing opportunities easier to access for all.
Although I am stepping down, I remain fully committed to the work of MOHCD and to Mayor
Breed’s housing goals, and I have the utmost confidence in Dan Adams to lead the way
forward.”
 
Kate Hartley was appointed Director by Mayor Ed Lee in 2017. During Director Hartley’s
tenure, she oversaw the revitalization of thousands of units of public housing through the
Rental Assistance Demonstration and HOPE SF programs, as well as the implementation of
the 2015 Affordable Housing Bond funds and placement of the 2019 Affordable Housing
Bond on this year’s ballot. MOHCD also spearheaded an effort to create its first Racial Equity
Action Plan under Hartley’s leadership.
 
Director Hartley has 25 years of housing experience, including time spent in nonprofit and for-
profit development, as well as in public service for the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency.
She started her career in the field as a nonprofit developer, building affordable homes in the
Bayview and Western Addition Neighborhoods. In August 2019, Hartley will begin new work
in affordable housing finance for the benefit of San Francisco and the surrounding Bay Area.
 
Dan Adams has over 20 years of affordable housing and community development experience
and is a licensed architect. He has been with MOHCD for eight years, most recently as the
Deputy Director of Housing overseeing the agency's new construction pipeline,
acquisition and preservation initiatives, and affordable housing policy-making and legislative
affairs. In addition, he has served as a Director of Housing Development at both BRIDGE
Housing and MidPen Housing.
 

###
 



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

Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Categorical Exemptions
Date: Friday, July 19, 2019 11:22:34 AM
Attachments: 2019-002840ENV-CEQA Checklist and PTR Form (ID 1119222).pdf

2018-015239ENV-CEQA Checklist and PTR Form (ID 1118267).pdf
2019-002665ENV-CEQA Checklist and PTR Form (ID 1119206).pdf
2018-015711ENV-CEQA Checklist and PTR Form (ID 1119247).pdf
2019-004370ENV-CEQA Checklist and PTR Form (ID 1119239).pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Huggins, Monica (CPC) <monica.huggins@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Thursday, July 18, 2019 4:54 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Categorical Exemptions
 

Hello,
 
Please forward the attached to the HPC Commissioners.
 
Thank You,
 
Monica Huggins
Administrative Assistant
City and County of San Francisco
Environmental Planning
1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94105
415-575-9128
Monica.Huggins@sfgov.org
 

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:andrew@tefarch.com
mailto:kate.black@sfgov.org
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Preservation Team Meeting Date: Date of Form Completion 6/26/2019


PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW FORM


  PROJECT ISSUES:


 Is the subject Property an eligible historic resource? 


 If so, are the proposed changes a significant impact?


 Additional Notes:  


Submitted: Historic Resource Evaluation, prepared by Tim Kelley Consulting (dated May 
2019). 
 


  PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW:


   Category:  A  B  C


Individual Historic District/Context


Property is individually eligible for inclusion in a 
California Register under one or more of the 
following Criteria: 


Property is in an eligible California Register 
Historic District/Context under one or more of 
the following Criteria: 


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Period of Significance: Period of Significance: 


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


n/a


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


n/a


Contributor Non-Contributor


  PROJECT INFORMATION:


Planner: Address:


Charles Enchill 401 28th Street


Block/Lot: Cross Streets:


6612/001 Noe Street


CEQA Category: Art. 10/11: BPA/Case No.:


B n/a 2019-002840ENV


  PURPOSE OF REVIEW:   PROJECT DESCRIPTION:


CEQA Article 10/11 Preliminary/PIC Alteration Demo/New Construction


DATE OF PLANS UNDER REVIEW: n/a







   Complies with the Secretary’s Standards/Art 10/Art 11:


   CEQA Material Impairment to the individual historic resource:


   CEQA Material Impairment to the historic district:


   Requires Design Revisions:


   Defer to Residential Design Team:


Yes No N/A


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


PRESERVATION TEAM COMMENTS:


        According to the Historic Resource Evaluation, prepared by Tim Kelley Consulting 
(dated May 2019) and information in the planning department files, the subject property 
at 401 28th Street contains a shingled, one and one-half story, wood-framed, residential 
building with front gable located in the Noe Valley neighborhood. The subject building, 
constructed in 1909 (Building Permit), is at the southwest corner lot of 28th and Noe 
Streets on a property that slopes upward and parallel to 28th Street. The building is sited at 
the top (rear) of the lot and oriented towards Noe Street and was constructed as a 
vernacular cottage by the owner and local carpenter, Gunner Holleday. Holleday was the 
earliest resident and owned the subject property from construction until sold in1928 to 
another local contractor, Charles Lahti, and his wife Olga. Olga with unknown occupation 
took ownership from 1930-1944. Permitted and visible exterior alterations include: 
replacement of wood kitchen window (1979) and re-roofing (1998). It appears the 
following unpermitted alterations have occurred: removal of projecting front porch 
sometime after 1950 and removal of  three  window shutters facing sidewalk sometime 
before 2013. The following unpermitted alterations were done with unknown dates:  deck 
and pedestrian door added on primary facade,  green house at ground level of primary 
facade, garage entrance added to north facade, replacement window at gable peak, and 
skylight. 
        Department preservation staff have determined that 401 28th Street does not 
appear to be eligible for listing in the California Register. No known historic events have 
occurred at the subject property that have made a significant contribution to the local, 
regional, state, or national levels (Criterion 1). None of the owners or occupants of the 
subject property are known to be important to history (Criterion 2). The subject building 
was constructed in the vernacular style by local carpenter Gunnar Holleday who was not a 
master builder, therefore the building is not significant under Criterion 3. 
        Based upon a review of information in the Department’s records, the subject building 
is not significant under Criterion 4, since this significance criterion typically applies to rare 
construction types when involving the built environment. The subject building is not an 
example of a rare construction type. Assessment of archaeological sensitivity is undertaken 
through the Department’s Preliminary Archaeological Review process and is outside the 
scope of this review. 
         
(see continuation sheet)


  Signature of a Senior Preservation Planner / Preservation Coordinator: Date:


Allison K. Vanderslice Digitally signed by Allison K. Vanderslice 
Date: 2019.07.12 17:06:54 -07'00'
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The subject property is not located within the boundaries of any identified historic district and is located 
on a block face that lacks architectural cohesion and integrity overall. Therefore, Planning Department 
Preservation staff has determined the subject property is not eligible for listing in the California Register, 
either individually or as a district contributor. 


 
View southwest of 401 28th Street (Historic Resource Evaluation dated May 2019).  


 
View west of 401 28th Street (San Francisco MLS). The front yard and main floor  


of the building are largely obscured from Noe Street, south of 28th Street.  
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View southeast of 401 28th Street (Historic Resource Evaluation dated May 2019). 


 








CEQA Categorical Exemption Determination


PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION


Project Address


1222 FUNSTON AVE


Block/Lot(s)


Project description for Planning Department approval.


Permit No.


Addition/ 


Alteration


Demolition (requires HRE for 


Category B Building)


New 


Construction


The Project proposes demolition of an existing one car garage at the front of an RH-2 lot and the construction of 


a new four story home (3 stories over garage) at the front of the lot. The existing cottage at the rear of the lot is 


to remain in use as a single family home (no change or work proposed). Minor alterations to the curb cut and 


sidewalk encroachment will be required.


Case No.


2018-015239ENV


1738040


201812118001


STEP 1: EXEMPTION CLASS


The project has been determined to be categorically exempt under the California Environmental Quality 


Act (CEQA).


Class 1 - Existing Facilities. Interior and exterior alterations; additions under 10,000 sq. ft.


Class 3 - New Construction. Up to three new single-family residences or six dwelling units in one 


building; commercial/office structures; utility extensions; change of use under 10,000 sq. ft. if principally 


permitted or with a CU.


Class 32 - In-Fill Development. New Construction of seven or more units or additions greater than 


10,000 sq. ft. and meets the conditions described below:


(a) The project is consistent with the applicable general plan designation and all applicable general plan 


policies as well as with applicable zoning designation and regulations.


(b) The proposed development occurs within city limits on a project site of no more than 5 acres 


substantially surrounded by urban uses.


(c) The project site has no value as habitat for endangered rare or threatened species.


(d) Approval of the project would not result in any significant effects relating to traffic, noise, air quality, or 


water quality.


(e) The site can be adequately served by all required utilities and public services.


FOR ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING USE ONLY


Class ____







STEP 2: CEQA IMPACTS
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Air Quality: Would the project add new sensitive receptors (specifically, schools, day care facilities, 


hospitals, residential dwellings, and senior-care facilities within an Air Pollution Exposure Zone? Does the 


project have the potential to emit substantial pollutant concentrations (e.g., backup diesel generators, 


heavy industry, diesel trucks, etc.)? (refer to EP _ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Air Pollution 


Exposure Zone)


Hazardous Materials: If the project site is located on the Maher map or is suspected of containing 


hazardous materials (based on a previous use such as gas station, auto repair, dry cleaners, or heavy 


manufacturing, or a site with underground storage tanks): Would the project involve 50 cubic yards or 


more of soil disturbance ‐ or a change of use from industrial to residential? 


if the applicant presents documentation of enrollment in the San Francisco Department of Public Health 


(DPH) Maher program, a DPH waiver from the Maher program, or other documentation from 


Environmental Planning staff that hazardous material effects would be less than significant (refer to 


EP_ArcMap > Maher layer).


Transportation: Does the project involve a child care facility or school with 30 or more students, or a 


location 1,500 sq. ft. or greater? Does the project have the potential to adversely affect transit, pedestrian 


and/or bicycle safety (hazards) or the adequacy of nearby transit, pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities?


Archeological Resources: Would the project result in soil disturbance/modification greater than two


(2) feet below grade in an archeological sensitive area or eight (8) feet in a non -archeological sensitive


area? If yes, archeo review is requried (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > 


Archeological Sensitive Area)


Subdivision/Lot Line Adjustment: Does the project site involve a subdivision or lot line adjustment


on a lot with a slope average of 20% or more? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >


Topography). If yes, Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Slope = or > 25%: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion greater


than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or more of


soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Topography) If box is


checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Seismic: Landslide Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion


greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or  more 


of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Seismic Hazard Zones) 


If box is checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Seismic: Liquefaction Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage


expansion greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50  cubic 


yards or more of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >


Seismic Hazard Zones) If box is checked, a geotechnical report will likely be required and Environmental 


Planning must issue the exemption.


Comments and Planner Signature (optional): Laura Lynch







STEP 3: PROPERTY STATUS - HISTORIC RESOURCE
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


PROPERTY IS ONE OF THE FOLLOWING: (refer to Property Information Map)


Category A: Known Historical Resource. GO TO STEP 5.


Category B: Potential Historical Resource (over 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 4.


Category C: Not a Historical Resource or Not Age Eligible (under 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 6.


STEP 4: PROPOSED WORK CHECKLIST


TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Check all that apply to the project.


1. Change of use and new construction. Tenant improvements not included.


2. Regular maintenance or repair to correct or repair deterioration, decay, or damage to building.


3. Window replacement that meets the Department’s Window Replacement Standards. Does not include


storefront window alterations.


4. Garage work. A new opening that meets the Guidelines for Adding Garages and Curb Cuts, and/or


replacement of a garage door in an existing opening that meets the Residential Design Guidelines.


5. Deck, terrace construction, or fences not visible from any immediately adjacent public right-of-way.


6. Mechanical equipment installation that is not visible from any immediately adjacent public 


right-of-way.


7. Dormer installation that meets the requirements for exemption from public notification under Zoning


Administrator Bulletin No. 3: Dormer Windows.


8. Addition(s) that are not visible from any immediately adjacent public right -of-way for 150 feet in each


direction; does not extend vertically beyond the floor level of the top story of the structure or is only a


single story in height; does not have a footprint that is more than 50% larger than that of the original


building; and does not cause the removal of architectural significant roofing features.


Note: Project Planner must check box below before proceeding.


Project is not listed. GO TO STEP 5.


Project does not conform to the scopes of work. GO TO STEP 5.


Project involves four or more work descriptions. GO TO STEP 5.


Project involves less than four work descriptions. GO TO STEP 6.


STEP 5: CEQA IMPACTS - ADVANCED HISTORICAL REVIEW
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Check all that apply to the project.


1. Project involves a known historical resource (CEQA Category A) as determined by Step 3 and


conforms entirely to proposed work checklist in Step 4.


2. Interior alterations to publicly accessible spaces.


3. Window replacement of original/historic windows that are not “in-kind” but are consistent with


existing historic character.


4. Façade/storefront alterations that do not remove, alter, or obscure character-defining features.


5. Raising the building in a manner that does not remove, alter, or obscure character -defining


features.


6. Restoration based upon documented evidence of a building’s historic condition, such as historic


photographs, plans, physical evidence, or similar buildings.







7. Addition(s), including mechanical equipment that are minimally visible from a public right -of-way


and meet the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation .


8. Other work consistent with the Secretary of the Interior Standards for the Treatment of Historic 


Properties (specify or add comments):


9. Other work that would not materially impair a historic district (specify or add comments):


(Requires approval by Senior Preservation Planner/Preservation Coordinator)


10. Reclassification of property status. (Requires approval by Senior Preservation 


Planner/Preservation


Reclassify to Category A


a. Per HRER or PTR dated


b. Other (specify):


(attach HRER or PTR)


Reclassify to Category C


Reclassify to C per PTR signed on 7/3/19


Note: If ANY box in STEP 5 above is checked, a Preservation Planner MUST sign below.


Project can proceed with categorical exemption review. The project has been reviewed by the


Preservation Planner and can proceed with categorical exemption review. GO TO STEP 6.


Comments (optional):


Preservation Planner Signature: Shannon Ferguson


TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


STEP 6: CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION DETERMINATION


Project Approval Action: Signature:


If Discretionary Review before the Planning Commission is requested,


the Discretionary Review hearing is the Approval Action for the  project.


Once signed or stamped and dated, this document constitutes a categorical exemption pursuant to CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 


31of the Administrative Code.


In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of an exemption determination can only be 


filed within 30 days of the project receiving the approval action.


Please note that other approval actions may be required for the project. Please contact the assigned planner for these approvals.


Shannon Ferguson


07/03/2019


No further environmental review is required. The project is categorically exempt under CEQA.


There are no unusual circumstances that would result in a reasonable possibility of a significant 


effect.


Building Permit







TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


STEP 7: MODIFICATION OF A CEQA EXEMPT PROJECT


In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, when a California Environmental


Quality Act (CEQA) exempt project changes after the Approval Action and requires a subsequent approval, the


Environmental Review Officer (or his or her designee) must determine whether the proposed change 


constitutes a substantial modification of that project. This checklist shall be used to determine whether the 


proposed changes to the approved project would constitute a “substantial modification” and, therefore, be 


subject to additional environmental review pursuant to CEQA.


PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION


Project Address (If different than front page) Block/Lot(s) (If different than 


front page)


Case No. Previous Building Permit No. New Building Permit No.


Plans Dated Previous Approval Action New Approval Action


1222 FUNSTON AVE


2018-015239PRJ


Building Permit


1738/040


201812118001


Modified Project Description:


DETERMINATION IF PROJECT CONSTITUTES SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION


Compared to the approved project, would the modified project:


Result in expansion of the building envelope, as defined in the Planning Code;


Result in the change of use that would require public notice under Planning Code


Sections 311 or 312;


Result in demolition as defined under Planning Code Section 317 or 19005(f)?


Is any information being presented that was not known and could not have been known


at the time of the original determination, that shows the originally approved project may


no longer qualify for the exemption?


If at least one of the above boxes is checked, further environmental review is required.


DETERMINATION OF NO SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION


Planner Name:


The proposed modification would not result in any of the above changes.


If this box is checked, the proposed modifications are categorically exempt under CEQA, in accordance with prior project


approval and no additional environmental review is required. This determination shall be posted on the Planning Department 


website and office and mailed to the applicant, City approving entities, and anyone requesting written notice. In accordance 


with Chapter 31, Sec 31.08j of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of this determination can be filed within 10 


days of posting of this determination.


Date:







Preservation Team Meeting Date: n/a Date of Form Completion 7/1/2019


PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW FORM


  PROJECT ISSUES:


 Is the subject Property an eligible historic resource? 


 If so, are the proposed changes a significant impact?


 Additional Notes:  


Submitted: Supplemental Application prepared by Tim Kelley, including ownership and 
occupant history, and building permit records. 
 


  PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW:


   Category:  A  B  C


Individual Historic District/Context


Property is individually eligible for inclusion in a 
California Register under one or more of the 
following Criteria: 


Property is in an eligible California Register 
Historic District/Context under one or more of 
the following Criteria: 


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Period of Significance: Period of Significance: 


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


n/a


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


n/a


Contributor Non-Contributor


  PROJECT INFORMATION:


Planner: Address:


Shannon Ferguson 1222 Funston Avenue


Block/Lot: Cross Streets:


1738/040 Lincoln Way and Irving Street


CEQA Category: Art. 10/11: BPA/Case No.:


B N/A 2018-015239ENV


  PURPOSE OF REVIEW:   PROJECT DESCRIPTION:


CEQA Article 10/11 Preliminary/PIC Alteration Demo/New Construction


DATE OF PLANS UNDER REVIEW:







   Complies with the Secretary’s Standards/Art 10/Art 11:


   CEQA Material Impairment to the individual historic resource:


   CEQA Material Impairment to the historic district:


   Requires Design Revisions:


   Defer to Residential Design Team:


Yes No N/A


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


PRESERVATION TEAM COMMENTS:


    Located in the Inner Sunset on the east side of Funston Avenue and set at the rear of the 
grassy lot, the subject property is a one-story, single family residence constructed in the 
vernacular style. The rectangular plan, wood-framed building is clad in horizontal wood 
siding and has a gable roof clad in asphalt shingles. The centered entrance has a multi-lite 
glazed wood door. It is accessed by a wood stair, has a small porch, and is sheltered by a 
portico. The entrance is flanked by angled bay windows with double-hung, wood sash. The 
gable has a vent at the center of the peak and has simple wood coping. A single-car garage 
is located at the southwest corner of the lot. The rectangular plan, wood framed garage is 
clad in horizontal wood siding and has a gable roof with asphalt shingles. The adjacent lot 
to the north contains an identical residence and garage on a separate parcel (1218 Funston 
Avenue, 1738/041). The subject property appears to have very undergone few alterations. 
Building permits indicate the garage was constructed in 1925 and a metal fence shared by 
both 1218 and 1222 Funston Avenue was installed in 2008. 
    Based on historic research provided by the applicant and conducted by preservation 
staff, 1222 Clement Street does not appear to be individually eligible for the California 
Register under Criteria 1 (Events), 2 (Persons), or 3 (Architecture). A building 
announcement from the Daily Pacific Builder indicate that both 1218 and 1222 Funston 
were constructed in 1908. According to Sanborn maps and construction dates provided by 
the Assessor-Recorder, 1218 and 1222 Funston Avenue appear to have been the earliest 
buildings constructed on the east side of Funston Avenue. Single family residences on 
adjacent block were constructed in 1907-1913. The subject property appears to be one of 
many homes constructed in the area when San Francisco residents were looking to rebuild 
after the 1906 Earthquake and Fire. Therefore, the subject property does not appear to be 
significant in the development of the neighborhood. The original owner, cigar salesman 
August Warnecke, is not a person of note.  The Warnecke family owned both residences 
through the early 1920s as rental properties. Despite having separate parcels, the 
residences appear to have been sold together until 1949, when they were purchased by 
separate owners. Occupants were a mix of tenants and owner-occupants, with working 
class occupations such as laborers, carpenters, and mechanics. None of the occupants 
appear to have historical significance.  
    Both residences were constructed by local builder Jorgen Peterson, who constructed 
buildings between 1908 and 1920, but he does not appear to be a master builder nor are 
there any known significant buildings constructed by Peterson. 
(Continued) 


  Signature of a Senior Preservation Planner / Preservation Coordinator: Date:


Allison K. Vanderslice Digitally signed by Allison K. Vanderslice 
Date: 2019.07.03 11:15:35 -06'00'







1222 Funston Avenue
1738/040
2018 015239ENV


The subject property was constructed by local builders with local materials in the vernacular style. It does
not exhibit significant stylistic design features and therefore does not rise to the level of individual
significance Archaeological sensitivity is assessed through the Department's Preliminary Archaeological
Review process and is outside the scope of this review.







1222 Funston Avenue
1738/040
2018 015239ENV


1222 Funston Avenue, 2018







1222 Funston Avenue
1738/040
2018 015239ENV


Garage, 2018


1218 and 1222 Funston Avenue, 2018




























Preservation Team Meeting Date: Date of Form Completion 6/7/2019


PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW FORM


  PROJECT ISSUES:


 Is the subject Property an eligible historic resource? 


 If so, are the proposed changes a significant impact?


 Additional Notes:  


Submitted:  Historic Resource Evaluation, Part 1 (dated May 2019) prepared by 
Architectural Resources Group.


  PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW:


   Category:  A  B  C


Individual Historic District/Context


Property is individually eligible for inclusion in a 
California Register under one or more of the 
following Criteria: 


Property is in an eligible California Register 
Historic District/Context under one or more of 
the following Criteria: 


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Period of Significance: Period of Significance: 


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Contributor Non-Contributor


  PROJECT INFORMATION:


Planner: Address:


Jørgen G. Cleemann 801 Sanchez Street 


Block/Lot: Cross Streets:


3620/102 21st Street


CEQA Category: Art. 10/11: BPA/Case No.:


B N/A 2019-002665ENV


  PURPOSE OF REVIEW:   PROJECT DESCRIPTION:


CEQA Article 10/11 Preliminary/PIC Alteration Demo/New Construction


DATE OF PLANS UNDER REVIEW: N/A







   Complies with the Secretary’s Standards/Art 10/Art 11:


   CEQA Material Impairment to the individual historic resource:


   CEQA Material Impairment to the historic district:


   Requires Design Revisions:


   Defer to Residential Design Team:


Yes No N/A


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


PRESERVATION TEAM COMMENTS:


According to the Historic Resource Evaluation, Part 1 ("HRE," dated May 2019) and 
information accessed by the Planning Department, the subject property at 801 Sanchez 
Street contains three buildings:  1.) a two-story over-basement, wood-frame, stucco-clad, 
single-family residence; 2.) a two-story, wood-frame, stucco-clad, gable-end garage with a 
second-floor studio space; and 3.) a two-story, stucco-clad, wood-frame in-law unit.  The 
property is raised over the level of the street behind a large concrete retaining wall.  A 
gated opening in the western section of the wall provides access to the property.  The 
principal residence, the property's oldest building, features a two-story porch supported 
by columns and enclosed by a balustrade, vinyl windows and doors with decorative 
shutters, and a shingled roof.  The subject property assumed its current configuration and 
appearance as the result of multiple building phases that stretch back to the nineteenth 
century.  An older building that stood on the site in 1886 was either demolished or moved 
by 1900, at which time the first (southern) section of the residence had been constructed 
as a one-story building.  A second story was added between 1900 and 1914, along with a 
number of other small outbuildings that later became the extant garage and in-law unit.  
The retaining wall facing the street likely dates to this period as well.  A large addition 
constructed between 1914 and 1950 reoriented the building's primary facade from 21st St. 
to Sanchez St.  This addition includes the two-story porch.  Alterations after 1950 include 
the installation of vinyl windows and doors (undated), the addition of roof dormers to the 
principal residence (2001), and other interior and exterior changes that did not 
significantly alter the appearance of the building.       
 
Preservation staff has determined that the subject buildings are not eligible for individual 
listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) under any Criterion.  
Although the original portion of the residence was among the earlier buildings 
constructed in the neighborhood, it was not the first such building; neither it nor the 
secondary buildings possess a specific or notable association with historic events to 
support a finding or individual eligibility under Criterion 1.  None of the owners or 
occupants is sufficiently important to history to justify a finding of individual eligibility 
under Criterion 2.  The subject buildings, which were constructed as the result of multiple 
phases of construction, do not embody the distinctive characteristics of any one style,  
 
(continued)


  Signature of a Senior Preservation Planner / Preservation Coordinator: Date:


Allison K. Vanderslice Digitally signed by Allison K. Vanderslice 
Date: 2019.06.07 16:25:52 -07'00'
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(continued) 


type, or period.  With its two-story colonnaded porch, the principal residence does 
faintly evoke Colonial Revival influence, but is not a particularly good example of the 
style.  The subject buildings are not the work of recognized master builders or 
architects and do not represent artistic achievements in their own right.  Therefore 
the subject buildings are not individually eligible under Criterion 3.  Finally, the 
subject buildings do not embody rare construction types and therefore and not 
individually eligible under Criterion 4 as it applies to buildings and structures (the 
potential archeological significance of the site is not evaluated in this document).   


The buildings surrounding the subject property were constructed over a protracted 
period of time and have been extensively altered.  They do not cohere visually or 
thematically into a historic district. 


Therefore the subject buildings at 801 Sanchez Street are not eligible for listing in 
the CRHR, either individually or as contributors to a historic district. 


 


  







 
Figure 1.  801 Sanchez Street.  2017 Image from ARG HRE. 








CEQA Categorical Exemption Determination


PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION


Project Address


436 EUREKA ST


Block/Lot(s)


Project description for Planning Department approval.


Permit No.


Addition/ 


Alteration


Demolition (requires HRE for 


Category B Building)


New 


Construction


This project proposes the following improvements to an existing 4 story single family home in RH-2 zoning 


district. (N) rear addition at all levels (horizontal expansion); (N) interior ceiling height at first living level (lvl 2); 


(N) garage depth, length & connection to rear yard; (N) interior stair to connect all levels; (N) Fenestration 


pattern at street facing facade; (N) bedrooms & bathrooms per plans; (N) kitchen location per plans; (N) 


windows, doors & skylights throughout; (N) Fixtures & finishes throughout; (N) deck & exterior stairs to yard at 


rear; (N) in ground hot tub location in rear yard; (N) landscaping tbd. Proposed project would create an 


approximately 4,352 square foot building


Case No.


2018-015711ENV


2767002A


201810092526


STEP 1: EXEMPTION CLASS


The project has been determined to be categorically exempt under the California Environmental Quality 


Act (CEQA).


Class 1 - Existing Facilities. Interior and exterior alterations; additions under 10,000 sq. ft.


Class 3 - New Construction. Up to three new single-family residences or six dwelling units in one 


building; commercial/office structures; utility extensions; change of use under 10,000 sq. ft. if principally 


permitted or with a CU.


Class 32 - In-Fill Development. New Construction of seven or more units or additions greater than 


10,000 sq. ft. and meets the conditions described below:


(a) The project is consistent with the applicable general plan designation and all applicable general plan 


policies as well as with applicable zoning designation and regulations.


(b) The proposed development occurs within city limits on a project site of no more than 5 acres 


substantially surrounded by urban uses.


(c) The project site has no value as habitat for endangered rare or threatened species.


(d) Approval of the project would not result in any significant effects relating to traffic, noise, air quality, or 


water quality.


(e) The site can be adequately served by all required utilities and public services.


FOR ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING USE ONLY


Class ____







STEP 2: CEQA IMPACTS
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Air Quality: Would the project add new sensitive receptors (specifically, schools, day care facilities, 


hospitals, residential dwellings, and senior-care facilities within an Air Pollution Exposure Zone? Does the 


project have the potential to emit substantial pollutant concentrations (e.g., backup diesel generators, 


heavy industry, diesel trucks, etc.)? (refer to EP _ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Air Pollution 


Exposure Zone)


Hazardous Materials: If the project site is located on the Maher map or is suspected of containing 


hazardous materials (based on a previous use such as gas station, auto repair, dry cleaners, or heavy 


manufacturing, or a site with underground storage tanks): Would the project involve 50 cubic yards or 


more of soil disturbance ‐ or a change of use from industrial to residential? 


if the applicant presents documentation of enrollment in the San Francisco Department of Public Health 


(DPH) Maher program, a DPH waiver from the Maher program, or other documentation from 


Environmental Planning staff that hazardous material effects would be less than significant (refer to 


EP_ArcMap > Maher layer).


Transportation: Does the project involve a child care facility or school with 30 or more students, or a 


location 1,500 sq. ft. or greater? Does the project have the potential to adversely affect transit, pedestrian 


and/or bicycle safety (hazards) or the adequacy of nearby transit, pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities?


Archeological Resources: Would the project result in soil disturbance/modification greater than two


(2) feet below grade in an archeological sensitive area or eight (8) feet in a non -archeological sensitive


area? If yes, archeo review is requried (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > 


Archeological Sensitive Area)


Subdivision/Lot Line Adjustment: Does the project site involve a subdivision or lot line adjustment


on a lot with a slope average of 20% or more? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >


Topography). If yes, Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Slope = or > 25%: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion greater


than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or more of


soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Topography) If box is


checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Seismic: Landslide Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion


greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or  more 


of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Seismic Hazard Zones) 


If box is checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Seismic: Liquefaction Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage


expansion greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50  cubic 


yards or more of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >


Seismic Hazard Zones) If box is checked, a geotechnical report will likely be required and Environmental 


Planning must issue the exemption.


Comments and Planner Signature (optional): Laura Lynch


archeo review complete, no effects 4/24/2019







STEP 3: PROPERTY STATUS - HISTORIC RESOURCE
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


PROPERTY IS ONE OF THE FOLLOWING: (refer to Property Information Map)


Category A: Known Historical Resource. GO TO STEP 5.


Category B: Potential Historical Resource (over 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 4.


Category C: Not a Historical Resource or Not Age Eligible (under 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 6.


STEP 4: PROPOSED WORK CHECKLIST


TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Check all that apply to the project.


1. Change of use and new construction. Tenant improvements not included.


2. Regular maintenance or repair to correct or repair deterioration, decay, or damage to building.


3. Window replacement that meets the Department’s Window Replacement Standards. Does not include


storefront window alterations.


4. Garage work. A new opening that meets the Guidelines for Adding Garages and Curb Cuts, and/or


replacement of a garage door in an existing opening that meets the Residential Design Guidelines.


5. Deck, terrace construction, or fences not visible from any immediately adjacent public right-of-way.


6. Mechanical equipment installation that is not visible from any immediately adjacent public 


right-of-way.


7. Dormer installation that meets the requirements for exemption from public notification under Zoning


Administrator Bulletin No. 3: Dormer Windows.


8. Addition(s) that are not visible from any immediately adjacent public right -of-way for 150 feet in each


direction; does not extend vertically beyond the floor level of the top story of the structure or is only a


single story in height; does not have a footprint that is more than 50% larger than that of the original


building; and does not cause the removal of architectural significant roofing features.


Note: Project Planner must check box below before proceeding.


Project is not listed. GO TO STEP 5.


Project does not conform to the scopes of work. GO TO STEP 5.


Project involves four or more work descriptions. GO TO STEP 5.


Project involves less than four work descriptions. GO TO STEP 6.


STEP 5: CEQA IMPACTS - ADVANCED HISTORICAL REVIEW
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Check all that apply to the project.


1. Project involves a known historical resource (CEQA Category A) as determined by Step 3 and


conforms entirely to proposed work checklist in Step 4.


2. Interior alterations to publicly accessible spaces.


3. Window replacement of original/historic windows that are not “in-kind” but are consistent with


existing historic character.


4. Façade/storefront alterations that do not remove, alter, or obscure character-defining features.


5. Raising the building in a manner that does not remove, alter, or obscure character -defining


features.


6. Restoration based upon documented evidence of a building’s historic condition, such as historic


photographs, plans, physical evidence, or similar buildings.







7. Addition(s), including mechanical equipment that are minimally visible from a public right -of-way


and meet the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation .


8. Other work consistent with the Secretary of the Interior Standards for the Treatment of Historic 


Properties (specify or add comments):


9. Other work that would not materially impair a historic district (specify or add comments):


(Requires approval by Senior Preservation Planner/Preservation Coordinator)


10. Reclassification of property status. (Requires approval by Senior Preservation 


Planner/Preservation


Reclassify to Category A


a. Per HRER or PTR dated


b. Other (specify):


(attach HRER or PTR)


Reclassify to Category C


Reclassify to Category C as per PTR form signed on July 12, 2019.


Note: If ANY box in STEP 5 above is checked, a Preservation Planner MUST sign below.


Project can proceed with categorical exemption review. The project has been reviewed by the


Preservation Planner and can proceed with categorical exemption review. GO TO STEP 6.


Comments (optional):


Preservation Planner Signature: Alex Westhoff


TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


STEP 6: CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION DETERMINATION


Project Approval Action: Signature:


If Discretionary Review before the Planning Commission is requested,


the Discretionary Review hearing is the Approval Action for the  project.


Once signed or stamped and dated, this document constitutes a categorical exemption pursuant to CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 


31of the Administrative Code.


In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of an exemption determination can only be 


filed within 30 days of the project receiving the approval action.


Please note that other approval actions may be required for the project. Please contact the assigned planner for these approvals.


Alex Westhoff


07/17/2019


No further environmental review is required. The project is categorically exempt under CEQA.


There are no unusual circumstances that would result in a reasonable possibility of a significant 


effect.


Building Permit







TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


STEP 7: MODIFICATION OF A CEQA EXEMPT PROJECT


In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, when a California Environmental


Quality Act (CEQA) exempt project changes after the Approval Action and requires a subsequent approval, the


Environmental Review Officer (or his or her designee) must determine whether the proposed change 


constitutes a substantial modification of that project. This checklist shall be used to determine whether the 


proposed changes to the approved project would constitute a “substantial modification” and, therefore, be 


subject to additional environmental review pursuant to CEQA.


PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION


Project Address (If different than front page) Block/Lot(s) (If different than 


front page)


Case No. Previous Building Permit No. New Building Permit No.


Plans Dated Previous Approval Action New Approval Action


436 EUREKA ST


2018-015711PRJ


Building Permit


2767/002A


201810092526


Modified Project Description:


DETERMINATION IF PROJECT CONSTITUTES SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION


Compared to the approved project, would the modified project:


Result in expansion of the building envelope, as defined in the Planning Code;


Result in the change of use that would require public notice under Planning Code


Sections 311 or 312;


Result in demolition as defined under Planning Code Section 317 or 19005(f)?


Is any information being presented that was not known and could not have been known


at the time of the original determination, that shows the originally approved project may


no longer qualify for the exemption?


If at least one of the above boxes is checked, further environmental review is required.


DETERMINATION OF NO SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION


Planner Name:


The proposed modification would not result in any of the above changes.


If this box is checked, the proposed modifications are categorically exempt under CEQA, in accordance with prior project


approval and no additional environmental review is required. This determination shall be posted on the Planning Department 


website and office and mailed to the applicant, City approving entities, and anyone requesting written notice. In accordance 


with Chapter 31, Sec 31.08j of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of this determination can be filed within 10 


days of posting of this determination.


Date:







Preservation Team Meeting Date: Date of Form Completion 7/2/2019


PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW FORM


  PROJECT ISSUES:


 Is the subject Property an eligible historic resource? 


 If so, are the proposed changes a significant impact?


 Additional Notes:  


Submitted: Supplemental Information for Historic Resource Determination submitted on 
10/2/18.  
 


  PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW:


   Category:  A  B  C


Individual Historic District/Context


Property is individually eligible for inclusion in a 
California Register under one or more of the 
following Criteria: 


Property is in an eligible California Register 
Historic District/Context under one or more of 
the following Criteria: 


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Period of Significance: Period of Significance: 


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Contributor Non-Contributor


  PROJECT INFORMATION:


Planner: Address:


Alex Westhoff 436 Eureka St.  


Block/Lot: Cross Streets:


2767/002A Between 21st and 22nd


CEQA Category: Art. 10/11: BPA/Case No.:


B N/A 2018-015711ENV 


  PURPOSE OF REVIEW:   PROJECT DESCRIPTION:


CEQA Article 10/11 Preliminary/PIC Alteration Demo/New Construction


DATE OF PLANS UNDER REVIEW: N/A







   Complies with the Secretary’s Standards/Art 10/Art 11:


   CEQA Material Impairment to the individual historic resource:


   CEQA Material Impairment to the historic district:


   Requires Design Revisions:


   Defer to Residential Design Team:


Yes No N/A


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


PRESERVATION TEAM COMMENTS:


     The subject property at 436 Eureka Street contains a four story single family home in the 
Noe Valley neighborhood. The Supplemental Information for Historic Resource 
Determination, and attached building permit states that the home was constructed in 
1923. However, the Assessor's Report, summarized on the San Francisco Planning 
Department's Property Information map, lists 1922 as the year built. The site slopes toward 
the street and the volume of the three story frame building is set back, and above, a 
detached garage at street level. The house features a flat roof with a parapet supported by 
two brackets. The style of the street facing windows appears to have been influence by 
"half Georgian" or Craftsman design aesthetics.  
    No known historic events occurred at the subject property (Criterion 1). Constructed in 
the early 1920s, the building is not associated with the initial development of the 
neighborhood.  None of the owners or occupants of the subject building were identified as 
important to the history of San Francisco or California (Criterion 2). Based on City Directory 
searches, it appears that two families have resided at the subject between 1925 (the first 
year the subject property is listed in the City Directory) and 1982 (the last year of the City 
Directories). The McCarthys resided in the property circa 1925-1953 including James 
McCarthy who built the home. James McCarthy worked as a building contractor, and 
executed new construction and alteration projects for various properties throughout the 
city. Beginning in 1955, the Gregorys (George and Gladys) resided in the property. George 
Gregory served as a City Firefighter.  
    The building is not architecturally distinct such that it would qualify for individual listing 
in the California Register under Criterion 3. Based on the original building permit, it was 
not designed by a master architect, but rather a local contractor who is not a master 
builder. While the building is in good condition, it lacks notable architectural details and 
does not embody distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of 
construction, and is not a notable example of turn-of the-century residential architecture. 
Based upon a review of information in the Department’s records, the subject building is 
not significant under Criterion 4, since this criterion typically applies to rare construction 
types when involving the built environment, which the subject building is not an example 
of. Assessment of archaeological sensitivity is undertaken through the Department's 
Preliminary Archaeological Review process and is outside the scope of this review. 
   The subject property is not included in any historic resource surveys or on any local, 
state, or national registers. It is located in Eureka Valley, surrounded by other residential 
buildings, of various architectural styles and from a range of periods. 


  Signature of a Senior Preservation Planner / Preservation Coordinator: Date:


Allison K. Vanderslice Digitally signed by Allison K. Vanderslice 
Date: 2019.07.12 18:05:17 -07'00'







 


436 Eureka Street 


Source: Google Maps, November 2017 (accessed July 2019) 







Attachment 1 


Research Summary on 436 Eureka St.  
For 7/2/19 Preservation Team Review Form 
 
Upon researching historic occupancy at 426 Eureka St. to complete the Preservation Team Review (PTR) 
Form, Planning Department staff found inconsistencies with the City Directories, and the Supplemental 
Information for Historic Resource Determination (Supplemental) which the applicant provided with 
Project Application 2018-015711PRJ.  


As the Occupant History Table, on Page 7 of the Supplemental, lists “Same As Above”, referencing the 
Ownership History Table on the previous page, it indicates that the property occupants were the same 
as the property owners. However, the table below compares the names and dates of property 
occupants from the city directories, with the owners/occupants listed in the supplemental.  


Table 1. Names and dates of owners/occupants listed in the supplemental compared to names and 
dates of occupants from the City Directories.    


 Names and Dates (from Supplemental) Names and Dates (from City Directories) 


1 James F. McCarthy / Sep 1921 - Mar 1941 
McCarthy family / circa 1925-1953  
(including Charles L, James S, Nellie, James F, 
Ellen, James P, and Helen) 


2 Ellen McCarthy / Mar 1941 - Mar 1949 
3 Winnifred C. McCarthy / Mar 1949 – Mar 1949 
4 Charles L. McCarthy / Mar 1949 - Sept 1959 


George M and Gladys Gregory / 1955 - 1982 
5 Joseph F. Reilly / Sept 1959 - Jan 1990 


Post 1982 – Outside of Scope of PTR 
research 6 Gladys M. Gregory / 1990 - 1991 


7 Jody Ellen Pataraka / 1991 - 2017 
8 Steve Martisauskas / 2017 - Current 


 


In summary the main differences are that according to the City Directories the McCarthy family left the 
property in 1953 (not 1959), the Gregory family began residing on the property in 1955 (not 1990), and 
no one named Joseph F. Reilly ever resided on the property.   


Research was conducted into the 1980s due to availability of City Directories, though anything more 
recent is not considered historic for CEQA purposes anyways. It should also be noted that Planning 
Department staff did not do additional research on property owners as part of the PTR.  


 


 


 












CEQA Categorical Exemption Determination


PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION


Project Address


1566 48TH AVE


Block/Lot(s)


Project description for Planning Department approval.


Permit No.


Addition/ 


Alteration


Demolition (requires HRE for 


Category B Building)


New 


Construction


Remodel and addition to existing single family home and convert it to a 2 unit building. The additions will be 


located at the rear and two new stories above the existing room.  Parking will be provided for 2 cars and 2 bikes. 


Proposed building would create an approximately 4,500 square foot building.


Case No.


2019-004370ENV


1893029


 201812117970


STEP 1: EXEMPTION CLASS


The project has been determined to be categorically exempt under the California Environmental Quality 


Act (CEQA).


Class 1 - Existing Facilities. Interior and exterior alterations; additions under 10,000 sq. ft.


Class 3 - New Construction. Up to three new single-family residences or six dwelling units in one 


building; commercial/office structures; utility extensions; change of use under 10,000 sq. ft. if principally 


permitted or with a CU.


Class 32 - In-Fill Development. New Construction of seven or more units or additions greater than 


10,000 sq. ft. and meets the conditions described below:


(a) The project is consistent with the applicable general plan designation and all applicable general plan 


policies as well as with applicable zoning designation and regulations.


(b) The proposed development occurs within city limits on a project site of no more than 5 acres 


substantially surrounded by urban uses.


(c) The project site has no value as habitat for endangered rare or threatened species.


(d) Approval of the project would not result in any significant effects relating to traffic, noise, air quality, or 


water quality.


(e) The site can be adequately served by all required utilities and public services.


FOR ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING USE ONLY


Class ____







STEP 2: CEQA IMPACTS
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Air Quality: Would the project add new sensitive receptors (specifically, schools, day care facilities, 


hospitals, residential dwellings, and senior-care facilities within an Air Pollution Exposure Zone? Does the 


project have the potential to emit substantial pollutant concentrations (e.g., backup diesel generators, 


heavy industry, diesel trucks, etc.)? (refer to EP _ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Air Pollution 


Exposure Zone)


Hazardous Materials: If the project site is located on the Maher map or is suspected of containing 


hazardous materials (based on a previous use such as gas station, auto repair, dry cleaners, or heavy 


manufacturing, or a site with underground storage tanks): Would the project involve 50 cubic yards or 


more of soil disturbance ‐ or a change of use from industrial to residential? 


if the applicant presents documentation of enrollment in the San Francisco Department of Public Health 


(DPH) Maher program, a DPH waiver from the Maher program, or other documentation from 


Environmental Planning staff that hazardous material effects would be less than significant (refer to 


EP_ArcMap > Maher layer).


Transportation: Does the project involve a child care facility or school with 30 or more students, or a 


location 1,500 sq. ft. or greater? Does the project have the potential to adversely affect transit, pedestrian 


and/or bicycle safety (hazards) or the adequacy of nearby transit, pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities?


Archeological Resources: Would the project result in soil disturbance/modification greater than two


(2) feet below grade in an archeological sensitive area or eight (8) feet in a non -archeological sensitive


area? If yes, archeo review is requried (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > 


Archeological Sensitive Area)


Subdivision/Lot Line Adjustment: Does the project site involve a subdivision or lot line adjustment


on a lot with a slope average of 20% or more? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >


Topography). If yes, Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Slope = or > 25%: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion greater


than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or more of


soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Topography) If box is


checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Seismic: Landslide Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion


greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or  more 


of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Seismic Hazard Zones) 


If box is checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Seismic: Liquefaction Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage


expansion greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50  cubic 


yards or more of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >


Seismic Hazard Zones) If box is checked, a geotechnical report will likely be required and Environmental 


Planning must issue the exemption.


Comments and Planner Signature (optional): Laura Lynch







STEP 3: PROPERTY STATUS - HISTORIC RESOURCE
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


PROPERTY IS ONE OF THE FOLLOWING: (refer to Property Information Map)


Category A: Known Historical Resource. GO TO STEP 5.


Category B: Potential Historical Resource (over 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 4.


Category C: Not a Historical Resource or Not Age Eligible (under 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 6.


STEP 4: PROPOSED WORK CHECKLIST


TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Check all that apply to the project.


1. Change of use and new construction. Tenant improvements not included.


2. Regular maintenance or repair to correct or repair deterioration, decay, or damage to building.


3. Window replacement that meets the Department’s Window Replacement Standards. Does not include


storefront window alterations.


4. Garage work. A new opening that meets the Guidelines for Adding Garages and Curb Cuts, and/or


replacement of a garage door in an existing opening that meets the Residential Design Guidelines.


5. Deck, terrace construction, or fences not visible from any immediately adjacent public right-of-way.


6. Mechanical equipment installation that is not visible from any immediately adjacent public 


right-of-way.


7. Dormer installation that meets the requirements for exemption from public notification under Zoning


Administrator Bulletin No. 3: Dormer Windows.


8. Addition(s) that are not visible from any immediately adjacent public right -of-way for 150 feet in each


direction; does not extend vertically beyond the floor level of the top story of the structure or is only a


single story in height; does not have a footprint that is more than 50% larger than that of the original


building; and does not cause the removal of architectural significant roofing features.


Note: Project Planner must check box below before proceeding.


Project is not listed. GO TO STEP 5.


Project does not conform to the scopes of work. GO TO STEP 5.


Project involves four or more work descriptions. GO TO STEP 5.


Project involves less than four work descriptions. GO TO STEP 6.


STEP 5: CEQA IMPACTS - ADVANCED HISTORICAL REVIEW
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Check all that apply to the project.


1. Project involves a known historical resource (CEQA Category A) as determined by Step 3 and


conforms entirely to proposed work checklist in Step 4.


2. Interior alterations to publicly accessible spaces.


3. Window replacement of original/historic windows that are not “in-kind” but are consistent with


existing historic character.


4. Façade/storefront alterations that do not remove, alter, or obscure character-defining features.


5. Raising the building in a manner that does not remove, alter, or obscure character -defining


features.


6. Restoration based upon documented evidence of a building’s historic condition, such as historic


photographs, plans, physical evidence, or similar buildings.







7. Addition(s), including mechanical equipment that are minimally visible from a public right -of-way


and meet the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation .


8. Other work consistent with the Secretary of the Interior Standards for the Treatment of Historic 


Properties (specify or add comments):


9. Other work that would not materially impair a historic district (specify or add comments):


(Requires approval by Senior Preservation Planner/Preservation Coordinator)


10. Reclassification of property status. (Requires approval by Senior Preservation 


Planner/Preservation


Reclassify to Category A


a. Per HRER or PTR dated


b. Other (specify):


(attach HRER or PTR)


Reclassify to Category C


07/12/2019


Reclassify to Category C as per PTR form signed on 7/12/19.


Note: If ANY box in STEP 5 above is checked, a Preservation Planner MUST sign below.


Project can proceed with categorical exemption review. The project has been reviewed by the


Preservation Planner and can proceed with categorical exemption review. GO TO STEP 6.


Comments (optional):


Preservation Planner Signature: Charles Enchill


TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


STEP 6: CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION DETERMINATION


Project Approval Action: Signature:


If Discretionary Review before the Planning Commission is requested,


the Discretionary Review hearing is the Approval Action for the  project.


Once signed or stamped and dated, this document constitutes a categorical exemption pursuant to CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 


31of the Administrative Code.


In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of an exemption determination can only be 


filed within 30 days of the project receiving the approval action.


Please note that other approval actions may be required for the project. Please contact the assigned planner for these approvals.


Charles Enchill


07/16/2019


No further environmental review is required. The project is categorically exempt under CEQA.


There are no unusual circumstances that would result in a reasonable possibility of a significant 


effect.


Building Permit







TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


STEP 7: MODIFICATION OF A CEQA EXEMPT PROJECT


In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, when a California Environmental


Quality Act (CEQA) exempt project changes after the Approval Action and requires a subsequent approval, the


Environmental Review Officer (or his or her designee) must determine whether the proposed change 


constitutes a substantial modification of that project. This checklist shall be used to determine whether the 


proposed changes to the approved project would constitute a “substantial modification” and, therefore, be 


subject to additional environmental review pursuant to CEQA.


PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION


Project Address (If different than front page) Block/Lot(s) (If different than 


front page)


Case No. Previous Building Permit No. New Building Permit No.


Plans Dated Previous Approval Action New Approval Action


1566 48TH AVE


2019-004370PRJ


Building Permit


1893/029


 201812117970


Modified Project Description:


DETERMINATION IF PROJECT CONSTITUTES SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION


Compared to the approved project, would the modified project:


Result in expansion of the building envelope, as defined in the Planning Code;


Result in the change of use that would require public notice under Planning Code


Sections 311 or 312;


Result in demolition as defined under Planning Code Section 317 or 19005(f)?


Is any information being presented that was not known and could not have been known


at the time of the original determination, that shows the originally approved project may


no longer qualify for the exemption?


If at least one of the above boxes is checked, further environmental review is required.


DETERMINATION OF NO SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION


Planner Name:


The proposed modification would not result in any of the above changes.


If this box is checked, the proposed modifications are categorically exempt under CEQA, in accordance with prior project


approval and no additional environmental review is required. This determination shall be posted on the Planning Department 


website and office and mailed to the applicant, City approving entities, and anyone requesting written notice. In accordance 


with Chapter 31, Sec 31.08j of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of this determination can be filed within 10 


days of posting of this determination.


Date:







Preservation Team Meeting Date: Date of Form Completion 7/8/2019


PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW FORM


  PROJECT ISSUES:


 Is the subject Property an eligible historic resource? 


 If so, are the proposed changes a significant impact?


 Additional Notes:  


Submitted: Historic Resource Evaluation prepared by Tim Kelley Consulting (dated 
March 2019). 
 


  PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW:


   Category:  A  B  C


Individual Historic District/Context


Property is individually eligible for inclusion in a 
California Register under one or more of the 
following Criteria: 


Property is in an eligible California Register 
Historic District/Context under one or more of 
the following Criteria: 


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Period of Significance: Period of Significance: 


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


n/a


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


n/a


Contributor Non-Contributor


  PROJECT INFORMATION:


Planner: Address:


Charles Enchill 1566 48th Avenue


Block/Lot: Cross Streets:


1893/029 Lawton and Kirkham Streets


CEQA Category: Art. 10/11: BPA/Case No.:


B n/a 2019-004370ENV


  PURPOSE OF REVIEW:   PROJECT DESCRIPTION:


CEQA Article 10/11 Preliminary/PIC Alteration Demo/New Construction


DATE OF PLANS UNDER REVIEW: n/a







   Complies with the Secretary’s Standards/Art 10/Art 11:


   CEQA Material Impairment to the individual historic resource:


   CEQA Material Impairment to the historic district:


   Requires Design Revisions:


   Defer to Residential Design Team:


Yes No N/A


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


PRESERVATION TEAM COMMENTS:


        According to the Historic Resource Evaluation prepared by Tim Kelley Consulting 
(dated March 2019) and information in the Planning Department files, the subject property 
at 1566 48th Avenue is located in the Outer Sunset neighborhood and contains a one-story 
over garage, wood-frame residential building with stucco exterior. The subject building 
was constructed in 1925  for property owner Frank Thornton. No architect is listed and the 
local builder was Henry B. Bernhardt (Building Permit). The ground floor contains a 
recessed tilt up garage door with a wide window pane.  The right side within the recess is a 
multi-lite glazed pedestrian door. Above the garage are three multi-lite wood sash 
windows. The center window is double casement with two-over-three pattern while the 
fixed windows on either end are three-over-three. Raised stucco bands frame the shaped 
parapet, windows, and serve as architectural detail. On the left side of the building is a 
brick stairway that leads up to the primary entrance within an arched vestibule. The main 
entrance also contains a multi-lite glazed door, but with greater transparency. The owner, 
Frank Thornton, was a retired saloon owner and resided at the subject property with his 
wife Hannah Thornton from construction until 1928. The property was subsequently 
inherited by Franks family including: daughter Nora P. Treacy (1928-1933), son Frank 
Norton (1933-1936) and daughter-in-law Della Thornton (1936-1944). Permitted exterior 
alterations include re-roofing (1991).  
        Department preservation staff have determined that 1566 48th Avenue does not 
appear to be eligible for listing in the California Register. No known historic events have 
occurred at the subject property that have made a significant contribution to the local, 
regional, state, or national levels (Criterion 1). None of the owners or occupants of the 
subject property are known to be important to history (Criterion 2). No architect was listed 
on the building permit and Henry B. Bernhardt was the local builder. Bernhardt was not a 
prominent builder and there are no known historic resources associated with him. While in 
good condition, this modest building is not architecturally distinct such that it would 
qualify individually for listing in the California Register under Criterion 3. 
        Based upon a review of information in the Department's records, the subject building 
is not significant under Criterion 4 since this significance criterion typically applies to rare 
construction types when involving the built environment. The subject building is not an 
example of a rare construction type. Assessment of archaeological sensitivity is undertaken 
through the Department’s Preliminary Archaeological Review process and is outside the 
scope of this review. 
(see continuation sheet)


  Signature of a Senior Preservation Planner / Preservation Coordinator: Date:


Allison K. Vanderslice Digitally signed by Allison K. Vanderslice 
Date: 2019.07.12 18:18:04 -07'00'







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

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

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** NEW COMMUNITY BENEFIT DISTRICT CREATED TO KEEP DOWNTOWN SAN

FRANCISCO CLEAN AND SAFE
Date: Thursday, July 18, 2019 11:09:08 AM
Attachments: 7.17.19 Downtown Community Benefit District.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 17, 2019 10:15 AM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** NEW COMMUNITY BENEFIT DISTRICT CREATED TO KEEP
DOWNTOWN SAN FRANCISCO CLEAN AND SAFE
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, July 17, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
NEW COMMUNITY BENEFIT DISTRICT CREATED TO KEEP

DOWNTOWN SAN FRANCISCO CLEAN AND SAFE
The new Downtown Community Benefit District follows on the recent renewals of two existing

Community Benefit and Business Improvement Districts to provide a range of services for
residents and businesses

 

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, along with Supervisors Aaron Peskin, Vallie
Brown, and Matt Haney, yesterday announced the expansion of San Francisco’s efforts to
keep the City’s streets clean and safe. The Board of Supervisors voted unanimously to create a
new Downtown Community Benefit District (CBD), which follows on recent votes to renew
two existing districts: North of Market/Tenderloin CBD and the Union Square Business
Improvement District (BID). In total, the three districts will raise nearly $12 million per year
over the next ten to 15 years to address the cleanliness, safety, and promotion of their
communities.
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Wednesday, July 17, 2019 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
NEW COMMUNITY BENEFIT DISTRICT CREATED TO KEEP 


DOWNTOWN SAN FRANCISCO CLEAN AND SAFE 
The new Downtown Community Benefit District follows on the recent renewals of two existing 


Community Benefit and Business Improvement Districts to provide a range of services for 
residents and businesses 


 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, along with Supervisors Aaron Peskin, Vallie 
Brown, and Matt Haney, yesterday announced the expansion of San Francisco’s efforts to keep 
the City’s streets clean and safe. The Board of Supervisors voted unanimously to create a new 
Downtown Community Benefit District (CBD), which follows on recent votes to renew two 
existing districts: North of Market/Tenderloin CBD and the Union Square Business 
Improvement District (BID). In total, the three districts will raise nearly $12 million per year 
over the next ten to 15 years to address the cleanliness, safety, and promotion of their 
communities.  
 
“Community Benefit Districts keep our communities, clean, safe, and vibrant, and I’m excited to 
expand these serves to Downtown San Francisco,” said Mayor London Breed. “The renewal of 
existing CBDs demonstrates that neighbors, merchants, property owners, and stakeholders 
continue to have confidence that these organizations create and implement effective, equity-
based solutions and make it possible for everyone to benefit from cleaner and safer streets.” 
 
Community Benefit Districts strive to improve the overall quality of life in targeted commercial 
districts and mixed-use neighborhoods through a partnership between the City and local 
communities. Once an area has voted to establish a CBD, local property owners are levied a 
special assessment to fund improvements to their neighborhood. The funds are administered by a 
non-profit organization established by the neighborhood. 
 
The newly formed Downtown CBD and the renewal of the North of Market/Tenderloin CBD and 
Union Square BID will provide a range of services for residents and businesses, including: 
 


• Trash and graffiti removal, sidewalk sweeping, pressure washing, and installing new 
trash cans; 


• Organizing events and activations of public spaces and sidewalks; 
• Public and pedestrian safety programs centered around hospitality; 
• Public art programs and wayfinding signage; 
• Services to connect people with social services and provide information to visitors; 
• Marketing and promotion of neighborhoods as community, business, and regional 


destinations. 
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Downtown Community Benefit District 
The Downtown CBD is now the newest and one of the largest CBDs in San Francisco. The 
formation of this district began in 2007 but was paused due to the economic downturn in 2008. 
However, proponents continued to work on the idea and brought it back to the community in 
2017. The CBD will raise approximately $3.9 million per year in special assessments from 
properties within the district to carry out its management plan over the next 15 years. The 
boundaries of the district include approximately 669 parcels located on approximately 43 whole 
or partial blocks. The district is generally bounded by the Embarcadero, Spear, Battery and 
Sansome Streets on the east, Pacific Avenue, and Washington and Sacramento Streets on the 
north, Kearny and Montgomery Streets on the west, and Pacific, Howard Street and the south 
side of Market Street. 
 
“As the sponsor of the original Community Benefit District enabling legislation and an original 
supporter of this CBD 12 years ago, I believe in the power of community stewardship,” said 
Supervisor Aaron Peskin, who has long worked on the formation of the Downtown Community 
Benefit District (CBD). “The Financial District is the home of San Francisco’s workforce 
economy, and the Downtown CBD will help augment the City’s baseline services on everything 
from pressure washing to homeless outreach. Whether you’re a tourist visiting a downtown 
attraction or a worker clocking out of an office tower to enjoy a lunchtime event in a public 
plaza, the CBD will be a meaningful public benefit.” 
 
The Board of Supervisors and property owners also approved the renewal and expansion of the 
North of Market/Tenderloin CBD and the Union Square BID. Additionally, property owners 
voted to renew the Civic Center CBD. 
 
North of Market/Tenderloin Community Benefit District 
The North of Market/Tenderloin CBD was renewed by property owners in the area and the 
Board of Supervisors voted to approve the renewal and expansion in June. It will raise 
approximately $1.9 million per year in special assessments from properties to carry out its 
management plan over the next 15 years. The boundaries of the District include 800 parcels 
located on approximately 41 blocks bounded by Polk and Larkin Street on the west, O’Farrell 
Street on the north, Mason Street on the east, Market and McAllister Street on the south and 
Market Street on the southeast. 
 
“The Tenderloin is one of the highest needs areas in San Francisco with the densest 
concentration of children in the city,” said Supervisor Matt Haney. “The TLCBD has done a lot 
to help keep the streets of the Tenderloin safe, clean, and healthy for the neighborhood’s 
children, seniors, adults, and businesses. It has done this in a way that engages community 
participation, employs harm reduction strategies, and honors the human dignity of all of the TL’s 
residents both housed and unhoused. I strongly support the TLCBD’s renewal and look forward 
to continuing to work with them in my district.” 
 
Union Square Business Improvement District 
The Union Square BID, San Francisco’s oldest such district, was renewed for an additional ten 
years on July 9. It will raise approximately $6 million per year in special assessments to carry out 
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its management plan, making it San Francisco’s largest district by assessment revenue.  The 
boundaries of the district include approximately 620 parcels located on 27 whole or partial 
blocks, bounded by Bush Street on the north, Kearney Street on the east, Market Street on the 
south, and Taylor and Mason Streets on the west. 
 
New services include a 24/7 dispatch center for the public and stakeholders to alert the BID to 
areas that need attention, additional staff focused on cleaning and safety with a 20% wage 
increase, and safety and hospitality ambassadors who will assist those in need within the district 
during the day and overnight between 10pm and 6am. 
 
Civic Center Community Benefit District 
On Tuesday, July 16, Civic Center property owners voted to approve the renewal and expansion 
of the Civic Center CBD. The Board of Supervisors will vote on the renewal of the Civic Center 
CBD on Tuesday, July 23. If approved, the Civic Center CBD will raise approximately 
$3.2 million per year in special assessments from properties within the CBD to carry out its 
management plan. The boundaries of the district would include approximately 773 parcels on 43 
whole or partial blocks, bounded by Golden Gate Avenue and Turk Street to the north, Market 
Street to the south, 7th Street to the east, and Gough Street to the west. 
 
“Since 2011, the Civic Center Community Benefit District has helped support cleanliness and 
safety in Hayes Valley and the surrounding neighborhood,” said Supervisor Vallie Brown. “I 
look forward to working with neighbors and the CBD to serve the diverse needs of District 5 
stakeholders—residential and commercial, housed and unhoused.” 
 
More information on the Community Benefit District program can be found at: 
https://oewd.org/community-benefit-districts.  
 


### 
 



https://oewd.org/community-benefit-districts





“Community Benefit Districts keep our communities, clean, safe, and vibrant, and I’m excited
to expand these serves to Downtown San Francisco,” said Mayor London Breed. “The renewal
of existing CBDs demonstrates that neighbors, merchants, property owners, and stakeholders
continue to have confidence that these organizations create and implement effective, equity-
based solutions and make it possible for everyone to benefit from cleaner and safer streets.”

 

Community Benefit Districts strive to improve the overall quality of life in targeted
commercial districts and mixed-use neighborhoods through a partnership between the City and
local communities. Once an area has voted to establish a CBD, local property owners are
levied a special assessment to fund improvements to their neighborhood. The funds are
administered by a non-profit organization established by the neighborhood.

 

The newly formed Downtown CBD and the renewal of the North of Market/Tenderloin CBD
and Union Square BID will provide a range of services for residents and businesses, including:

 

Trash and graffiti removal, sidewalk sweeping, pressure washing, and installing new
trash cans;
Organizing events and activations of public spaces and sidewalks;
Public and pedestrian safety programs centered around hospitality;
Public art programs and wayfinding signage;
Services to connect people with social services and provide information to visitors;
Marketing and promotion of neighborhoods as community, business, and regional
destinations.

 

Downtown Community Benefit District

The Downtown CBD is now the newest and one of the largest CBDs in San Francisco. The
formation of this district began in 2007 but was paused due to the economic downturn in 2008.
However, proponents continued to work on the idea and brought it back to the community in
2017. The CBD will raise approximately $3.9 million per year in special assessments from
properties within the district to carry out its management plan over the next 15 years. The
boundaries of the district include approximately 669 parcels located on approximately 43
whole or partial blocks. The district is generally bounded by the Embarcadero, Spear, Battery
and Sansome Streets on the east, Pacific Avenue, and Washington and Sacramento Streets on
the north, Kearny and Montgomery Streets on the west, and Pacific, Howard Street and the
south side of Market Street.

 

“As the sponsor of the original Community Benefit District enabling legislation and an
original supporter of this CBD 12 years ago, I believe in the power of community
stewardship,” said Supervisor Aaron Peskin, who has long worked on the formation of the
Downtown Community Benefit District (CBD). “The Financial District is the home of San



Francisco’s workforce economy, and the Downtown CBD will help augment the City’s
baseline services on everything from pressure washing to homeless outreach. Whether you’re
a tourist visiting a downtown attraction or a worker clocking out of an office tower to enjoy a
lunchtime event in a public plaza, the CBD will be a meaningful public benefit.”
 

The Board of Supervisors and property owners also approved the renewal and expansion of
the North of Market/Tenderloin CBD and the Union Square BID. Additionally, property
owners voted to renew the Civic Center CBD.

 

North of Market/Tenderloin Community Benefit District

The North of Market/Tenderloin CBD was renewed by property owners in the area and the
Board of Supervisors voted to approve the renewal and expansion in June. It will raise
approximately $1.9 million per year in special assessments from properties to carry out its
management plan over the next 15 years. The boundaries of the District include 800 parcels
located on approximately 41 blocks bounded by Polk and Larkin Street on the west, O’Farrell
Street on the north, Mason Street on the east, Market and McAllister Street on the south and
Market Street on the southeast.

 

“The Tenderloin is one of the highest needs areas in San Francisco with the densest
concentration of children in the city,” said Supervisor Matt Haney. “The TLCBD has done a
lot to help keep the streets of the Tenderloin safe, clean, and healthy for the neighborhood’s
children, seniors, adults, and businesses. It has done this in a way that engages community
participation, employs harm reduction strategies, and honors the human dignity of all of the
TL’s residents both housed and unhoused. I strongly support the TLCBD’s renewal and look
forward to continuing to work with them in my district.”

 

Union Square Business Improvement District

The Union Square BID, San Francisco’s oldest such district, was renewed for an additional ten
years on July 9. It will raise approximately $6 million per year in special assessments to carry
out its management plan, making it San Francisco’s largest district by assessment revenue. 
The boundaries of the district include approximately 620 parcels located on 27 whole or
partial blocks, bounded by Bush Street on the north, Kearney Street on the east, Market Street
on the south, and Taylor and Mason Streets on the west.

 

New services include a 24/7 dispatch center for the public and stakeholders to alert the BID to
areas that need attention, additional staff focused on cleaning and safety with a 20% wage
increase, and safety and hospitality ambassadors who will assist those in need within the
district during the day and overnight between 10pm and 6am.

 



Civic Center Community Benefit District

On Tuesday, July 16, Civic Center property owners voted to approve the renewal and
expansion of the Civic Center CBD. The Board of Supervisors will vote on the renewal of the
Civic Center CBD on Tuesday, July 23. If approved, the Civic Center CBD will raise
approximately $3.2 million per year in special assessments from properties within the CBD to
carry out its management plan. The boundaries of the district would include approximately
773 parcels on 43 whole or partial blocks, bounded by Golden Gate Avenue and Turk Street to
the north, Market Street to the south, 7th Street to the east, and Gough Street to the west.

 

“Since 2011, the Civic Center Community Benefit District has helped support cleanliness and
safety in Hayes Valley and the surrounding neighborhood,” said Supervisor Vallie Brown. “I
look forward to working with neighbors and the CBD to serve the diverse needs of District 5
stakeholders—residential and commercial, housed and unhoused.”

 

More information on the Community Benefit District program can be found at:

https://oewd.org/community-benefit-districts.

 

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

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

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES $9.8 MILLION INCREASE IN INCOME

ASSISTANCE FOR LOW-INCOME SAN FRANCISCANS
Date: Thursday, July 18, 2019 11:00:36 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: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, July 18, 2019 8:06 AM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES $9.8 MILLION INCREASE IN
INCOME ASSISTANCE FOR LOW-INCOME SAN FRANCISCANS
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, July 18, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES $9.8 MILLION

INCREASE IN INCOME ASSISTANCE FOR LOW-INCOME
SAN FRANCISCANS

San Franciscans enrolled in the County Adult Assistance Programs to receive additional
benefits each month to afford necessities

 

San Francisco, CA — To help the challenges faced by low-income San Franciscans, Mayor
London N. Breed announced that the City budget for Fiscal Years 2019-20 and 2020-21 will
provide $9.8 million over two years in additional income assistance for residents. The County
Adult Assistance Programs (CAAP), administered by the San Francisco Human Services
Agency (HSA), provide monthly cash assistance to approximately 4,700 low-income adults
without dependent children, including those experiencing homelessness, adults with
disabilities, and those who need help finding employment.

 

“In a city as expensive as San Francisco, every dollar counts. This increased cash assistance
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can make the difference between someone having enough to eat or going hungry,” said Mayor
Breed. “I’m glad that we’re able to increase this funding so that people can afford everyday
things like food, toiletries, and medications, while we also connect them with the services they
need, like housing placements, education, and jobs.”

 

Through CAAP, San Francisco provides locally-funded cash aid and social services to
extremely low-income residents with no dependent children. HSA also administers the
California Work Opportunity and Responsibility to Kids (CalWORKs) program, which is
similar to CAAP, but provides state and federally funded cash assistance for adults with
dependent children.

 
The purchasing power of both CalWORKs and CAAP monthly benefits has eroded over time,
so the State and San Francisco recently implemented cost-of-living adjustments that increased
cash grants by 23% to ensure that participants’ incomes are above 50% of the federal poverty
level by 2020-21.

 

“Supporting our most vulnerable San Franciscans to afford the skyrocketing costs of basic
needs like food and housing is simply the right thing to do,” said Trent Rhorer, Executive
Director of the San Francisco Human Services Agency. “Helping people get back on their feet
with temporary cash assistance allows us to connect them with a lifetime of better
opportunities through education, employment training, and job placement.”

 
San Francisco’s CAAP ordinance requires that the maximum grant amounts for the CAAP
program increase in tandem with any cost of living adjustments implemented in the
CalWORKs program. CAAP monthly benefits increased by 10% in April 2019, and will
increase by another 13% in October 2019, resulting in a total increase of 23%. More than
11,000 currently enrolled San Franciscans are eligible to receive CAAP and CalWORKs
benefit increases once fully implemented in October. The budget contains an additional $9.8
million over two years to fund the increased CAAP grants.

 

As a result of April’s 10% increase, CAAP currently offers a monthly benefit of up to $520
per month. After the implementation of the October increase, recipients may be eligible for a
monthly benefit of up to $588 per month. Benefit amounts are determined by an applicant’s
income, housing status, and length of San Francisco residency.

 
CAAP provides adults seeking employment with training, work experience, education and
supportive services with the goal of moving them to self-sufficiency. Through connections to
job training with local nonprofit organizations and City Departments, including Public Works,
Recreation and Parks, and the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency, CAAP
recipients give back to their community by providing administrative support and helping to
keep our public transportation, parks, and streets clean. Individuals who choose the education
track are connected with classes to complete their GED or High School Diploma, and City



College courses.

 

In addition to the monthly cash benefits, HSA works with recipients to help them apply to
other state and federally funded social safety net programs, including Medi-Cal, CalFresh, and
Supplemental Security Income. Recipients of CAAP also receive assistance with housing or
shelter placements, access to substance abuse and mental health services, assistance obtaining
a free ID or driver’s license, free monthly Muni passes, and free museum passes.

 

Currently, 16% of CAAP recipients were experiencing homelessness at the time of enrollment
in the program. HSA partners closely with the Department of Homelessness and Supportive
Housing (HSH) to provide coordinated services to homeless CAAP clients, whose benefits
includes access to shelter and long-term housing.

 

The budget also funds five new positions to connect clients at the new and expanded HSH
Navigation and SAFE (Shelter Access for Everyone) centers to Medi-Cal, CalFresh, and
CAAP benefits on-site. These benefits connectors will meet those experiencing homelessness
where they are, streamline business processes whenever possible, and provide personalized
support to help them navigate application systems.

 

For more information on CAAP and to apply, visit www.sfhsa.org

 

###

http://www.sfhsa.org/


From: Giacomucci, Monica (CPC)
To: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY
Cc: Sucre, Richard (CPC)
Subject: HPC 9/4 Hearing - 2018-008528COA
Date: Tuesday, July 16, 2019 9:12:03 AM
Attachments: image001.png
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Hi Jonas,
 

Can you put 2018-008528COA (3733-3735 20th Street) on the HPC calendar for September 4? The
project is a COA for a garage addition in the front setback.
 
Thanks,
Monica
 
Monica Giacomucci
Preservation Planner, Southeast Quadrant, Current Planning Division
Direct: 415-575-8714 | Fax: 415-558-6409
 

SF Planning
Department

 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Hours of Operation | Property Information Map
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Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development
City and County of San Francisco

RECEIVED
London N. Breed

~UL z 2 ~D~g 
Mayor

CITY &COUNTY OF S.F ate Hartley
PLANNING DEPARTMENT D1Tector

CPC/HPC

EARLY NOTICE AND PUBLIC REVIEW OF A PROPOSED
ACTIVITY IN A 100-YEAR FLOODPLAIN

TO: All Interested Parties

PURPOSE AND PROPOSED ACTION: This is to give notice that the San Francisco Mayor's Office of Housing and
Community Development (MOHCD) as the Responsible Entity for projects subject to regulation by 24 CFR Part 58
(Environmental Review Procedures For Entities Assuming United States Department of Housing and Urban
Development [HLTD] Environmental Responsibilities) has determined that the Treasure Island Parcel C31 project is
partially located in the 100-year floodplain. MOHCD will be identifying and evaluating practicable alternatives to
locating the action in the floodplain and the potential impacts on the floodplain from the Proposed Action, as required
by Executive Order 11988 and HUD regulations at 24 CFR 55.20 Subpart C Procedures for Making Determinations on
FloodpIain Management.

The Proposed Action is the approval of the release of $7,500,000 Shelter Plus Care funds for the proposed site by HUD.
The proposal is for the development of 135 units of supportive housing units, as well as residential amenities and
parking at the northern portion of Parcel C3 on a mostly flat site bounded by Avenue C, 6th Street, Parcel C3.3, and
Parcel C3.2 (all yet to be developed) on Treasure Island in San Francisco. The project site at approximately 1.14 acre
overlays the 100-year floodplain at approximately 2,500 square feet along its southwestern-boarder.
There are three primary purposes for this notice. First, people who may be affected by activities in floodplains and
those who have an interest in the protection of the natural environment should be given an opportunity to express their
concerns and provide information about these areas. Second, an adequate public notice program can be an important
public educational tool. The dissemination of information about floodplains can facilitate and enhance federal efforts to
reduce the risks associated with the occupancy and modification of these special areas. Third, as a matter of fairness,
when the federal government determines it will participate in actions taking place in floodplains, it must inform those
who may be put at greater or continued risk.

COMMENTS: Written coimnents must be received by the MOHCD at the following address on or before 5:00 pm
August 5, 2019.

MOHCD
ATTN: Eugene T. Flannery,
One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103

A full description of the project may also be reviewed from the same location as above and
http://sfmohcd.c~r~./envircmnirn~al-rrvicws. Comments may also he submitted via email at Eugene.flannery@sfgov.org.

Copies of this Early Notice have been mailed to interested parties.

DATE: July 19, 2019

1 South Van Ness Avenue —Fifth Floor, San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone: (415) 701-5500 Fax: (415) 701-5501 TDD: (415) 701-5503 • www.sfmohcd.org


